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tog what might well have been an irre
sistible impetus. Such mutually de
struct ive criticisms furnish an adequate 
measure or the chance for coherent ac
t ion or constructive legislation if our 
opponents should be given power. 

Democratic Policies. 
So much for what our opponents 

openly or covertly advance in the way 
ox an a t tack on the acts of the admin
is t rat ion. When we come to consider 
t h e policies for which they profess to 
s tand we are met wi th the difficulty al
ways arising when s tatements of policy 
are so made t h a t they can be inter
preted in different ways. On some of 
t h e vi tal questions tha t h a v 0 confronted 
the American people in the last decade 
our opponents t ake the position tha t 
silence is the best possible way to con
vey their views. They contend tha t 
the i r lukewarm a t t i tude of part ial ac
quiescence in what others have accom
plished enti t les them to be made the 
custodians of the financial honor and 
commercial interests which they have 
bu t recently sought to ruin. 

Being unable to agree among thmselves 
a s to whether the gold stand-rd Is a 
curse or a blessing, and as to whether 
we ought or ought not to have free and 
unlimited coinage of silver, they have ap
parently thought It expedient to avoid any 
committal on these subjects, and Indivi
dually each to follow his particular bent. 
Their nearest approach to a majority 
Judgment seems to be that It Is now in
expedient to assert their conviction: one 
way or the other, and that the establish-
ment of the gold standard by the repub
lican party should not be disturbed unless 
there Is an alteration In the relative quan
tity of production of silver and gold. Men 
who hold sincere convictions on vital 
questions can respect equally sincere men 
with whose views they radically differ; 
and men may confess a change of faith 
without compromising their honor or their 
self-respect. But It Is difficult to respect 
an attitude of mind such as has been 
fairly described above; and where there 
Is no respect there can be no trust. A 
policy with so slender a basis of principle 
would not stand the strain of a single 
yea-r of business adversity. 

We, on the contrary, believe in the 
gold s tandard as fixed by the usage and 
verdict of the business world, and in a 
sound monetary system as mat te rs of 
principle; as mat te rs not of momentary 
political expediency, but of permanent 
organic policy. In 1896 and again in 
1900 far-sighted men, without regard 
to their pa r ty feal ty in the past, joined 
to work against what they regarded as 
a debased monetary system. The poli
cies which they championed have been 
steadfast ly adhered to by the adminis
t r a t ion ; and by the act of March 14, 
1900 congress established the single 
gold s tandard as the measure of our 
monetary value. This act received the 
support of every republican in the houso 
and of every republican except one in 
the senate. Of our oponents, eleven 
supported it in the house and two m the 
senate ; and 150 opposed it in the house 
and 28 in the senate. The record of the 
last seven years proves tha t the par ty 
now in power can be trusted to t ake the 
additional action necessary to improve 
and strengthen our monetary system, 
and tha t our opponents cannot be so 
t rusted. The fundamental fact is tha t 
in a popular government such as ours 
no polioy is irrevocably settled by law 
unless the people keep in control of the 
government men who believe in tha t 
policy as a mat te r of deep-rooted con
viction. Laws can alwavs be revoked; 
i t is the spirit and the purpose of those 
responsible for their enactment and ad
ministrat ion which must be fixed and 
unchangeable. 

It Is idle to say that the monetary 
standard of the nation Is Irrevocably 
fixed so long as the party which at the 
last election cast approximately 46 per 
cent of the total vote, refuses to put In Its 
platform any statement that the question 
Is settled* A determination to remain 
silent cannot be accepted as equivalent to 
a recantation. Until our opponents as a 
party explicitly adopt the views which we 
hold and upon which we have acted pnd 
are acting, In the matter of a sound cur* 
renoy, the only real way to keep the ques
tion from becoming unsettled Is to keep 
the republican party In power. 

As for what our opponents say in 
reference to capital and labor, individ
ual or corporate, here again all we need 
by way of answer is to point to what 
we have actually done, and to say tha t 
if continued in power we shall continue 
t o carrv out the policy we have been 
pursuing, and to execute the laws as 
resolutely and fearlessly in the future 
as we have executed them in the past. 
I n my speech of acceptance I said: 

* 'We recognize the organization of 
capi ta l and the organization of labor as 
na tu ra l outcomes of our industrial sys
tem. Each kind of organization is to 
be favored so long as i t acts in a spirit 
of justioe and of regard for the r ights 
of others. Each is to be granted the 
full protection of the law, and each in 
t u r n is to be held to a strict obedience 
to the law; for no man is above it and 
no man below it . The humblest individ
ual is to have his r ights safeguarded as 
scrupulously as those of the strongest 
organization, for each is to receive ius-
t ice , no more and no less. The prob
lems wi th which we have to deal in 
our modern industr ial and social life aro 
manifold; but the spirit in which it is 
necessary to approach their solution is 
simply the spirit of honesty, of cour
age, and of common sense . " 

F i r s t Government Opportunity. 

