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CHAPTER THIRTY FOUR 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT AND HIS TIME 
REBUKES   TO   RIOTOUS   STRIKERS   AND   LYNCHERS
DEALINGS WITH SENATORS
.LETTERSON VARIOUS TOPICS
eaRly in April, 1905, the President left Washington to attend a reunion of his Rough Rider regiment at San Antonio, Texas, on the 7th of that month, and later went on a short hunting trip in Colorado. On the eve of his departure he made a remark which had wide circulation: "Oh, things will be all right; I have left Taft sitting on the lid." He delivered addresses at various points in Texas, including one before the Legislature of the State, in each of which he expounded his views in regard to Government regulation and control of corporations and railways. He was greeted with great enthusiasm everywhere. On his return trip he reached Chicago on May 10, at the moment when a general strike of labor unions was in progress. A committee of the strikers called upon him to present their cause and secure his sympathy. What happened was described by the President later in two letters that he wrote after reaching Washington. The first was to Mr. Root, on May 13, 1905: "Perhaps the thing that pleased me most was in Chicago when the labor men called upon me. A good many people had been anxious that I should dodge Chicago, which of course I would not have been willing to do under any circumstances. As it turned out, the labor people called on me themselves and made a statement most foolish and offensive, so that they justified me completely in saying good-temperedly, but with unmistakable emphasis, just what my attitude was and would be in regard to mobs and disorder generally." 
The second was to Senator Lodge, who was at the time in London, on May 15, 1905:
"When I came to Chicago I found a very ugly strike, on account of which some of my nervous friends wished me to try to avoid the city. Of course I hadn't the slightest intention of doing so. I get very much puzzled at times on questions of finance and the tariff, but when it comes to such a perfectly simple matter as keeping order, then you strike my long suit. The strikers were foolish enough to come to me on their own initiative and make me an address in which they quoted that fine flower of Massachusetts statesmanship, the lamented Benjamin F. Butler, who had told rioters at one time, as it appeared, that they need have no fear of the United States army, as they had torches and arms. This gave me a good opening, and while perfectly polite, I used language so simple that they could not misunderstand it; and repeated the same with amplifications at the dinner that night. So if the rioting in Chicago gets beyond the control of the State and the City, they now know well that the Regulars will come.''
What the President said to the spokesman of the strikers, Mr. Shea, who had presented a letter stating their case, was this:
"I regret that you should in the letter have spoken at all of the use of the Federal army, as you have there spoken. No request has been made to me for action by the Federal Government, but at the same time, Mr. Shea, as you have in this communication brought up the matter, I want to say one thing with all the emphasis in my power. In upholding the law and order, in doing what he is able to do to suppress mob violence in any shape or way, the Mayor of Chicago, Mayor Dunne, has my hearty support. I am glad to be able to say this to you, gentlemen, before I say it to another body.
"Now, let me repeat that I know nothing of the facts of the situation. I know nothing of the right or wrong of the points at issue. What I have to say is based partly upon what I regard as the unfortunate phrasing of a letter presented to the President of the United States.
"I have not been called upon to interfere in any way, but you must not misunderstand my attitude. In every effort of Mayor Dunne to prevent violence by mobs or individuals, to see that the laws are obeyed, and that order is preserved, he has the hearty support of the President of the United States, and, in my judgment, he should have that of every good citizen of the United States.
"I am a believer in unions. I am an honorary member of one union. But the union must obey the law just as the corporation must obey the law. Just as every man, rich or poor, must obey the law. As yet, no action has been called for by me and most certainly if action is called for I shall try to do justice under the law to every man, so far as I have power. But the first essential is the preservation of law and order, the suppression of violence by mobs or individuals."
At a dinner, which the Iroquois Club, a Democratic organization, gave him on the evening of the same day, the President repeated substantially what he had said to the strikers' committee, and turning directly to Mayor Dunne, who was seated near him, said:
"Mr. Mayor, as President of the United States, and therefore as representative of the people of this country, I give you, as a matter of course, my hearty support in upholding the law, in keeping order, in putting down violence, whether by a mob or by an individual. There need not be the slightest apprehension in the heart of the most timid that ever the mob spirit will triumph in this country. Those immediately responsible for dealing with the trouble must, as I know you feel, exhaust every effort in so dealing with it before a call is made upon any outside body. But if ever the need arises, back of the city stands the State, and back of the State stands the Nation."
