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CHAPTER TWENTY THREE 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT AND HIS TIME 

NOTABLE SENTIMENTS IN SPEECHES AND LETTERS 
ALASKA BOUNDARY
WIDE RANGE OF READING

during 1903 the President made several speeches on occasions of special moment, in which he uttered sentiments which attracted wide approval, and are as self-revelatory as his letters. Speaking at the grave of Lincoln, Springfield, Illinois, on June 4, he said:
"It seems to me eminently fitting that the guard around the tomb of Lincoln should be composed of colored soldiers. It was my own good fortune at Santiago to serve beside colored troops. A man who is good enough to shed his blood for his country is good enough to get a square deal afterwards. More than that no man is entitled to, and less than that no man shall have."
This declaration called forth the publication of a letter from Lincoln which was said to have been written in 1864, to General James S. Wadsworth, of New York, and which contained the following passage:
"How to better the condition of the colored race has long been a study which has attracted my serious and careful attention; hence I think I am clear and decided as to what course I shall pursue in the premises, regarding it as a religious duty, as the nation's guardian of these people who have so heroically vindicated their manhood on the battlefield, where, in assisting to save the life of the Republic, they have demonstrated their right to the ballot, which is but the humane protection of the Flag they have so fearlessly defended."
In a speech on Labor Day, September 7, 1903, at Syracuse, N. Y., the President said: 
"There is no worse enemy of the wage-worker than the man who condones mob violence in any shape or who preaches class hatred; and surely the slightest acquaintance with our industrial history should teach even the most short-sighted that the times of most suffering for our people as a whole, the times when business is stagnant, and capital suffers from shrinkage and gets no return from its investments, are exactly the times of hardship, and want, and grim disaster among the poor. If all the existing instrumentalities of wealth could be abolished, the first and severest suffering would come among those of us who are least well off at present. The wage-worker is well off only when the rest of the country is well off; and he can best contribute to this general well-being by showing sanity and a firm purpose to do justice to others."
Speaking at the unveiling of a statue of General W. T. Sherman, in Washington, on October 15, 1903, he said:
'' The greatest leaders, whether in war or in peace, must of course show a peculiar quality of genius; but the most redoubtable armies that have ever existed have been redoubtable because the average soldier, the average officer, possessed to a high degree such comparatively simple qualities as loyalty, courage, and hardihood. And so the most successful governments are those in which the average public servant possesses that variant of loyalty, which we call patriotism, together with common sense and honesty. We can as little afford to tolerate a dishonest man in the public service as a coward in the army. The murderer takes a single life; the corruptionist in public life, whether he be bribe-giver or bribe-taker, strikes at the heart of the commonwealth. ''
On November 10, 1903, the President convened Congress in advance of its regular date of meeting in order that it might consider the legislation necessary to put into operation the commercial treaty with Cuba which had been ratified at the previous session. This legislation was passed subsequently by both houses of Congress. In his message at the opening of the regular session, dated December 7, 1903, he took occasion to reassert, without modification, his policy in regard to the regulation of trusts and the enforcement of law with equal justice to all:
"The legislation (in regard to trusts) was moderate. It was characterized throughout by the idea that we were not attacking corporations, but endeavoring to provide for doing away with any evil in them; that we drew the line against misconduct, not against wealth; gladly recognizing the great good done by the capitalist who alone, or in conjunction with his fellows, does his work along proper and legitimate lines.
"Every man must be guaranteed his liberty and his right to do as he likes with his property or his labor, so long as he does not infringe the rights of others. No man is above the law and no man is below it; nor do we ask any man's permission when we require him to obey it. Obedience to the law is demanded as a right; not asked as a favor."
One of the problems that Roosevelt inherited from the McKinley administration was the Alaska boundary dispute between the United States and Canada. An effort to settle it through a Joint High Commission had failed, and in the last days of the McKinley administration a proposal was made by the British Government that the matter be submitted to arbitration. This was under discussion when Roosevelt acceded to the Presidency. He at once took control of the question, flatly declined arbitration, and secured in January, 1903, through the British Minister at Washington the negotiation of a treaty with Great Britain which provided for a mixed tribunal of six members, three Americans and three representatives of Great Britain, to consider the matter. The American members of the tribunal were Senator H. C. Lodge, Elihu Root, Secretary of War, and George Turner, formerly U. S. Senator from the State of Washington. The British members were Lord Alverston, Lord Chief Justice of England, and Sir L. A. Jette and A. B. Aylesworth of Canada. Roosevelt's attitude toward this tribunal and its possible outcome was frankly set forth in a letter that he wrote to Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes, who at the time was in England and had sent to Roosevelt an account of a conversation that he had had on the subject with the Et. Hon. Joseph Chamberlain of the British Cabinet. As Roosevelt's letter is of historical value in showing the direct methods which he habitually employed in diplomatic matters, it is here reproduced in full:
Personal.
