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WEAKENING U.S.

NOT ANARCHY,

I FORD INSISTS

Still Itegards Advocates of
Bigger War Forces as

Murderers.

BOMBERS ONLY "EXCITED"

Mexican Troubles of 1916
Riots, Not a Condition of

Anarchy.

fponal DputeA to TBS OS.

Mocnt CUKli'l, Mich., July 2d

Henry Ford rssumed the stand at noon
to-d- In his rait against tha Chicago
Tribune to meet a heavy aaaaalt of
aueatlona from Elliott O. Steveneon, op-

posing counsel, who sought to laad tha
manufacturer Into admlaaiona that tha
very things ha complained were dam-

aging to his reptttetlnn were In fact
anarchistic and therefore Justified the
publication of tha editorial for which
he deaires 11,000,000. The earlier part
of the morning was taken up with legal
arguments, during which the court
warned the attorneys that the Jurors
are fretilng under the length of the
case and want to get hack to their
farms.

Mr. Ptevenson conducted a verbal
duel with the witness, with Alfred Luck-
ing and Alfred J. Murphy, the plaintiff's
counsel, Interjecting frequent objections
Mr. Ford did not answer questions as
freely as he did last week. Questioned
whether he thought conditions In Mex-

ico and In Texas In 1916 constituted
anarchy, he declined to answer directly
and Insisted that he did not understand
some of the questions.

"I suppose you would say that any
one who countenanced anarchy Is an
anarchist?" said Mr. Stevenson confi-

dently.
Mr. Ford refused to admit It
Asked whether he oould tell the dif-

ference between "trouble on the Ameri-

can side" and anarchy, the witness said
he could not tell

"What would be anarchy?" asked the
attorney.

Bomb Throwing; Asarekf.
One who throws bombs U an anar-

chist."
"The men who threw bomba at the

preparedness parade were anarcnlta.
weren't they?"

"I don't know whether they tried to
overthrow the Government. They may

have heen excited."
"Wasn't that the purpose of your

propaganda, to get men excited agair.t
the men who were for preparedness.'"

Mr. Ford was not sure of the me su-

ing of the qeustkm, but finally answered
that ho waa trying to get people to
think.

Question. Tou have given us. Mr.
Ford, your definition of anarchy as I

understand yor
A. Yes
Q. And that waa that an anrchlet was

a bomb thrower or some one who
wanted to overthrow the Government.

A. Yei.
Q 1 suppose you recognise. Mr. Ford,

that In Mexico. In 1916. the sprtrg of
1915, there was anarchy, did not you. no

Government that waa efactlve to protect
the Interests of the people?

A. There was trouble.
Q. You have told us about that, but

that doesn't answer my question.
A. I don't know whether It was an-

archy or not.
q. There waa disorder, and no Gov-

ernment, wasn't It so?

Didn't Know of Government.
A. I don't know whether there waa

any Government or not.
Q. You knew that there were contend-

ing factions down there quarreling and
fighting for several years?

A. Yes.
Q. And that they had driven out all of

the peaceable people there were there,
who had bee-- driven nut for fear that
they would be killed ; that was true,
wasn't it?

A. I didn't know that
Q. I understood you to say the other

day that you did recollect that?
A.No, there may have been some. yee.
Q. Didn't you know that Mr. Bryan

warned the American cltlsena In Mexico
to come out of there ; that there waa
danger that they would be killed?

A. I dont remember, Mr. Stevenson.
Q. You don't remember that? Well. I

auppose you would say that a man who
undertook to continue or maintain

would be an anarchlBt, wouldn't
you ?

A. Yes.
Q. You would recognise, wouldn't you.

that there waa anarchy on the American
aide of the Border before the National
Guard went down there, wouldn't you?

A. There waa a condition of trouble,
certainly.

Q Don't you recognise that as an-
archy?

A. I don't know whether It waa an-
archy or not. It ww trouble of some
kind.

Q. What Is the difference, In your
snlnd. between the troubles that you
speak of and the anarchy that I am re-

ferring to?

Doeen't Know Difference.
A. T don't know what the difference Is.
Q You don't know what the difference

1st Do you mean to convey the Idea
that you do not recognlr-- that. When
hundreds of miles of border, extending
back as far an seventy-fiv- e miles In
some places, where these ralda went, the
people were being terrorised and mur-
dered and their property destroyed and
bunn-d- , there was not a condition of
anarchy?

A. Condition of troublea I dont know
ehether it was a condition of anarchy.

Q I aek you what la tha difference la
your mind between the condition of
trouble that you refer to and the condi-
tion of anarchy? What would be an-
archy according to your mind If that
was not anarchy

A. I don't know, I srn sure. Troubls.
Invasion of some kind.

o. Haven't jou any idea of what
Is?

A I kind of have the Idea that sn
anarchist is one who throws bombs and

--against the Government.
Q. An anarchist who throws bombs

thrown them to murder somebody?
A. Yea, air.

Anarrhtit at Msrdersr,
Q V that an anarchist la a mur-xw- er

A. Yea sir.
Q He Is the same thing aa a profes-

sional soldier, Isn't be?
A. I don't know, I am sure.
Q. How would you distinguish? You

kave stated that a professional told.er
was a murderer N w ) ou lay a bomb
thrower, ot an anarchist. Is a murderer.
What Is the difference''

A T don't quite utirierttand Just so
jkat I can explain It thorough

J, You have stated, as I understand
you, Mr. Ford, that an anarchist war, a
bomb thrower who threw bombs to mur-ge- r

somebody, la that light?
A. Thai la one thing . es, air.