The action of the a t torney general 
in enforcing the ant i t rus t and inter
s ta te commerce laws, and the action of 
the last congress in enlarging the scope 
of the in ters ta te commerce law, and in 
creat ing the depar tment of commerce 
and labor, wi th a bureau of corpora
tions, have for the first t ime opened a 
chance for the national government to 
deal intell igently and adequately with 
the questions affecting society, whether 
for good or for evil, because of the 
accumulation of capital in great cor
porations, and because of the new rela
t ions caused thereby. These laws are 
now being administered with entire ef
ficiency, and as, in their working, need 
is shown for amendment or addition to 
them—whether be t te r to secure the 
proper publicity, or bet ter to guarantee 
tjie r ights of shippers, or in any other 
direction—this need will be met. I t 
is now asserted " t h a t the common law, 
as developed, affords a complete legal 
remedy against monopolies ." But there 
is no common law of the United States. 
I t s rules can be enforced only by the 
s ta te courts and officers. No federal 
court or officer could take any action 
whatever under them. I t was this fact, 
coupled wi th the inabil i ty of the states 
to control t rus t s and monopolies, which 
led to the passage of the federal s tat 

tinued action of the department of jus
tice under the present administration. 

So far as the r ights of the individual 
wageworker and the individual capital
ist are concerned, both as regards one 
another, as regards the public, and as re
gards organized capital and labor, t he 
position of the administration has been 
so clear t ha t there is no excuse for mis
representing it , and no ground for op
posing i t unless misrepresented. 

Within the limits defined by the national 
constitution the national administration 
has sought to secure to each man the full 
enjoyment of his right to live his life and 
dispose of his property and his labor as 
he deems best, so long as he wrongs no 
one else. It has shown In effective fashion 
that In endeavoring to make good this 
guaranty, It treats all men, rich or poor, 
whatever their creed, their color, or their 
birthplace, as standing alike before the 
law. 

Under our form of government the 
sphere in which the nation as distin
guished from the s tate can act is nar
rowly circumscribed; but within tha t 
sphere all tha t could be done has been 
done. All thinking men are aware of 
the restrictions upon the power of ac
tion of the national government in such 
mat ters . Being ourselves mindful of 
them, we have been scrupulously care
ful on the one hand to be moderate in 
our promises, and on the other 
hand to keep these promises in 
letter and in spirit . Our oppon
ents have been hampered by no such 
considerations. They have promised, 
and many of them now promise action 
which they could by no possibility t ake 
in the exercise of constitutional power, 
and which, if a t tempted, would bring 
business to a standsti l l ; they have used, 
a id often now use, language of wild in
vective and appeal to all the baser pas
sions which tend to excite one set of 
Americans against their fellow-Ameri
cans; and yet whenever they have had 
power they have fittingly supplemented 
this extravagance of promise by abso
lute null i ty in performance. 

This government Is based upon the fun
damental Idea that each man, no matter 
what his occuoatlon, his race or his re
ligious belief, is entitled to be treated on 
his worth as a man, and neither favored 
nor discriminated against because of any 
accident in his position. Even here at 
home there Is painful difficulty in the ef
fort to realize this ideal; and the attempt 
to secure from other nations acknowledg
ment of It sometimes encounters obstacles 
that are well nigh Insuperable; for there 
are many nations which In the slow pro 

be t rusted not to abuse the ptower they 
seek. 

When we t ake up the g rea t question 
of the tariff we t i re a t once -confronted 
by the doubt as to whether our op
ponents do or do not mean wha t they 
say. They say tha t " p r o t e c t i o n is rob
b e r y , " and promise to carry themselyes 
accordingly if they are given power. 
Yet prominent persons among them as
sert tha t they do not really mean this 
and tha t if they come into power they 
will adopt our policy as regards the 
tariff; while others seem anxious to 
prove tha t i t is safe to g ive them par
t ia l power, because the power would be 
only part ial , and therefore they would 
not be able to do mischief. The last is 
certainly a curious plea to advance on 
behalf of a pa r ty seeking to obtain con
trol of the government. 