oyster bay, N. Y.,
July 25, 1903 My dear Judge Holmes:
I thank you very much for your letter, which I thoroughly enjoyed. There is one point on which I think I ought to give you full information, in view of Chamberlain's remark to you. This is about the Alaska boundary matter, and if you happen to meet Chamberlain again you are entirely at liberty to tell him what I say, although of course it must be privately and unofficially. Nothing but my very earnest desire to get on well with England and my reluctance to come to a break made me consent to this appointment of a Joint Commission in this case; for I regard the attitude of Canada, which England has backed, as having the scantest possible warrant in justice. However, there were but two alternatives. Either I could appoint a commission and give a chance for agreement; or I could do as I shall of course do in case this commission fails, and request Congress to make an appropriation, which will enable me to run the boundary on my own hook. As regards most of Great Britain's claim, there is not, in my judgment, enough to warrant so much as a consideration by the United States; and if it were not that there are two or three lesser points on which there is doubt, I could not, even for the object I have mentioned, have consented to appoint a commission. The claim of the Canadians for access to deep water along any part of the Canadian coast is just exactly as indefensible as if they should now suddenly claim the island of Nantucket. There is not a man fit to go on the commission in all the United States who would treat this claim any more respectfully than he would treat a claim to Nantucket. In the same way the preposterous claim once advanced, but I think now abandoned by the Canadians, that the Portland Channel was not the Portland Channel but something else unknown, is no more worth discussing than the claim that the 49th Parallel meant the 50th Parallel or else the 48th. But there are points which the commission can genuinely consider. There is room for argument about the islands in the mouth of the Portland Channel. I think on this the American case much the stronger of the two; still, the British have a case. Again, it may well be that there are places in which there is room for doubt as to whether there actually is a chain of mountains parallel to the coast within the ten-league limit. Here again there is a chance for honest difference and honest final agreement. I believe that no three men in the United States could be found who would be more anxious than our own delegates to do justice to the British claim on all points where there is even a color of right on the British side. But the objection raised by certain Canadian authorities to Lodge, Root and Turner, and especially to Lodge and Root, was that they had committed themselves on the general proposition. No man in public life in any position of prominence could have possibly avoided committing himself on the proposition, any more than Mr. Chamberlain could avoid committing himself on the question of the ownership of the Orkneys if some Scandinavian country suddenly claimed them. If this claim embodied other points as to which there was legitimate doubt, I believe Mr. Chamberlain would act fairly and squarely in deciding the matter; but if he appointed a commission to settle up all those questions, I certainly should not expect him to appoint three men, if he could find them, who believed that as to the Orkneys the question was an open one. Similarly I wish to repeat that no three men fit for the position could be found in all the United States who would not already have come to some conclusion as to certain features of the Canadian claim—not as to all of them.
Let me add that I earnestly hope that the English understand my purpose. I wish to make one last effort to bring about an agreement through the commission, which will enable the people of both countries to say that the result represents the feeling of the representatives of both countries. But if there is a disagreement I wish it distinctly understood, not only that there will be no arbitration of the matter, but that in my message to Congress I shall take a position which will prevent any possibility of arbitration hereafter; a position, I am inclined to believe, which will render it necessary for Congress to give me the authority to run the line as we claim it, by our own people, without any further regard to the attitude of England and Canada. If I paid attention to mere abstract right, that is the position I ought to take anyhow. I have not taken it because I wish to exhaust every effort to have the affair settled peacefully and with due regard to England's dignity.
Faithfully yours,
theodore roosevelt.
hon. 0. W. holmes,    .
Care J. S. Morgan & Co., London, England.
It was known at the time that Roosevelt had sent troops to Alaska, and though the primary object in sending them was to maintain law and order among the great horde of gold-seekers in the Klondike, still it was believed that he would not hesitate to use them in support of his resolve to ask Congress for the power to "run the line as we claim it" in case the tribunal failed to reach an agreement. The tribunal met in London and reached an agreement on October 20, 1903. In his message to Congress on December 3, following, Roosevelt said of the settlement:
"The result is satisfactory in every way. It is of great material advantage to our people in the Far Northwest. It has danger a question liable to become more acutely accentuated with each passing year. Finally, it has furnished signal proof of the fairness and good-will with which two friendly nations can approach and determine issues involving national sovereignty to a third power for adjudication."