Q. You said a professional soldier was
a murderer.

Judge Murphy If your honor please,
ha does not include In tha question the
entire understanding of tha witness as
to what an anarchist la. This question
doaa not Include tha entlra answer ; not
merely throwing bombs, but tha over-
throwing of Government.

Mr. Stevenson If your Honor pleaae,
are these suggestions to be permitted to
the witness?

The Court I hardly feel competent to
stop all speechmaklng, and hardly
would, unleaa I had an axe or something,
Mr. Stevenson.

Q. Your Idea of an anarchist, you
have said now, waa tnat he threw
bombs, or undertook to overturn the
Government overthrow the Government

waa that what you aald?
A. Yes, air.
Q I suppose now a man who would do

slther would be an anarchist, wouldn't
be?

A. A man that would do anything
against any law and order la an

Q Do you mean a man who would
overthrow Government or who would
throw bombs to kill a man Is not an
anarchist, according to your Idea?

Mlerfet Wot Bo Anarchist.
A. Hs might not he an anarchist.
Q. The man or men who threw the

bomba at the preparednesa parade and
killed a good many and wounded a great
many more, there was nothing about
overthrowing government In connection
with that, was there?

A. Well. I don't know whether they
were anarchists or not

Q. Haven't you heard your counsel say
that those men were murderers as you
have?

Judge Murphy That la objected to as
Immaterial.

Q. Tou don't know whether those were
anarchists who killed these men with
bombs or not?

A. I don't know.
Q. You would not call them anar-

ch lata?
A. I don't know whether they were

or not.
Q. What la there lacking In your mind
they threw the bomba and killed the

people what Is lacking In that?
A. They may not have been over-

throwing the Government ; they may
have been excited or cranks.

Q. Were not they excited by the pro-
paganda that you and others like you
have circulated?

Judge Murphy Now, your Honor, that
aeems to me aa wholly Incompetent,
and

The Court How oould he state what
they were excited about?

Propaajanda to Baclte.
Q. Wasn't that the purpose of your

propaganda, to excite people against
people who were advocating prepared-
ness?

A. Cause people to think and open
their eyea

Q Was not the purpose of your propa-
ganda to Incite people against those
who were advocating preparedness ?

A Educate people end cause them to
think.

Q Do you think It was necessary' to
call them "murderers'' to cause them
to think?

A. I , don't think I called anybody
"murderer."

Q Didn't ou call people who were
advocating preparedness murderers"?

A. People who were advocating over
preparednesa.

Q. Yes, over preparedness, were mur-dere-

?

A. Preparedness for aggression.
Q. People, that, according to your defi-

nition, were for preparedness for aggrea-slo- n,

you characterized as murderers?
A. We felt aa though ws had a right

to take sides.
Q. You characterised them as murder-

ers, didn't you?

Had Rlsrht to Take Mdee.
A No, I had a right to choose eides

against over preparedness.
Q. And you chose sidea against

by calling the people who
were for preparedness or for over pre-
paredness "murderers" and promoters of
murder, didn't you?

Mr. Lucking I object to that because
he Is saying something which Is not true.
There never was any such thing said,
and counsel cannot produce any such
statement In the record, nor from any-
thing which was published.

Q. Did you hear What Mr. Lucking
said?

A. I did not pay much attention to It.
i Question read by the atenographer

as follows; ' And you chose aide against
Iness by calling the people

who were for preparedness or for over-
preparedness "murderers and promoters
Of murder.' " didn't you?)

Mr. Delavigne put it in the book ;

I did not say it , I said I was respons-
ible for It.

Q. Then what you mean Is that you
are responsible for the public being
Informed that according to your views
the men who advocated what you call

were murderers and
promoters of murder?

A. It was In the book, and I will have
to stand for lt--

Q. That Is what you understood the
people would understand your views
were, wasn't it?
A. Yes.

Q That the men who advocated
as you have defined It,

were murderers and promoters of mur-
der?

He Avoided Personalities.
A. I never referred to any personality

of any kind.
Q. Just a few momenta ago you said

that Mr. Delavlgna put it In the book
that they were murderers and promoters
of murder.

Alfred Lucking I submit that that
book should bs produced, your Honor.
We have never seen It yet, or any such
statement In Mr. Delavlgne's book.

Mr. Stevenson The witness said a
moment ago that he did. and the wit-
ness Is now being instructed to say
that he did not. I say it is entirely and
psrfactly outrageous to have this sort
of suggestion to the witness

Judge Murphy: I say that the wit-
ness said "if it was in the book," be
was responsible for It.

The Witness: That Is what I did say
that la what I Intended to aay.
Q. Now, then, do you want to change

that. Mr. Ford?
A-- No, I don't want to. Of course I

am posted now ; I don't know whether
It was In tbe book or not.

Q. Do you want to change from what
vnu have already said on that subject,
Mr Ford?

A I don't want to change anything
that la there.

Q. If you don't want to, I don't want
to. We will leave what you said on the
lecord then.

A. I cannot change It,
Q I call your attention expressly. Mr.

Ford you regarded men who were for
overpreparedness as advocating promo-
tion of murder?

A Yea
Q. Do you want to change that testi-

mony?
A. I cannot Changs It If It Is there; I

was agalnat the system for war.
Q. You called Mr. Joy an apostle of

murder, didn't you?

Admits Rrspoelblllty.
A I didn't : I did not do It. but I am

responsible for it.
Q And you called him a brief holder

of uiui'ler. d dn't you?
A. It is in the bock 11 Is not my lan- -

gu.ige
Q These were In your name and not

In ItelaMgne's?
A. Yes
y. And therefore thy were going nut

to the country as your views and not
Delavigne a?