Tariff and Trusts. 
At the outset i t is wor th while to 

say a word as to the a t t empt to identify 
the question of tariff revision or tariff 
reduction with a solution of the t rus t 
question. This is always a sign of de
sire to avoid any real effort to deal ade
quately with the t rus t question. I n 
speaking on th is point a t Minneapolis, 
on April 4, 1903, I said: 

" T h e question of tariff revision, 
speaking broadly, s tands wholly apar t 
from the question of dealing with the 
t rus ts . No change in tariff duties can 
have any substantial effect in solving 
the so-called t rus t problem. Certain 
great t rus ts or great corporations are 
wholly unaffected by the tariff. Al
most all the others t h a t are of any im-
Eortance have as a ma t t e r of fact num-

ers of smaller American competi tors; 
and of course a change in the tariff 
which would work injury to the large 
corporation would work not merely in
jury bu t destruction to i ts smaller com
pet i tors ; and equally of course such a 
change would mean disaster to all the 
wageworkers connected with ei ther the 
large or the small corporations. From 
the standpoint of those interested in the 
solution of the t rus t problem such a 
change would therefore merely mean 
tha t the t rus t was relieved of the com
peti t ion of i t s weaker American com
petitors, and thrown only into compete 
tion with foreign competitors; and t h a t 
the first effort to meet th is new compe-
tion would be made by cut t ing down 
wages and would therefore be pr imari ly 
at the cost of labor. In the case of 
some of our greatest t rus ts such a 
change might confer upon them a posi
t ive benefit. Speaking broadly, i t is 
evident t ha t the changes in the taxiff 
will affect the t rus ts for weal or for 

cession of the aoes have not yet reached woe simply as they affect the whole 
that point where the principles which | country. The tariff affects t rus ts only 
Americans regard as axiomatic obtain any 
recognition whatever. 

One of the chief difficulties arises in 
connection with certain American citi
zens of foreign bir th , or of particular 
creed, who desire to t ravel abroad. 
Russia, for instance, refuses to admit 
and protect Jews. Turkev refuses to 
admit and protect certain sects of Chris
t ians. This government has consistent
ly demanded equal protection abroad for 
all American citizens, whether nat ive 
or naturalized. On March 27, 1899, Sec
re tary Hay sent a le t ter of instructions 
to all the diplomatic and consular offi
cers of the United States, in which he 
said: " T h i s department does not dis
criminate between native-born and nat
uralized citizens in according them pro
tection while they are abroad, equality 
of t rea tment being required by the laws 
of the United S t a t e s . " These orders to 
our agents abroad have been repeated 
again and again, and are t reated as the 
fundamental rule of conduct laid t o w n 
for them, proceeding upon the theory 
" t h a t a n naturalized citizens of the 
United States while in foreign coun
tries, are entitled to and shall receive 
from this government the same protec
tion of persons and property which is 
accorded to native-born c i t i zens . ' ' In 
issuing passports the s ta te department 
never discriminates, or alludes to any 
man ' s religion; and in grant ing to every 
American citizen, nat ive or naturalized, 
Christian or Jew, the same passpojrt, so 
far as i t has power i t insists t ha t all for
eign governments shall accept the pass
port as prima facie proof tha t the person 
therein described is a citizen of the 
United States and entit led to protection 
as such. I t is a s tanding order to every 
American diplomatic and consular offi
cer to protect every American*, citizen, 
of whatever faith, from unjust molesta
t ion; and our officers abroad have been 
str ingently required to comply with this 
order. 

Ignorance or Insinceri ty. 

Under such circumstances, the de
mand of our opponents tha t negotia
tions be begun to secure equal t reat
ment of all Americans from those gov
ernments which do not now accord it , 
shows either ignorance of the facts or 
insincerity. No change of policy in the 
method or manner of negotiat ion would 
add effectiveness to what the s tate de
partment has done and is doing. The 
steady pressure which the department 
has been keeping up in the past will 
be continued in the future. This ad
ministration has on all proper occasions 
fiven clear expression to the belief of 

he American people tha t discrimina
tion and oppression because of religion, 
wherever practiced, are acts of injus
tice before God and man; and in mak
ing evident to the world the depth of 
American convictions in this regard, we 
have gone to the very limit of diplo
matic usage. 