In acknowledging the President's letter Mr. Root wrote on May 16, 1905:
"I was particularly pleased by the way in which you treated the labor situation in Chicago. I doubt if most people realize what a very important and critical situation was created by the presentation of the labor address. Most men in your position would have taken the paper for further examination and have dismissed the committee with the promise to give it consideration; and there would have been the devil to pay afterwards. Your character was, however, exactly adapted for the best possible treatment of the emergency, and I think that your instant reading of the paper and instant response was one of the very best things you have ever done."
Secretary Hay, who was at Bad Nauheim, Germany, for his health, wrote under date of May 21, 1905:
"I need not tell you with what pride and pleasure we all read your speech at Chicago. It has the true ring of conscience and authority combined,—the voice of a man ' who would not natter Neptune for Ms trident.' It is a comfort to see the most popular man in America telling the truth to our masters, the people. It requires no courage to attack wealth and power, but to remind the masses that they, too, are subject to the law, is something few public men dare to do."
The President gave another illustration of his courage in October, 1905, when he made a tour of the South, speaking at various points in Virginia, North Carolina, Georgia, Arkansas and Alabama, including a visit to the home of his mother at Roswell, Georgia. At Little Rock, Arkansas, on October 25, he was introduced by the Governor of the State to a large concourse of citizens in the City Park. In his introductory remarks the Governor made a quasi defense of the lynching of colored men for supposed outrages upon white women. In opening his speech the President declared that he had been fortunate enough to have spoken all over the Union and had never said in any State or any section what he would not have said in any other State or in any other section. Turning a few minutes later directly to the Governor, he said:

"Governor, you spoke of a hideous crime that is often hideously avenged. The worst enemy of the negro race is the negro criminal, and, above all, the negro criminal of that type; for he has committed not only an unspeakably dreadful and infamous crime against the victim, but he has committed a hideous crime against the people of his own color; and every reputable colored man, every colored man who wishes to see the uplifting of his race, owes it as his first duty to himself and to that race to hunt down that criminal with all his soul and strength. Now for the side of the white man. To avenge one hideous crime by another hideous crime is to reduce the man doing it to the bestial level of the wretch who committed the bestial crime. The horrible effects of the lynchings are not for that crime at all, but for other crimes. And above all other men, Governor, you and I and all who are exponents and representatives of the law, owe it to our people, owe it to the cause of civilization and humanity, to do everything in our power, officially and unofficially, directly and indirectly, to free the United States from the menace and reproach of lynch law."
This courageous deliverance in the very heart of the country in, which lynching was a not infrequent practise, commanded widespread approval.
In the summer of 1905 several instances arose in which the President felt moved to very plain speech with Senators who sought to have him make unfit appointments in the civil service, or improper promotions in the army, or to shield some person in the service who had been found guilty of misconduct. The same Oregon Senator whom he had rebuked in 1904 and whom he afterwards forced into the penitentiary, wrote him an impudent letter in May, 1905. In replying, on the 15th of that month, the President wrote a long letter, saying at the close:
"My dear Senator, you have written me very frankly. I shall copy your frankness in this closing paragraph. It has been most unfortunate that so many of the friends upon whose behalf you have been active should be among those whose guilt is clearest and deepest. I entirely appreciate loyalty to one's friends, but loyalty to the cause of justice and honor stands above it. I think you are doing yourself an injury by permitting yourself to be made at least to seem to stand as the champion of the men who have been engaged in this widespread conspiracy to defraud the United States Government and therefore the public of your own State. . . . You criticize very captiously what has been done and said by all those whose efforts have resulted in the uncovering of this great wrong, and of the partial punishment of some of the wrongdoers. It is easy to ascribe such motives and to make such criticisms; but what is needed now is not the picking of holes in those who are engaged in the great work of righteousness, but the sturdy upholding of their hands just so long as they are doing this work.