A. They were going out agalnat war

and Hi

i, ; -
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and ; vor the sole pur-
pose of educating and causing people to
think. I kew that.

Q You knew that they were going cut
as your views and not Delavigne'e?

A. Yes.
Q. Although you now- - say Mr. De-

lavigne put it in that language?
A. Yes
Q. Now, going back to the question

that wo were referring to, you don't
seem to be very clear what a condition
of anarchy would te, do you. Mr Ford?

A. War, I guess. It a condition of
anarchy, as much as anything

Q. War Is a condition of anarchy?
A. Yes
j. Anybody who was In favor of war

would be an anarchist?
A. Not In favor of war.
Q. Isn't any one who la in favor of

anarchy an anarchist?
A. I was in favor of war when we

got Into It
Q. .question that man who Is Tour campaign was to prevent Congress

In favor of anarchy is, not an anarchist?
A. He might not be
Q. Can you suggest how anybody who

Is In favor of anarchy might not be an
anarchist?

A. I don't know, i cannot suggest
anything.

Q. You cannot tell?
A. Maybe In favor of some phase of

It
Q.
A.
Q

What phrase?
Might be In favor of some of It
You would tiot recognize that a

man who was In favor of a continuation
of anarchy would he an anarchist, do
you?

A. I don't know, nm strrw
Q. Mr. Ford, the issue In this ease, as

we understand It. is simply this: That
Them- was In Mexico and in Texas, along
the Mexican border, a, condition Or
anarchy.

A. I don't know whether It was or not
Q. That was our contention.
A. It was not wnr.
Q. What was It?
A. I called It riot? !ha ether day, and

you aald aggression of some kind.
Q. What do you mean by a riot?
A. Some one hired to attack somebody

else perhaps.
Q. You understood that bandits from

Mexico were crossing into The American
territory and killing our people, didn
you?

A. I read sorntth'ng about It
Q. You told us repeatedly that you un-

derstood that was the condition down
there In f!16. at the very time you were
putting these

A. understood It from the papers.
Q. You were advertising it the

purpose of preventing the Government
from getting forces to go down there
and queU that trouble or riot or what-
ever It was?

A. A great marry people thought that
we had plenty of protection.

Q. I call your attention to the fact
that the President said he did not have
troops enough to patrol the border, let
alone defend it.

Conarress Divided, He Says.
A. Lots of people thought thai we had,

and Congress was divided about it.
Q. Tell me the or of a single

A. I cannot : no.
Q. Tell me the name of a single man

outside of Congress who aald the Presi-
dent was talking fiction?

A. 1 do not know any.
Q. Now, going back to rhe advertise-

ment In which Delavigne said tbe Presi-
dent's statements were fiction and were
not true ; that is a fact, Isn't It

A. That the President's statements
wers Juat fiction?

Q. Yes. the President's statements;
you said here that the Piesidi nt'a
statement wis just fiction, these stories,
don't you recall that?

A. No.
( Here Steventon refreshed Ford's

recollection by reading portionI of the

y. Now, you recolh 01 that talk about
fiction waa right, don't you?

A. I think tha President himself said
that

Q. Just a moment The question It.
Were not these statements made you
In "Humanity and Sanity," In April 19l.
Jutt after the President had made his
speeches throughout the country?

A. I think they wer6.
Q And they were made for the pur-

pose of the Influence of the
President, weren't you''

A. They were made because we were
on that side; on the opposite side, yet,
lir.

Q. And for tha purpote of counteract-
ing the Influence of tho I'r anient,
weren't they?

A. They were made because we were
on that aide. I would like to straighten
that up, or out, if hla honor does not
understand it.

Q. You mean that the President took
ont side and you took the other?

A. The Prealdent was on one side and
T guess we were opposed at that time,
yea. sir.

Q. The President was trying to Influ-
ence the enactment of appropriations or
provision for appropriations to increaat
the army to protect the Mexican bor-
der, wasn't he?

A. suppose be don't know
about the Mexican border.

Q Didn't ou know about the Mex-
ican bonier didn't he speak specifically
of the .Mexican border, and say, T
haven't even troops enough to patrol
the Mexican border'."

A Well. I know that I was oiily;
against a large army for aggression.

Q. Now, Just a moment, Mr ho d
We will settle this matiar very much!
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quicker if you Will answer my questions
directly.

A. I agree with you. I sbsolutely
agree with you.

Q. As you agree with me. will you
try and follow It ; do you understand
the question. Mr. Kord .'

A. d, I don't understand It.
(The question was read).
A. Well, he may have said It. He

said it In his speeches, but there was
a great many that contradicted that
is. differed with him.

The Court The question is whether
he did or did not say It.

A Well, he did say It In his speeches
Q. He did say it In his speeches, and

you knew?

Don't Know What Hp Knew.
A. 1 don't know whether I knew It

or not.
Q rag, you must have known It

Do you a

I

t

out
I

for

by

I was I

making appropriations to increase the
army for the Mexican border, wasn't It?

A, Not for the Mexican border, but for
any large army.

Q You understood that the President
wanted more men for the Mexican bor-
der?

A. I cannot say that it was for the
Mexican border. Mr. Stevenson. It was
for any large army.

Q. Didn't you say for any Increase
whatever. Mr. Ford?

A. Any army for Mexico?
Q. Didn't ou say that you were

to any increase whatever In the
army that you called overpreparedness,
any increase of the ordinary army as to
what It consisted of. at that lime
wasn't thnt your statement?

A. I don't know about that.
- Q.itldn'i you say that anything more
than what we then had you regarded as
overpreparedness?