It Is a striking evldenoe of our oppo
nents' insincerity In this matter that with 
their demand for radical action by the 
state department they coupled a demand 
for a reduction In our small military es
tablishment. Yet they must know that the 
heed paid to our protests against Ill-
treatment of our citizens will be exactly 
proportionate to the belief in our ability 
to make these protests effective should 
the need arise. 

Our opponents have now declared 
themselves in favor of the civil service 
law, the repeal of which they demanded 
in 1900 and in 1896. I f consistent, they 
should have gone one step further and 
congra tu la ted the country upon the way 
in which the civil service law is now 
administered, and the way in which the 
classified service has been extended. 
The exceptions from examinations are 
fewer by far than ever before, and are 
confined to individual cases, where the 
application of the rules would be im
practicable, unwise, unjust, or unneces
sary. The administrat ion of the great 
body of the classified civil service is 
free from politics, and appointments 
and removals have been put upon a 
business basis. Stat ist ics show t h a t 
there is l i t t le difference between the 
tenure of the federal classified em
ployees and\ t h a t of the employees of 
pr ivate business corporations. Less than 
1 per cent of the classified omployees 
are over 70 years of age, and in the 

as it affects all other interests . I t 
makes all these interests , large or small, 
profitable, and i ts benefits can be taken 
from the large only under penal ty of 
tak ing them from the small also. '* 

There is l i t t le for me to add to this. 
I t is bu t ten years since the last at
tempt was made, by means of lowering 
the tariff, to prevent some people from 
prospering too much. The a t t empt was 
entirely successful. The tariff law of 
tha t year was among the causes which 
in tha t year and for some t ime after
wards effectually prevented anybody 
from prospering too much, and labor 
from prospering a t all. Undoubtedly i t 
would be possible a t the present t ime 
to prevent any of the t rus t s from re
maining prosperous by the simple ex
pedient of making such a sweeping 
change in the tariff as to paralyze the 
industries of the country. The t rus t s 
would cease to prosper; but their small
er competitors would be ruined, ajid 
the wageworkers would starve, while i t 
would not pay the farmer to haul his 
produce to market . 

The evils connected with the trusts can 
be reached only by rational effort, step 
by step, along the lines taken by con
gress and the executive during the past 
three years. If a tariff law Is passed 
under which the country prospers, as the 
country has prospered under the present 
tariff law, then all classes will share In 
the prosperity. If a tariff law Is passed 
aimed at preventing the prosperity of 
some of our people, it Is as certain as 
anything can be that this aim will be 
achieved only by cutting down the pros
perity of all of our people. 

Of course, if our opponents are not 
sincere in tneir proposal to abolish the 
system of a protective tariff, there is 
no use in arguing the mat te r a t all, 
save by pointing out again t h a t if on 
one great issue they do not mean what 
they say, i t is hardly safe to t rus t them 
on any other issue. But if they are 
sincere in th is mat ter , then their ad
vent to power would mean domestic 
misfortune and misery as widespread 
and far-reaching as tha t which we saw 
ten years^ ago. When they speak of 
protection as ' ' robbery , ' ' they, of 
course, must mean t h a t it is immoral to 
enact a tariff designed (as is the pres
ent protective tariff) to secure to the 
American wageworker the benefit of 
the high s tandard of l iving which we 
desire to see kept up in this country. 
Now, to speak of the tariff in th is 
sense as " r o b b e r y , " thereby giving it 
a moral relation, is not merely rhetor
ical; it is on i ts face false. The ques
tion of what tariff is best for our peo
ple is primarily one of expediency, t o 
be determined not on abstract aca
demic grounds, but in the light of 
experience. I t is a mat ter of busi
ness; for fundamentally ours is 
a business people—manufacturers, 
merchants, farmers, wageworkers, pro
fessional men, all alike. Our experience 
as a people in the past has certainly not 
shown us tha t we could afford in this 
mat te r to follow those professional 
counselors who have confined them
selves to study in the closet; for the 
actual working of the tariff has em-

Jmatically contradicted their theories", 
i'rom time to t ime schedules must un

doubtedly be rearranged and readiusted 
to meet the shifting needs of the coun 

the last seven year t nearly ten billions 
of dol lars ' worth bf goods—on an av
erage half as much again annually as 
during the previous four yearB, when 
many of our people were ' consuming 
nothing but necessaries, i and some or 
them a scanty supply even of these. 