"I am from my position the leader of the entire Republican party throughout the Union, in Oregon just as much as in New York; and in Oregon and New York alike I shall count it not an attack upon, but a service to, the Republican party if through my agents I can be instrumental in punishing in the severest possible manner any private citizen, and especially any public servant, who while claiming to be a member of that party has deeply wronged it by wronging the Nation which the party was created to serve. When the party ceases to serve the Nation it will lose its reason for existence; and most emphatically I shall never, under any pressure or for any reason whatever, permit any alleged considerations of partisan expediency to prevent my punishing any wrongdoer, whether he belongs to my party or any other."
To a plea from Senator Platt of New York for clemency toward a man who had been dismissed from the service, the President sent this terse communication on May 22, 1905: "He was heard in full and given ample opportunity to defend himself. He was thoroughly investigated, and not only was it necessary to dismiss him, but it may be necessary to indict him."

A Vermont Senator was persistent in seeking to have an officer in the army promoted as a personal favor. To him the President wrote on June 3, 1905:
"In your previous letters you will remember that you stated that you were anxious to secure 'Vermont promotions.' In other words, you have desired that the promotions in the Army should be given primarily, not because the man promoted is the best 'man for the position, but to gratify a certain outside individual or to 'recognize' a certain State. Now I cannot possibly permit such practises in the Army. It is this kind of practise, carried to an extreme, which brings utter demoralization to the service, and in the end, rottenness. Surely it ought to be axiomatic that the quality and record of the individual officer and the needs of the service should alone be considered. . . .
"When I uphold the hands of the General Staff by taking their recommendations for promotion as against those of any outsider, no matter how influential, no matter how powerful, I am doing my best to prevent our little army from being reduced to a condition which would be only one degree above that to which it would be reduced if I tolerated actual corruption. In so acting, it seems to me that I am entitled to the support of every good American who feels that the Army is the property of the Nation, and not of one party, still less of any individual in that party. I can no more allow it to be run in the interest of politicians than I could allow it to be run in the interest of contractors or patentees. It is to be run in the interest of the entire American people, and with an eye single to making it the best that it can possibly be made."
To a Senator from an eastern State whose views on the proper use of public office were permanently antagonistic to those of the President, the latter wrote on July 7, 1905:

  "Of course I should always like to do anything you ask, and it is a matter of regret to me that I am unable to appoint your grandson District Attorney of the District of Columbia as you request. If I felt that I conscientiously could do so with due regard to the interest of the Government and of the people of the District I should be really pleased. We have had difficulty in the office and I have directed the choice to be made with peculiar care to obtain the best man possible. "With all these quasi judicial or legal positions I am obliged to exercise peculiar care."
Amid all the duties that crowded upon Roosevelt in 1905 he found time to indulge his love of reading and to conduct a voluminous correspondence with all sorts of people on all sorts of subjects. While he was busy arranging the Russo-Japanese Conference he was reading and absorbing a book which carried him back into the 13th Century, afterwards writing, on July 11, to the French Ambassador, M. Jusserand, this learned criticism of its contents:
"I read Cahun's 'Turks and Mongols' with such thoroughness and assiduity that at the end it was dangling out of the covers, and I have sent it to Washington to have it bound, with directions to deliver it to you.
"I am very much obliged to you for loaning it to me, and I have been immensely interested in it. It is extraordinary how little the average European historian has understood the real significance of the immense Mongol movement of the 13th Century and its connection with the previous history of the Turks, Mongols, and similar peoples. Until I read Cahun I never understood the sequence of cause and effect and never appreciated the historic importance of the existence of the vast, loosely-bound Turkish power of the 5th and 6th centuries and of its proposition to unite with the Byzantines for the overthrow of the Persians. Moreover, it is astounding that military critics have given so little space to, or rather have totally disregarded, the extraordinary Mongol campaigns of the 13th Century.

"I doubt if the average military critic so much as knows of the existence of Sabutai, who won sixty victories on pitched fields and went from the Yellow Sea to the Adriatic, trampling Russia into the dust, overrunning Hungary and Poland, and defeating with inferior numbers the picked chivalry of Germany as he had already defeated the Manchu, the Corean, and the Chinese. Moreover the victories were not won by brute superiority of numbers. The armies of the Mongols were not at all what we understand when we speak of hordes. They were marvelously trained bodies wherein the prowess of the individual soldier was only less remarkable than the perfect obedience, precision and effectiveness with which he did his part in carrying out the tactical and strategic schemes of the generals.