A. Perhaps we understood that was
enough perhaps we did say that.

Q. I am talking about that feature of
It. That waa your understanding of it
and your explanation, was t It? Any-
thing more than we had anybody advo-
cating more armed men than we had
then was advocating overpreparedness?

A. Probably so. yes, air.
Q. Now, I want to call your attention

to another definition of anarchy: "Any
person who promotes disorder, or ex-

cites revolt against an establiahed rule,
law or custom." Would you recognize
that as a definition of anarchy or of au
anarchist?

General Objertlon Blade.
Judge Murphy: I should llko to get

this general objection In to this question
and any etmilar questions that may be
put following It.

The position of the plaintiff In this
case Is that the word "anarchist" in tho
libel, which is the basis of this suit, can
be t.ik,-- in only one sense, and that Is
Its ordinary sense, its plain senne. its
legal sense : the sense that the n ,

and a half readers of tnat paper took
it; not In a technical sense, a limited
sense nor a special sense, nor a philo-
sophical sense ; as our Supreme Court
in this State has said, and as the courts
of last resort In other Jurisdictions have
said, the language of such an article as
this Intended for the general reading
public must be taken In its plain, ordi-
nary and usual meaning.

Now. as to whether anarchy meant
some other meaning, limited or qualified
or technical, we think Is wholly Imma-
terial here. We urge this at this time

The Court That same objection you
have mails and is upon the record
a dozen times exactly the same objec-
tion.

Q. (Tteadingl "Any person who pro-
motes disorder or excites revolt against
an established rule, law or custom." Do
you recognize that as describing an
ui srchlft ?

A. May not.
Q. What Is lacking
A. He might not throw bombs. He

might not be a bomb thrower.

Must Be Ilnnab Thrower.
Q. Do you think a man has got to bt

a bomb thrower? Do you think nobody
else can be an anarchist?

A-- An anarchist, I think, Is the only
way that you can think of that could be
applied

Q. That a man who advocated prepar-
edness i tha worst tiiat you could think
of; can you think of anything worse
than you called tho men who advocated
preparedness?

(Objected toO
Q. Just tell us nn thing worse th.in

vou could have safd about the men who
advocated preparedness.

(Objected 'to and excluded.)
Q. Do you think a man has got to be

a bomb thrower In order to be an an-

archist? Is that the Idea?
A. No, I do not He may be a bomb

thrower aa well.
Q. Do you think he has got to be a

bomb thrower?
A- - No, not necessarily.
Q. Don't you know that men who

never saw a bomb are anarchists?
A. That I don't know. I don't know

about that.
q. Did you ever hear of Toatol?
A. I have. yea.
Q Who waa he?

linovte Tolatol'e Son.
A. He is a writer, that la all. I

know his son well be visits me
Tolstoi was a writer.

Q. He was an anarchist, wasn't he?
A- T don't know.
Q. (Reading) "Anarchy: Absence or

tnsufjlcienay. vf government a state of
society In which Ultra Is no capablt,

aa, I supreme power, and In which the tev- -
ersi functions or tne state are penormea
naaiy. or not at an. Lo you recognize
that aa a definition of anarchy?

A. I would not recognise It.
Q. What Is larking In that?
A. Everything that goes to break up

everything, I gueat.
Q. You would recognlaa that

who undertakes to render a Gov
ernment Inefficient la helping prevent
the Government from performing Its
functions, don't you?

A. He might be doing tha belt ha
knew how.

w " nai is government, .vir. leorOT
A. That Is hard to explain. I don't ;

knniv what avnUn.iInn T A

to that.
Q. You cannot give an explanation of

that. Y'ou know there would be a differ-
ence between an efficient Government
and an Inefficient one, wouldn't you?

A. Oh, yea
J. An efficient Government would bs

able to protect Its people in their rights,
wouldn't they?

A. A a far as they know, yea.
Q, For Instance, If we were down on

the Mexican border, and wg had a lot
Of thee th rim'.rAm.nl rtnnM
then protect the rights of the people.
couldn t they

A. Yes.

An Inefficient Government.
Q. If they did not have a sufficient

number of troops to protect the rights
of the people they would be Inefficient
wouldn't they?

A. Depends upon conditions, of course.
Q. Can there be any condition about

that, that a government who could not
protect, did not have troops enough to
protect Its cltliens In their rights, and
In their persont, and rights of property,
would be an Inefficient government,
when they were being asaalled by ban-
dits coming over from Mexico?

A. Might protect themselves.
Q. Who might protect themselves?
A. People that are there , soldiers
Q. I am asking you if the Govern-

ment did not have sufficient troops, suf-
ficient soldiers, to defend them, would
not that Government be insufficient?

A. Yes.
Q. Then we agree about that. Thtn

the difference between a Government
who Is able to protect Ita cltlsena and
one who is unable to is the difference
between efficiency and inefficiency. Isn't
If

A I said yes.
Q Mr Ford, do you contend that i

man who is sdvocatlng a policy to keep
the Government Inefficient, unable to
protect Its citizens In their persona and
In their property, waa not advocating
anarchy?

A. There Is a great difference of opin-
ion. Mr. Stevenson.

Q. (Jive me your opinion; I am ask-
ing your opinion now.

Not Advocating; Anarchy.
A. No, they were not advocating an-

archy.
Q. Where do you think that a man

who advocates keeping the Government
unable, fof lack of troops, to protect Its
citizens Is not an anarchist?

A. Because an anarchist la worst than
that.

J You recognize, don't you, that It It
the duty of the Government to protect
us citizens?

A. As far as it nan. yes.
Q Isn't that one of the fundamental

principles of government? You have
heard of that, haven't you?