Two years ego, m speaking a t Lo-
gansport, Ind., I said: 

" T h e one consideration which must 
never be omitted in a tariff change is 
the imperat ive need of preserving the 
American s tandard of l iving for the 
America n workingman. The tariff r a t e 
must never fall below t h a t which will 
protect the American workingman by 
allowing for the difference between the 
general labor cost here and abroad, so 
as^a t least to equalize the conditions 
arising from the difference in the stan
dard of labor here and abroad—a dif
ference which i t should be our aim to 
foster in so far as i t represents the 
needs of bet ter educated, bet ter paid, 
be t te r fed, and better-clothed working-
men of a higher type than any to be 
found in a foreign country. At all haz
ards, and no mat ter what else is sought 
for or accomplished by changes of the 
tariff, the American workingman must 
be protected in his s tandard of wages, 
t ha t is, in his s tandard of living, and 
must be secured the fullest opportunity 
of employment. Our laws should in no 
evout afford advantage to foreign in-
dv si l ies over American industries. They 
should in no event do less than equalize 
the difference in conditions a t home and 
a b r o a d . " 

Protection More Than a Theory.* 

I t is a mat ter of regret t h a t the pro
tect ive tariff policy, which, during the 
last forty odd years, has become par t of 
the very fiber of the country t is not now 
accepted as definitely established. Sure
ly we have a r ight to say tha t i t has 
passed bevond the domain of theory, 
and a r ight to expect t ha t not 'only i ts 
original advocates, but those who a t one 
t ime distrusted i t on theoretic grounds, 
should now acquiesce in the results t h a t 
have been proved over and over again 
by actual experience. These forty odd 
years have been the most prosperous 
years this nation has ever seen; more 

Erosperous years than any other nation 
as ever seen. Beyond question this 

prosperity could not have come if the 
American people had not possessed the 
necessary thrif t , energy, and business 
intelligence to turn their vas t material 
resources to account. But i t is no less 
t rue tha t it is our economic policy as 
regards the tariff and finance which has 
enabled us as a nation to make such 
good use of the individual capacities of 
our citizens, and the natural resources 
of our country. Every class of our peo
ple is*benefited by the protective tariff. 
During the last few years the merchant 
has seen the export t rade of this coun
t ry grow faster than ever in our prev
ious history. The manufacturer could 
not keep his factory running if it were 
not for the protective tariff. The wage-
worker would do well to remember tha t 
if protection is " r o b b e r y , " and is to be 
punished accordingly, he will be the 
first to pay the penal ty; for either he 
will be turned adrif t 'entirely, or his 
wages will be cut down to the starva
tion point. As conclusively shown by 
the bulletins of the bureau of labor, the 
purchasing power of the average wage 
received by the wageworker has grown 
faster than the cost of living, and this 
in spite of the continual shortening of 
working hours. The accumulated sav
ings of the workingmen of the country, 
as shown by the deposits in the savings 
banks, have increased by leaps and 
bounds. At no t ime in the history of 
this or any other country has there been 
an era so productive of material benefit 
alike to workingman and employer, as 
during the seven years tha t have just 
passed. 

Farmer Benefited. 

September 12, 1904. 

utes known as the Sherman a n t i t r u s t ' main the service rendered is vigorous 
act and the in ters ta te commerce ac t ; 
and i t is only thru the exercise of the 
powers conferred by these acts, and by 
the s ta tutes of the last congress supple
menting them, t h a t the national gov
ernment acquires any jurisdiction over 
the subject. To say tha t action against 
t rus t s and monopolies should be lim
i ted to the application of the common 
law# is equivalent to saying t h a t tho 
nat ional government should t ake no 
action whatever to regulate them. 

Failure to Prosecute, 

Undoubtedly, the multiplication of 
t rus t s and their increase in power has 
been largely due to the " f a i l u r e of offi
cials charged with the duty of enforcing 
the law to t ake the necessary proced
u r e . " Such str icture upon the failure 
of the officials of yie national govern
ment to do the i r duty in this ma t t e r is 
certainly not wholly undeserved as far 
as the administrat ion preceding Presi
dent McKinley^s is concerned; but i t 
has no application a t all to republican 
administrat ion. I t is also undoubtedlv 
t rue tha t what is most needed is "offi
cials having both the disposition and 

-the courage to enforce existing/ l a w . " 
This is precisely the need tha t has been 

and efficient. Where the merit system 
was of course most needed was in the 
Philippine islands; and a civil service 
law of very advanced type has there 
been put into operation and scrupulous
ly observed. Without one exception ev
ery appointment in the Philippines has 
been made in accordance with the 
strictest s tandard of fitness, and with
out heed to any other consideration. 