Another notable diplomatic triumph of the year was also recorded in the same message:
'' Early in July, having received intelligence, which happily turned out to be erroneous, of the assassination of our vise-consul at Beirut, I despatched a small squadron to that port for such service as might be found necessary on arrival. Although the attempt on the life of our vice-consul had not been successful, yet the outrage was symptomatic of a state of excitement and disorder which demanded immediate attention. The arrival of the vessels had the happiest result. A feeling of security at once took the place of the former alarm and disquiet; our officers were cordially welcomed by the Consular body and the leading merchants, and ordinary business resumed its activity. The government of the Sultan gave a considerate hearing to the representations of our minister; the official who was regarded as responsible for the disturbed condition of affairs was removed. Our relations with the Turkish Government remain friendly; our claims founded on inequitable treatment of some of our schools and missions appear to be in process of amicable adjustment.''
The cordial and mutually helpful relations that existed between the President and members of his Cabinet are revealed in correspondence which passed between him and them at various times. On July 11, 1903, he wrote from Oyster Bay, to Secretary Hay, who was in Washington:
"By this time it is absolutely needless for me to tell you not merely what an immense help you are to me, but what a perpetual delight and comfort. Of course, do not ever give a thought to the newspaper and other swine who delight to invent tales about our relation. Literally I never see them. When I came in I thought you a great Secretary of State, but now I have had a chance to know far more fully what a really great Secretary of State you are. As for those who first of all portray a wholly imaginary difference between us and then attack me because of that difference—for Heaven's sake, let them go on!"
To this Secretary Hay responded on July 13, 1903:
"Dear Theodore:
"I thank you a thousand times for your kind and generous letter of the llth. It is a comfort to work for a President who besides being a lot of other things, happened to be born a gentleman."
A letter to Secretary Hay on November 7, 1903, shows how careful Roosevelt was not to offend the susceptibilities of Congress in reference to its prerogatives concerning the conduct of foreign affairs:
"Uncle Joe Cannon was in this afternoon and was very nice indeed, but evidently slightly nervous lest the prerogatives of Congress in foreign affairs should be overlooked by us. I told him I should ask you to keep in close touch with Congressman Hitt (Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations) and consult with him on any point where there would be a chance of Congress feeling that it had power of action. Will you mind getting in touch with Hitt and advising with him on any point where such-a possibility could arise? I find that Congress is evidently prepared to be a little sensitive on the subject, and we might as well forestall possible criticism."
To Secretary Root, who resigned the war portfolio, his resignation taking effect in February, 1904, when he was succeeded by William H. Taft, the President wrote on August 24, 1903:
   "It is hard indeed for me to accept your resignation; and I do so not only with keen personal regret, but with a lively understanding of the gap your withdrawal will create in public life. My sense of personal loss is very great; and yet my sense of the loss to the Nation as a whole is even greater. You have been over four years Secretary of War. I wonder if you yourself realize how much you have accomplished during that period. If you will turn to your first reports and will read therein the recommendations you made in order that the army might be put on an effective basis, you cannot but be pleased at the way in which these recommendations have now been adopted by Congress as well as by the administration, and have become enacted into law or crystallized into custom. We have never had a public servant of the government who has worked harder than you have worked during these four years and a half, and this not merely in point of time, but above all in point of intensity; and your success has been equal to your labor. The only reward you have had, or can have, is the knowledge of successful achievement, of the performance in fullest fashion of a great public duty, the doing of which was of vital importance to the nation's welfare.
"Your duties have included more than merely the administration of the Department and the reorganization of the army on an effective basis. You have also been the head of the Department which dealt with the vast and delicate problems involved in our possession of the Philippine Islands, and your success in dealing with this part of your work had been as signal as your success in dealing with the purely military problem. To very few statesmen indeed in any country is it given at one and the same time to achieve signal and striking triumph in the administration and reform of the military branch of the government and in the administration of what was in effect a department of insular dependencies, where the problems were new to our people and were in themselves of great difficulty.
"Moreover, aside from your work in these two divisions of the government service, I appreciate most keenly the invaluable advice and assistance you have rendered me in innumerable matters of weight not coming directly in your departmental province, but in which I sought your aid with the certainty of not being disappointed. Your position on the Alaska Boundary Commission at the present moment is an illustration of these services.
"May all good fortune attend you wherever you are; the American people wish you well and appreciate to the full the debt due you for all that you have done on their behalf."