A Yes.
J. Where did you hear that?

A. I don't know.
Q Mr. Delavigne did not tell you thatdid he?
A. I don't know where I heard It
He Had Heard of Declaration.
Q. Did you ever hear of the Declara-

tion of Independence?
A. Yes, sir.
Q You think you may have hoard of

It. there?
A Yea. and elsewhere, too.
Q If the government finds itself un

able to do
shouldn't It?

it, it ought 1 prtpare.

A. It depends upon how they pre-
pare, I guess

Q. If it prepared Just for sufficient
strength isn t that performing a duty?

A. Yes, air, it la, I suppose.
Q. Now, I ask you again. Isn't any

man who undertakes to obstruct thegovernment in rendering Itself able to
discharge that duty, by getting sufficient
force to protect their citizen, an anar-
chist?

A. No.
CJ. That is not anan-hv- ?

A. No.
Q. Why. Mr. Ford?
A Because he might an further. An

anarchist in.glit go further, it seems to
me.

Q. He would not have to go any
further than that would he?

A. He might.
y. Did you have any reason for dis-

puting the President's statement?
A. It wasn't disputed. There was a

debate on at that time.
Q. What?
A. fMy knowledge was that there was

a debate on it ; that is. there was sides
and differences of opinion.

y. The President of the Pnlted States
Is suprosed to know all about it,
isn't he?

A. I don't know whether he did or not
Q. You recognize that. Mr. Ford (hand-

ing magusinc article to the witness), I
mean, referring to the cut

A. Yet. tic.
Q. This purports to be Mr. Abbott's in-

terview with you?
A. Yes, I recognize the cut.
y. You recognlie the cut ; it la the cut

of a picture taken on board the Oscar II.,
lan't it?

A. Yes, sir; I recognize that cut?
Q That is all I refer to at this mo-

ment Is the cut. Mr. Ford, you see your-
self there and you recognize others who
were on board?

A. I recognize other, yoe, sir; th cap-
tain of the ship.

Recalla Abbott's Visit.
Q. Do you rtcollct Mr. Abbott'! visit

to you?
A. I do remember the to me some

time ago, not very long ago.
y. Were you hire at the lime thla waa

read, Mr. Ford.?
A. 1 don't think I was. Mr. Stevenson.
Q. 1 don't hardly think you were here;

It Is quite a long Interview. There are
other cuta there that you will recognlza
or not lea That ia a cut of an eagle,
Isn't It?

A. A cut of an eagle, ys. sir.
y. You see your name here, signed to

this?
A. I see the name signed, yes, sir.
y Will you look It over. Mr. Ford, and

aee whether
A. I can t get that clear enough by

looking It over.
y. You can't get It clear?
A. If somebody a til read It I will bs

glad to have them.
Q. Well, I take. Mr. Ford, that this

statement here U a synopsis of the
lurger Interview, over your signature .

1 will read that at this time.
I Meads lengthy article In which Ford

aald did not bslieve In war and that.)
A. This IB why I signed It, that little

part there, thai statement
Q. What?
A. That Is why I signed It, on ac-

count of that last little portion there.
The rest was what he picked out , I
never saw the whole article I don't re-

member ever seeing that little synopsis
y Is there anything in this, Mr.

Ford, now that I have read it to you.
that did not coiTectly express your sen-

timents?
eter Read Own Article.

A I never read the article.
Q Now, la there anything In that

statement Mr. Fold, that I hgvs read
to you that purports to be signed by
you that doss pot express your ssstl-mtai- a,

or 414 aaH- - taprsaa your svau- -

reenta at the time that you talked to
Mr. Abbott?

A. Wall, I don't know there Is any-
thing site that I can recall Jutt now.

A. I remember when he brought some-
thing for me to sign ; It waa Jutt a little
bit of a portion.

Q. You did not believe In war gener-
ally, but you did believe In thla war.

A I believed In that war, yes, sir;
war to end war.

(Mr. Stevenson, reading further )

"I was convinced, as soon aa I had an
opportunity to study tha war sltustlon
in e.urnpe at nret nann. mai inie wai
could be ended by only cruahlng the
foes of peace."

y. I am not talking about the Ian- - '

guage. I am asking the substance ot
the expreaatsn. I underatand thla Is
Mr. Abbott's language.

A. I don't remember of being con-
vinced at the time that we wer..

Q Whether you were convinced, you
thought that that waa the altu&tion,
didn't you?

A. Well, I don't know about that.

Had In Mind Foes of Peace.
Q. You had In mind the foes of peace

wars the people engaged In that war,
and you aald that It waa started by mil-
itarists?

A. We did talk some of the causes of
war. I think. I never saw the article,
and It was a long timt ago.

y. Mr. Abbott tays he read this to
you.

A. I doubt very much that he read an
of ity. Let UI see what It tha matter with
thla :

"I was convince, as soon as I had an
opportunity to atudy the war altuatlon in
rjurope at first hand, that this war could
be ended only by crushing the foes of
peace" ,

A I didn't study tha war very much
in Europe.

Q. (Reading") : "Ever since T returned
from the pesos ship expedition T have
devoted all my thought, energy and re-

sources to this end."
Q. Ts that true, or isn't It?
A I don't remember talking about

that
Q Isn't all thla artlcda, or a great

part of this article, about what you were
doing about the present war?

A. res, it goes clear hack to me peace
ship, and I don't remember talking about
that at that time.

Q. The whole thing Is built around the
peace ship?

A. I don't know.

All Aboat Peace ghlp.
Q. And pieturee of the peace ship at

the head of It?
A. I don t know what the whole ar-

ticle Is.
Q. I am Just asking about this that la

in this here because It seems to he i
condensed statement of things that re-

ft! to the article Itself,
A. Yea.
Q That you ware engaged then very

actively in the support of the Govern-
ment?