Where Issues Are Definite. 
Finally, we come to certain mat te rs 

upon which our opponents do in their 
platform of principles definitely t ake is
sue with us, and where, if they are sin
cere, their tr iumph would mean disaster 
to the country. Bu t exactly as i t is .im
possible to call a t tent ion to the present 
promises and past record of our oppon
ents without seeming offensive, so i t is 
impossible to compare their platform 
with their other and la ter official ut ter
ances and not create doubt as to their 
sincerity. I n their pr ivate or unofficial 
Utterances many of them frankly ad
vance this insincerity as a merit , t ak ing 
the position tha t as regards the points 
on which I am about to speak they have 
no intention of keeping their promisee 
or of depart ing from the policies now 

met by the consistent and steadily con-J established, and t h a t therefore they can 

t ry , but this can with safety be done 
only by those who are, committed to 
the cause of the protective system. To 
uproot and destroy tha t system would 
be to insure the prostrat ion of business, 
the closing of factories, the impoverish
ment of the farmer, the ruin of the 
capitalist and the s tarvat ion of the 
wageworker. Yet, if protection is in
deed " r o b b e r y , " and if our opponents 
really believe what they say, then i t is 
precisely to the destruction and up
rooting ' of the tariff, and therefore of 
our business and industry, t h a t they are 
pledged. When our opponents last ob
tained power i t was on a platform de
claring a protective tariff "uncons t i tu
t i o n a l " ; and the effort to put this 
declaration into practice was one of the 
causes of the general nat ional prostra
t ion las t ing from 1893 to 1897. I f a 
protective tariff is either "uncons t i tu 
t i o n a l " or " r o b b e r y , " then it is just 
as unconsti tutional, ;just as much rob
bery, to revise i t down, still leaving i t 
protective, as i t would be to enact it . 
In other words, our opponents have 
committed themselves to the destruction 
of the protective principle in the tariff, 
using words which if honestly used for
bid them from permit t ing this principle 
to obtain in even the smallest degree. 

As to Reciprocity. 
Our opponents assert tha t they be

lieve in reciprocity. Their action on 
the most important reciprocity t rea ty 
recently negotiated—that wi th Cuba— 
does not bear out th is assertion. More
over, there can be no reciprocity un
less there is a substantial tariff; free 
t rade and reciprocity are not compati
ble. We are on record as favoring ar
rangements for reciprocal t rade rela
t ions wi th other countries, these ar
rangements to be on an equitable* basis 
of benefit to both the contracting par
ties. The republican par ty stands 
pledged to every w.ise and consistent 
method of increasing the foreign com
merce of the country. That it has kept 
i ts pledge is proven by the fact t ha t 
while the domestic t rade of this coun
t r y exceeds in volume the entire export 
and import t rade of all the nations of 
the# world, the United Sta tes has in ad
dition secured more than an eighth of 
the export t rade of the world, s tanding 
first among the nations in this respect. 
The Uni ted-Sta tes has exported during 