Incessant and exacting as were the official activities of the President during the first two years of his service, he still was able to find time for a really extraordinary amount of miscellaneous reading as the following letter, under date of November 4,1903, to Dr. Nicholas Murray Butler, President of Columbia University, shows:
"You remember speaking to me about reading and especially about the kind of books one ought to read. On my way back from Oyster Bay on election day I tried to jot down the books I have been reading for the past two years, and they run as follows. Of course, I have forgotten a great many, especially ephemeral novels which I have happened to take up; and I have also read much in the magazines. Moreover, more than half of the books are books, which I have read before. These I did not read through, but simply took out the parts I liked. Thus, in ' Waverley,' I omitted all the opening part; in 'Pickwick' I skipped about; going through all my favorite scenes. In Macaulay I read simply the essays that appealed to me, while in Keats and Browning, although I read again and again many of the poems, I think there must be at least eighty or ninety per cent of the poetry of each, as far as the bulk is concerned, which I have never succeeded in reading at all. The old books I read were not necessarily my favorites; it was largely a matter of chance. All the reading, of course, was purely for enjoyment, and of most desultory character. With this preliminary explanation, here goes!
"Parts of Herodotus; the first and seventh books of Thucydides; all of Polybius; a little of Plutarch; Eschylus's 'Orestean Trilogy,' and the 'Seven against Thebes'; Euripides' 'Hippolytus and Bacchae,' and Aristophanes' 'Frogs'; parts of the 'Polities' of Aristotle; (all of these were in translation); Ridgeway's 'Early Age of Greece'; Wheeler's 'Life of Alexander'; some six volumes of Mahaffey's 'Studies of the Greek World'—of which I only read chapters here and there; two of Maspero's volumes on the Early Syrian, Chaldean and Egyptian civilizations— these I read superficially; several chapters of Froissart; the 'Memoirs' of Marbot; Bain's 'Life of Charles the Twelfth'; Mahan's 'Types of Naval Officers'; some of Macaulay's Essays; three or four volumes of Gibbon; three or four chapters of Motley; the 'Life of Prince Eugene,' of Admiral de Ruyter, of Turenne, and of Sobieski (all in French); the Battles in Carlyle's 'Frederick the Great'; Hay and Nicolay's 'Lincoln,' and the two volumes of Lincoln's 'Speeches and Writings'—these I have not only read through, but have read parts of them again and again; Bacon's 'Essays'—curiously enough, I had really never read these until this year; Mrs. Roosevelt has a volume which belonged to her grandfather, which she always carries around with her, and I got started reading this; 'Macbeth'; 'Twelfth Night'; 'Henry IV; 'Henry V; 'Richard II'; the first two cantos of 'Paradise Lost'; some of Michael Drayton's poems—there are only three or four I care for; portions of 'Nibelungenlied'; portions of Carlyle's translation of Dante's 'Inferno'; Church's 'Beowulf; Morris' translation of the 'Heimskringla,' and Dasent's translation of the 'Sagas of Gisli and Burnt Njal'; Lady Gregory's and Miss Hull's 'Cuchulain Saga,' together with the 'Children of Lir,' the 'Children of Tuirenn,' the 'Tale of Deirdre,' etc.; the 'Precieuses Ridicules,' 'Le Barbier de Seville'; most of Jusserand's books—of which I was most interested in his studies of the 'King's Quhair'; Holmes' 'Over the Teacups'; Lounsbury's 'Shakespeare and Voltaire'; various numbers of the Edinburgh Review from 1803 to 1850; Tolstoi's 'Sebastopol and the Cossacks'; Sinkiewicz's 'Fire and Sword' and parts of his other volumes; 'Guy Mannering'; the 'Antiquary'; 'Rob Roy'; 'Waverley'; 'Quentin Durward'; parts of 'Marmion' and the 'Lay of the Last Minstrel'; Cooper's 'Pilot'; some of the earlier stories and some of the poems of Bret Harte; Mark Twain's 'Tom Sawyer'; 'Pickwick Papers'; 'Nicholas Nickleby'; 'Vanity Fair'; 'Pendennis'; 'The New-comes'; 'The Adventures of Philip'; Conan Doyle's 'White Company'; Lever's 'Charles O'Malley'; 'Romances of Brockden Brown' I read when I was confined to my room with a game leg; for motives of curiosity and no real enjoyment; an occasional half hour's reading in Keats, Browning, Poe, Tennyson, Longfellow, Kipling, Bliss Carman; also in Poe's 'Tales' and Lowell's 'Essays'; some of Stevenson's stories, and of Allingham's 'British Ballads'; Wagner's 'Simple Life.'