"For a Frenchman, Cahun is dry; but the dryness of writers of your race, if they are good at all, is miles asunder from the hopeless aridity of similar writers among our people. Cahun has a really fine phrase, for instance—a phrase that tells an important truth, when he contrasts the purely personal and therefore in the end not very important wars of Timur, with what he calls the great' anonymous' campaigns and victories of the Mongols proper under Genghis Khan and in the years immediately succeeding his death.
"Naturally, this difference in dryness makes an immense difference in interest. Thus I took up De la Gorce's history of the Second Empire because of the allusions to it in Walpole 's history, which covers much the same period; but Walpole's history was only readable in the sense that a guide book or a cookery book is readable; whereas I found De la Gorce exceedingly interesting and filled with much that was philosophical and much that was picturesque."
On July 19, 1905, in a letter to Henry Beach Needham, he dropped into this discussion of what constitutes greatness and how it is won:
"It has always seemed to me that in life there are two ways of achieving success, or, for the matter of that, of achieving what is commonly called greatness. One is to do that which can only be done by the man of exceptional and extraordinary abilities. Of course this means that only one man can do it, and it is a very rare kind of success or of greatness. The other is to do that which many men could do, but which as a matter of fact none of them actually does. This is the ordinary kind of success or kind of greatness. Nobody but one of the world's rare geniuses could have written the Gettysburg speech, or the Second Inaugural, or met as Lincoln met the awful crises of the Civil War. But most of us can do the ordinary things, which, however, most of us do not do. It is of course unnecessary to say that I have never won a success of any kind that did not come within this second category. Any one that chose could lead the kind of life I have led, and any one who has led that life could if he chose—and by 'choosing,' I of course mean choosing to exercise the requisite industry, judgment and foresight, none of a very marked type—have raised my regiment or served in positions analogous to those of Police Commissioner, Civil Service Commissioner, and Assistant Secretary of the Navy."
A few days before the Portsmouth Peace Conference reached its agreement, in August, 1905, after sending off a sheaf of cable and other messages to Tokio, St. Petersburg, and Berlin, which forced the envoys to get together, Roosevelt, on August 25, took a trip in a submarine, a species of voyage which was regarded at the time as especially perilous. Indeed, when it was announced in advance that he was going, there were protests in the newspapers against it on the ground that as the head of the nation his life was not his own and he had no right to risk it. Among the protests was one from "Mr. Dooley" which closed with the memorable sentence: "If you must go, Mr. President, take Fairbanks with you!" He was not deterred but took the trip, was under water seventy minutes, and while there made a thorough examination of the vessel and mastered its method of operation. Writing to his friend, Count von Sternburg, he expressed views about the future of the submarine which, addressed to a German, afford curious reading after the uses to which the submarine was put by Germans in the European war:
"I myself am both amused and interested as to what you say about the interest excited about my trip in the Plunger. I went down in it chiefly because I did not like to have the officers and enlisted men think I wanted them to try things I was reluctant to try myself. I believe a good deal can be done with these submarines, although there is always the danger of people getting carried away with the idea and thinking that they can be of more use than they possibly could be."
The President made two efforts in 1905 to induce Joseph H. Choate to reenter the diplomatic service. He asked him to go as the American representative to the Algeciras Convention. Mr. Choate at first accepted and subsequently withdrew his acceptance. He next offered him the position of American Minister to Japan, and this also Mr. Choate declined. Writing about the latter position after the close of the Portsmouth Conference, the President gave this interesting statement of his personal views as to services which an ex-President may perform:
"I found that the Japanese were very anxious we should send the very highest man possible to Tokio as Minister, and they say that if that is done they will shortly make their representative here an Ambassador. They evidently feel that if Choate were sent there it would be appreciated as an international compliment. I do not know whether Choate would go or not. If I were in his place I should be delighted to go. I have always felt that John Quincy Adams rendered a real service when he went to Congress after being President; that is, he showed more regard for the work to be done than for the titular position. In the same way Choate could well afford to spend what would be a delightful couple of years in Tokio for the sake of the good that his going would do." 