The farmer has benefited quite as 
much as the manufacturer, the merchant 
and the wage-worker. The most wel
come and impressive fact established by 
the last census isithe wide and even dis
t r ibut ion of wealths among all classes 
of our countrymeni - The chief agencies 
in producing this ^distribution are shown 
by the eonsus to be the development of 
manufacturers, and the application of 
new inventions to Universal use. The re
sult has been an increasing interdepen
dence of agriculture and manufactures. 
Agriculture is now, as i t always has 
been, the basis of civilization. The six: 
million farms of the United States, 
operated by men who, as a class, are 
steadfast, single-minded and industri 
ous, form the basis of all the other 
achievements of the American people 
and are more fruitful than all their 
other resources. The men on those 
6,000,000 farms receive from the pro
tective tariff what they most need, and 
tha t is the best of all possible markets. 
All other classes depend upon the farm
er, but the farmer in turn depends upon 
the market they furnish him tot his 
produce. The annual output of our 
agricultural products is nearly four bil
lions of dollars. Their increase in value 
has been prodigious, altho agriculture 
has languished in most other countries; 
and the main factor in this increase is 
the corresponding increase of our man
ufacturing industries. American farm
ers have prospered because the growth 
of their market has kept pace with the 
growth of their farms. The additional 
market continually furnished for agri
cultural products by domestic manu
facturers has been far in excess of the 
outlet to other lands. An export t rade 
in farm products is necessary to dispose 
of our surplus and. the export t rade of 
our farmers, both in animal products 
and in p l an tp roduc t s , has very largely 
increased. Without the enlarged home 
market to keep this surplus down, wc 
should have to reduce production or else 
feed the world at less than the cost of 
production. I n the forty years ending 
in 1900 the total value of farm 
property increased $12,500,060,000; 
the farmer gaining even more dur
ing this period than the manufac
turer. Long ago over-production 
would have Checked the marvel
ous development of our national agri
culture, bu t for the steadily increas
ing demand of American manufacturers 
for farm products required as raw ma
terials for steadily expanding industries. 

•» Dependent on Manufacture. 
The farmer has beeome dependent 

upoD the manufacturer to utilize t h a t 
portion of his produce which does not 
go directly to food supply. In 1900, 52 
per cent, or a l i t t le over half, of the 
total value of the farm products of the 
nation was consumed in manufacturing 
industries a s ' t h e raw materials of the 
factories. Evident ly the manufacturer 
is the fa rmer ' s best and most direct 
customer. Moreover, the American 
manufacturer purchases his fa rm Sup
plies almost exclusively in his own coun
t ry . Nine-tenths of all the raw ma
terials of every kind and description 
consumed in American manufactories 
are of American production. Thte 
manufacturing establishments tend 
steadily to migrate into the hear t of the 
great agricultural districts. The cen
ter of the manufacturing industry in 
1900 was near the middle of Ohio, and i t 
is moving westward at the ra te of about 
th i r ty miles in every decade; and th is 
movement is invariably accompanied by 
a marked increase in the value of farm 
lands. Local causes, notably the compe
t i t ion between new farm lands and old 
farm lands, tend here and there to ob-
secure what is happening; bu t i t is as 
certain as the operation of any economic 
law, tha t in the country as a whole, 
farm values will continue to increase as 
the partnership between manufacturer 
and farmer -grows more int imate th ru 
further advance of industrial science. 

The American manufacturer never could 
have placed this nation at the head of the 
manufacturing nations of the world If he 
had not had'behind him, securing him 
every variety of raw material, the ex-
haustless resources of the American farm, 
developed by the skill and the enterprise 
of Intelligent and educated American 
farmers. On the other hand, the debt of 
the farmers to the manufacturers is equal
ly heavy, and the future of American agrl-

culture Is bound up In the future of 
American maufacturea. The two Indus
tries have become, under the economic 
policy of our government, so closely in
terwoven, so mutually interdependent, that 
neither can hope to maintain Itself a t the 
high-water mark of progress without the 
other. Whatever makes to the advantage 
of one ia equally to the advantage of the 
other. 

So It Is as between the capitalist and 
the wage worker. Here and there there 
may be an unequal sharing as between the 
two In the benefits that have come by 
protection; but benefits have come to 
both; and a reversal In polioy would mean 
damage to both, and wnlle the damage 
would be heavy to all. It would be heav
iest, and It would fall soonest, upon those 
who are paid In the form of wages each 
week or each month for that week's or 
that month's work. 

Conditions change and the laws must 
be modified from time to v t ime to fit 
new exigencies. But the genuine un
derlying principle of protection, as i t 
has been embodied in all but one of 
the American tariff laws for the last 
f o r t y yeara, has worked out results so 
beneficent, so evenly and widely spread, 
so advantageous alike to farmers and 
capitalists and workingmen, to com
merce and t rade of every kind, t ha t the 
American people, if they show their 
usual practical business sense, will in
sist t h a t when these laws are modified 
they shall be modified with the utmost 
care and conservatism, and by the 
friends and not the enemies of the pro
tective system. They cannot afford to 
t rus t the modification to those who 
t rea t protection and robbery as synony
mous terms. 

In closing what I have to say about 
the system of promoting American in
dustry, let me add a word of cordial 
agreement wi th the policy of in some 
way including within i ts benefits, by 
appropriate legislation, the American 
merchant marine. I t is not creditable 
to us as a nation tha t our great export 
and import t rade should be well-nigh 
exclusively in the hands of foreigners. 