"I have read aloud to the children, and often finished afterwards to myself, 'The Rose and the Ring'; Hans Andersen; some of Grimm; some of 'Norse Folk Tales'; stories by Howard Pyle; 'Uncle Remus' and the rest of Joel Chandler Harris' stories (incidentally I would be willing to rest all that I have done in the South as regards the negro in his story 'Free Joe'). Two or three books by Jacob Riis; also Mrs. Van Vorst's 'Woman Who Toils,' and one or two similar volumes; the 'Nonsense Verses' of Carolyn Wells, first to the children and afterward to Mrs. Roosevelt and myself; Kenneth Grahame's 'Golden Age'; those two delightful books by Somerville and Ross, 'All on the Irish Shore,' and 'Experiences of an Irish M. P.'; Townsend's 'Europe and Asia'; Conrad's 'Youth'; 'Phoenixiana'; 'Artemus Ward'; Octave Thanet's stories, which I always like when they deal with labor problems; various books on the Boer War, of which I like best Viljoen's, Stevens', and ' Studies' by the writer. signing himself Linesman; Pike's 'Through the Sun-Arctic Forest,' and Peer's 'Cross Country with Horse and Hound'; together with a number of books on big game hunting, mostly in Africa; several volumes on American outdoor life and natural history, including the reading of much of John Burroughs; Swettenham's 'Real Malay'; David Gray's 'Gallops'; Miss Stewart's 'Napoleon Jackson'; Janvier's 'Passing of Thomas and Other Stories'; 'The Benefactors'; 'People of the Whirlpool'; London's 'Call of the Wild'; Fox's 'Little Shepherd of Kingdom Come'; Hamlin Garland's 'Captain of the Gray Horse Troop'; Tarkington's 'Gentleman from Indiana'; Churchill's 'Crisis'; Beming-ton's 'John Ermine of the Yellowstone'; Wister's 'Virginian,' 'Bed Men and White,' 'Philosophy Four,' and 'Lin McLean'; White's 'Blazed Trail,' 'Conjurer's House,' and 'Claim Jumpers'; Trevelyan's 'American Bevolution.' Often I would read one book by chance and it would suggest another.
"There! That is the catalogue; about as interesting as Homer's catalogue of the Ships, and with about as much method in it as there seems in a superficial glance to be in an Irish Stew."
A scarcely less notable letter, as disclosing the dimensions of the President's omnivorous reading, is the following to the Bt. Hon., afterwards Lord, John Morley, under date of January 17, 1904:
"It is a temptation to me to write you at inordinate length about your 'Life of Gladstone.' Incidentally, you started me to rereading Lucretius and Finlay. Lucretius was an astounding man for pagan Borne to have produced just before the empire. I should not myself have thought of comparing him with Virgil one way or the other. It would be too much like comparing, say, Herbert Spencer with Milton, excepting that part dealing with death, in the end of the third book (if I remember right), I am less struck with the work because of its own quality (as a finished product, so to speak) than I am with the fact that it was opening up a totally new trail—a trail which for very many centuries, irtdeed down to modern times, was not followed much farther. He had as truly a scientific mind as Darwin or Huxley, and the boldness of his truth-telling was astonishing. As for Finlay, I have always been fond of him. But I would not like to be understood as depreciating Gibbon. Personally I feel that with all their faults Gibbon and Macaulay are the two great English historians, and there could be no better testimonial to their greatness than the fact that scores of authors have each made a comfortable life reputation by refuting some single statement of one or the other.
"Of course, in reading the Gladstone, I was especially interested because of the ceaseless unconscious comparisons I was making with events in our own history, and with difficulties I myself every day encounter. A man who has grappled, or is grappling, with Cuba, Panama and the Philippines, has a lively appreciation of the difficulties inevitably attendant upon getting into Egypt in the first place, and then upon the impossibility of getting out of it, in the second. Perhaps I was interested most of all in your account of the closing years of Gladstone's career, in which 'Home Rule' was the most important question he had to face. I suppose I am one of a large multitude to whom your book for the first time gave a clear idea of what Gladstone's actual position was in the matter, and of the gross injustice of the assaults upon him. You make it clear, for instance, that from the standpoint of Gladstone's assailants, even, there was far more to be said against the consistency and frankness of the leaders who opposed him and the leaders who deserted him than against his. To my mind you prove your case completely,—and I have always been inclined to criticize Gladstone on this point, although I have personally been a Home-Euler ever since reading Lecky's account of Ireland in the eighteenth century. On no position do I feel more cordial sympathy with Gladstone's attitude than as regards Turkey and the subjugated peoples of the Balkan peninsula." 