A Yes. sir. ,
Q. And that this war you were In fa-

vor of although you were opposed to all
war before that time?

A. I was In fai'or of this war after
we got Into it

Q. And that you had. since your re-

turn from Europe, devoted your enra,
your time and your thoughts to seeing
what you could do?' A. That la not true.

y. To that end. to bring about peace?
A. No. that Isn't true.
y. Before thla country got into the

war certainly you were opposed to war
or the country going Into the war?

A. Yes
Q And you were oppoted to the coun-

try preparing for war more than it was
then preparing.

A. More than was needed.
y. Now, then, there came a time when

you changed your mind and found that
the country did need more preparedness,
and I want to know when that was?

A. It was when we broke off.
y. Broke off what?

When His Mind Chanced.
A. When we broke off diplomatic re-

lations with Germany
Q. Was that the first time that you

had given it any thought?
A. It was the first time I had given

any thought to It
Q. Tou found, when you got around

to preparing for this war. that this coun-
try was entirely unprepared for It, didn't
you?

A. I thought we wers pretty well pro-psr-

to-d- anything that was necessary.
Q. You found that It was totally un-

prepared, and did not even hae any air-
planes?

A. In mv opinion, we did not know
how to make them,

y Tney didn't have any, old they?
A. No.
y And everywhere there had to be a

great rush of people to get ready and
prepare themselvss for carr Ing on and
taking part In the war?

A. Y'es.
y. Practically all of the great In-

dustrial facilitlea of the country were
engaged as quickly as poasible to start
in the work?

A. War work, yee.
y. I want to ask you a fair question,

or whst seems to me a fair question.
Mr. Ford. Didn't you find you were
mistaken In your views that you enter-
tained prior to the time the country
actually became engaged In this case?

His Opinion I'nchanatrd.
A. No. sir.
y. You were still of the opinion that

the country' should not be prepared more
thsn they wore prepared?

A. I waa atlll of the opinion that we
were right and were well prepared.

Q. Didn't you find that it took long
months, and even years, to make prepa-
rations after we really did get started?

A. We had good factories and facili-
ties.

Q. Even the factories had to be
didn't they?

A. Not cars.
y You had to change your machin-

ery?
A, Of course, some things. ea.
Q PldK't you have any Wo'l. 1

won't press tlntt.
A. 1 certainly did not.
y Old you change jour mind that the

Oldlara who entered the Federal army
were murdeiera?

A. This waa not a war of aggression.
y. They became professional soldiers,

didn't they, according to your definition?
Wot Prafraalonnl goldlera.

A- - No, they did not. I don't think to,
No. nr. There were no professional
soldier In that war.

y The Regular Army was there,
weren't they?

A. Yes. 1 guess they were
Q. Don't you know the Regular go.,

diers ware the first to he sent over wiua
Gen. Pershing to face the enemy.

A. I possibly didn't know it at the
time, yes.

y Don't you know it now?
A. Yes, If you say so.
Q. Don't take my word for It, Mr.

Ford.
A. Among the first. I gueas.
Q. All of them, the men that you

called murderers
A. I ntver called anybody murder-ar- t

: Jutt the system.
Q. Well, we won't dlscutt that I

called your attention this morning, a
little while ago to where you said they
were all murderers, In your testin 5

You have aald you don't want to change
that. Do you want to change ii now 7

A I said all professional soldiers.
y. Are you not prepared now to say,

Mr. Ford that you did a great injustice
to those men ihst you called murderers,
because they were profeesslonai soldiers?

A. No: 1 think they would be glad to
get out of It, right now.

Q. A good many of them never got
back hart, that it a fact, isn't It?

A. Yes, 1 rue as as. I have never

called any Individual one of them a
murderer.

Called All Murderer..
y. You called them all murderere;

thtt Includes all of them?
A. I only called It because It hap-

pened to be a quotation from somebody.
y. It was In this book where you

called professional aoldlera murderers?
A. Mr Delavigne.
Q. Well. Delavigne did?
A. Apostlea of murder.
y You don't understand those are

quotations from somebody else?
A. No, I do not.
y. Do you say you did not ttll Mr.

Abbott Just what ho quotes you here aa
saying;

A. I did not sign sll that Is In that
book.

Q Your name Is
A. I gave him my name for the pur-

pose of putting it under what I aald
about Mr. Hearst,

y Is that all?
A. Thnt In all.
Q. Then Mr. Abbott put eomtthlmt

else on ycu?
A. I said the asme thing in California

to another reporter.
Q Do you know Mr. .Sinclair, Upton

Sinclair, and his Interesting wife?
A. Yes, sir.
y. You gace him an Interview?
A We walked from the rood and

talked, yes.
y. Was Mrr. Sinclair with you?

Mrs. "In. lull- Rot Then.
A. No. She was not
y. According to the Interview, ahe

asked you some questions?
A. I don't remember that.
Here court adjourned until Tuesday.

Mr. Ford showed signs of extreme ner-
vousness ap.t th saver ppnss-ex- s fil M -

Hon Is beginning to tell on hlin.
to such severe strain before a

packed Ourt room, he Is extremeiy un
easy, but Is being protected in evry

by his attorneys, who fight every
Inch of the way and have succeeded in
leading him away from many pitfalls by
their timely objections. At times hla
voice la extremely low and hla answera
to questions not responsive. Mr. Steven-
son w ill question him possibly all, or at
least moat of Tuesday, after which ha
will be d by hit own

BAKER ACTS TO SAVE

U.S. AERIAL SERVICE

Chance of Front Comes With
Reports of Aviation Activi-

ties in Europe.

fiptrfal lftptitrh to T Sow.
V4 a s h i n tjto n , July 21. Fully reHi-Ing- r

thM the American Air Service Is
deatiiifd to crumble away unlesa prompt
rnenaures hto takpn to prevent It, Secre-
tary of War Baker at lat nan decided
to attempt to nave it. He announred

that he shortly would tranamit to
ConnreF.H an urgent appeal on behalf of
army aviation, and would submit data
showing 10 what oxtent the eervire had
been ripple and how tt would be

to get a fresh start without
needed appropriations.

This ia the lirst move Mr. Baker ha.8
taknn to aid the air nervine. The fart
that It coincides with the return of
AFeistant aSecretary uf War t'rowrll from
Kurope led to reports that Mr. Orowell
hroinxht bHck data .showing how foreign
Powers were devoting concentrated ef-

forts to bu Id up aviation, while the
United Btatei wis letting its air service
calmly go to the scrap heap.

I'ntil t here hftl been a pro-
nounce tendency to avoM any attempt
lo bho aviation on the tniory that
pOtlt.ca be niide out of the pro-
spective wreck b) blaming the Republi-
can Conf rasa for aot l.avuig ben more
liberal with fun-ta- t 'TUm 4av coupled
With the dFiro . March, chief oi
staff, to mihurdirtaie uvlation to the rank
of a subsidiary army enterprise gener-
ally la held responsible here for the fail-
ure of the War rt?partmMit to act.

It now appears that the War" Depart-
ment hns decided It cannot escape blame
If It fn.ni.it America's air service to
crumble to pltues while every other
Government apparently is attaching; such
great importance to the Immediate de-

velopment of aviation
ecratary H iker. With Secretary of the

Xa vy panlaia a in. the infinite rs of the
Joint 4r my and Navy Avlat on Hoard.
hell u long confurciire in .Mr. Huker's
offlce ti,(s afternoon ri.tns were
mapper", out to present the utire situn-t.o- n

to Congreev.

SQUADRON TO FLY TO ALBANY.

iinveihiirat Aviators In I'rgc Got.
Nnilih to Favor tindiriK Places.
Pour De Haviland aJrplajiaa will leave

Hoaalhurst Field on itempatsad l'lains
mid fl to Albany where maim,
photographs und oilier matter will be
given to Gov.' Smith to show the

s tn tl:e v.irlnus towns and cltlea
when landtuir r! Ids are establish) d In
thalr

Plylnej in one De Haviland will he
t.ieut. John J. RouliOti Who will have as
i in.nger M J .r Homy .1. Miller,
l.leut. It C Klrkpatrtcli Will have Col.
Arcnja Millar aa obaerver. lut. W. '.
i "at.j. Capt. Oordop Keel ati (4ut
Alexander at Roberts also will carry a
psassnsjsr earn, rurt ias plains also will
make the trip and will land In Pough-Uvepsl-

The De Havilamls. whlrli re-
quite larcir landing sparvs than the
others, will go direct to Albany.

LAST FLIER QUITS ST. JOHN'S.

llnynhsm Embarks on the Gram-
pian w lid sua Murtlnade.

St John's. X. K., July 31. The de-
parture of CajK. Frederick p
avnaani :;u nia MarunsyQe airplane
mi i ii- - steamship Qfamplan bound, fo
KnRlmid brought tn a cloce tho trans
ati.mtic aviation activities h,.rp.

Capt. Ilaynnsm. who was recalled
after his machine had been twice
wrecked tn attempta tn atart a trans
ocean flight, was acecmpsjued Ly hi,
navigator and menhanlca.

BELGIANS HERE CELEBRATE.

.Nations' War ( Lima Dlsrnssrd on
Their Independence Day.

Belgians living in New Y.uk !.brate.i th national ndspsadsnoa Day of
ineir country iant n gnt in mo rjroal Hall

.i f. tin-- i.'oileie of the cit .if yaaj York.
The plan to Rive trio programma in the
iiadfuM waa abandoned bee. use of ih
weather.

Tlie Kev J. F. SUIItnana, one of the
apaakeia, Maid that although the BrltMh
asserted that they hail won the war andthe same claim nas put forward by
Amarlcayis. tbe Belaians contended that
it was won hy all of tha Allies under a
slncle leadership.

Othera who spoke were Pierre Mall
Belgian Consul Qgnaral here. Jules Mer-ten-

(Juillaine Van de I'utte and the
Rev. O. A. Ns.

ANSELL OUT OF THE ARMY.

He. la nu i Ion of I ourta . Mania!
rlllc Vccepl. d I,, llaker.

WAgHrMOTdM, July The retiana.Hon nf col Srtinuei t Anasll, formeractum Ju'Ik Advocate 'lenrral of theArm. was ampu l by dtcietary
Baker.

fol. Ansell has announced that hawill continue his tight for a radical" re-
vision of the aarmy coutu-martl-

SEAMEN'S STRIKE

MAY BE PROLONGED

Deadlock Is Unbroken, as Ex-

pected Concessions Are
Withheld.

COAL MAY BE AFFECTED

Railroad-Me- n Fear Tug Strike
Would Injure Industry in

New England.

The deadlock Into which the seamen's
strike has aettled remained unbroken
yesterday. Union leaders hsd con

fldently announced that concessions would

be made hy the members of the Amer-

ican Rteamshlp Association st their
meeting held yesterday afternoon, but
H. H. Raymond, president of the Clyde
Line, w ho la head of the steamship men's
orgsnltstlon also, denied that a compro-

mise had been considered.
Such changes as were reported In the

situation yeeterday were only In the di-

rection of extending the walkout. The
crews of thrcr seagoing tugs, operated
by the Railroad Administration and tised

ir towing coal barges to New England
ports. Joined tho strikers, although they
are not members of the unions which
an- officially out. They told the tug

.plains that they wanted (la a month
ir.ore.

Railroad officials here expressed fear
that the rrsws of other tugboats in tha
same trade might be infected with the
strike fever, but W. B. Pollock, roarlns
superintendent of the Railroad Administration

at this port, said that only the
three rases had heen reported to him.
The tugs belonging to the coal carrying
toads tow four or five barges, each with
a rapacity from 1,500 to 3.000 tons, an!
any interruption to this service would
affect the coal supply all over New Eng-
land, and If continued for any consider-
able time would seriously Interfere with
every sort of Industry In that territory.

Marine Enartueera Join,
The National Marine Engineer Asso-

ciation, which had previously only in-

structed Its members not to take out
vessels which had shipped non-unio- n

crewa, pending; negotiations which havo
been In progresa with the Shipping
hoard, is about to Join the ranks of tha
Milker.".

Mr. Brown, national prealdent of, tha
organization. Issued a notice yesterday
to the members that the negotiations
with the Shipping Board had ended un-
successfully and ihst no member of the
organization should sign articles after
July 31 at less tlian the rates provided in
the union dementis. Thla notice la In
fact a strike order, effective August 1.

Mr. Brown has also notified, the mem-
bers of his organisation thnt the engl-necr- a'

demands are entirely Independ-
ent of thoae made by the striking i,

firemen and rooks and stewards
and are to he enforced Irrespective of
any settlement made with the otlier
unions. The engineers were cautioned
by Thomas L. Delahunty, business 'agent
of the local union, not to perform any
duties other than ordinary engineers'
work.

A mirvey of the waterfront made by
the police of Harbor Station A yesterda'-reveale-

250 ships lcd 'ip for lack o
crews. This total substantiate reivi,'
statements made by members or the
AmeMcah BtMAtahlp Association, and
considerably below the tiiiiats snad-b-

union official last week Sotrte of
the f'. If operated by member of the
association have never been unionized
and are still In operation.

Longshoremen Out of Work.
The strike has thrown a large num-

ber of longshoresmon out of work, but
It was said st their union headquaners
yesterday that a strike vote of the
freight handlers had heen taken. At
the Southern Pacific pier, however, the

refused to unload the
steamer El Capltan. recently arrived.

flus H. Hrown, secretary of the Inter-
national Seamen's Union, declared yes-
terday that the union was In a on
to fight for several months. . No strike
bem fits have a yet been paed to e
men, however. A I'hlnese local hai
assil formed lure and organizers had
been sent to NorfnrU and other poln'S
to form locals among the negio avork-er- a

There are already Spanish and
I'ortuguese locale in this city,

PEDESTRIANS IN PERIL.

Chimney Falle, Baby Narremly Ka-

ra pes.
Tedestrlnns in front of 101 West HMh.

street narrowly escaped injury esterday
afternoon when a chimney on that build-lii-

toppled Over and a shower of bricks
fill upon the sidewalk. Anaisiea of the
naval recruiting: etattoa) there had at-
tached one end of tho rope supporting a
reorutlng b.r to the chimgey, the
otiier end being fastened Inside a win-
dow on the opposite Side of the street.

The rain caused the rope lo shrink and
the extra strain was more than the chtm-ne-

bricks could stand Philip Clark of
504 West 1 22a street, was struck in the
back by a brick but was not seriously
Injured. Another brick hit the baby
carriage in vhl-h Mrs. Henry frawforri
of 2H West 149Uh street was wJ)MnS
her three month's old daughter Marie,
but tho child was not hurt.

B0WD0IN TO SUPPLY ICEBOAT.

Alnmnl n Aid Mnrlilllan In His
sail 4?Ctlo Cruise.

, Me.. July 2L Donald R
eisVCaf Ilia tit Leader of Ui Crockerland
Expedition, will be provided with a to;:
S'hooner with nuxlllery power,' to be
christened the Bowdoln, when he leaves
next summer on his next Arc-ti- explora-
tion tup, according to plans of the
alumni of Bowdoln College. MarMllUin
la a member of the faulty aa well as a
graduate.

The schooner will he built fo with-
stand the pressure of the Ice flbes at d
will have a crew of not more than ten
men The party will devene from two

i to three, et.i-- In exploration Work under
the ausplcei of the National Qeqgraphto
Society.

SPEED DEMONSTRATION REAL

Man Who Uae Making It Is
llrouajht I Court.

Joseph A. Vanderglft, a wealthy res'-de-

of ilreat Neck, 1.. I., mid Magis-
trate Miller, in the I, land City
court yeaterday, that he was explaining
New York city traffic regulations toMayor John K. Miller of Callao, Per i,
when he made such a speedy denumstra
lion trip actosa the Queeirsboic, s

that Motorcjcle Patrolman MsOowsn
handed him a summons at the easterlj
end.

Although McUowaa d Ota Sod ihat
bad bowled along at a teen--seve-

mile an hour clip fur a disu,. , '
about eight blot ks. the latter alleged that
his speedometer registered on'v hnue..fourteen ant fiften mib e an hour. Van-dersi-

waa found guilty and aenter e
was suspended.

Mayor Miller, who waa in rhe machinewnn anaergitt, now understands toe-th-
regulations are eaforc.j