Reduction of A r m s . *• 
I t is difficult to know if our oppo

nents are really sincere in their de
mand for the reduction of the army. If 
insincere, there is no need for com
ment, and if sincere, what shall we say 
in speaking to rat ional persons of an 
appeal to reduce an army of 60,000 
men which is taking care of the inter
ests of over eighty million people? The 
array is now relatively smaller than i t 
was in the days of Washington, when 
on the peace establishment there were 
3,600 soldiers, while there were a lit
t le less than four millions of popula
t ion; smaller than it was in the peace
ful davs of Jefferson, when there were 
5,100 soldiers to 5,300,000 population. 

There is now one soldier to every four
teen hundred people In this country—less 
than one-tenth pf one per cent. We can
not be asked seriously-to argue as to the 
amount of possible tyranny contained in 
these figures. The army as it is now Is as 
small as It can possibly be and serve its 
purpose as an effective nucleus for the 
organization, equipment and supply of a 
volunteer army in time of need. 

4 I t is now used, as never before, for 
aiding in the upbuilding of the organ
ized militia of the .country. The war 
department is engaged in a systematic 
effort tos strengthen and develop the 
National Guard in the several states, 
as witness, among many other instances, 
the> great field maneuvers a t Manassas, 
which have just closed. If our op
ponents should come into power they 
could not reduce our army below i ts 
present size without great ly impairing 
i ts efficiency and abandoning pa r t of 
the national duty. In short, in this mat
ter , if our opponents should come into 
power they would either have to t r ea t 
this part icular promise of the year 1904 
as they now t rea t the promises they 
made in 1896 and 1900, t ha t is, as pos
sessing no binding force; or else they 
would have to embark on a policy which 
would be ludicrous a t the moment, and 
fraught with grave danger to the na
tional honor in the future. 

The public work of the United Sta tes 
has never been conducted with a higher 
degree of honesty and efficiency than a t 
the present time, and a special meed 
of praise "belongs to those officials re
sponsible for the Philippines and Por to 
Rico, where t h e administrat ions have 
been models of their kind. Of course, 
wrong has occasionally occurred, bu t i t 
has been relentlessly stamped out. We 
have known no pa r ty in dealing with 
offenders, and have hunted down with
out mercy every wrongdoer in the ser
vice of the nation whom i t was possi
ble by the utmost vigilance to detect ; 
for the public servant who betrays his 
t rus t and the pr ivate individual who 
debauches him stand as the worst of 
criminals, because their crimes are 
crimes against the entire community, 
and not only against th is generation bu t 
against the generations t h a t are ye t 
to be. 

Philippine Policy. 
Our opponents promise independence 

to the Philippine islands. Here again 
we are confronted by the fact t ha t their 
irreconcilable differences of opinion 
among themselves, their proved inabil
i ty to ,create a constructive policy when 
m power, and their readiness, for the 
sake of momentary political expediency, 
to abandon the principles upon which 
they have insisted as essential, conspire 
to puzzle us as to whether they do or 
do not intend in good fa i th ' to carry out 
th is promise if they are given control 
2t t n e government. I n their platform 
they declare for independence, apparent
ly—for their language is a l i t t le ob-
scureT-without qualification as to time, 
and indeed a qualification as to t ime 
is an absurdity, for we have neither 
r ight nor power to bind our successors 
when i t is impossible to foretell the 
conditions which may confront them; 
while if there is any principle involved 
in the matter , i t is just as wrong to 
deny independence for a few years as to 
deny i t for an indefinite period. But 
in later and equally official utterances" 
by our opponents the term self-govern
ment was substi tuted for independence; 
the words used being so chosen tha t in 
their natura l eonstruefcion they de
scribed precisely the policy now being 
carried on. The language of the plat
form indicated a radical change of pol
icy; the la t te r ut terances indicated a 
continuance of the present policy. But 
th is caused trouble in their own ranks ; 
and in a still later, altho less formal, 
ut terance, the self-government promise 
was recanted, and independence at some 
future t ime was promised in i ts place. 

They have occupied three entirely dif
ferent positions within fifty days. Which 
Is the promise they really Intend to keep? by honor and duty. There will "be no 

have already in large measure received 
i t , while for the first t ime in their his
tory their personal r ights and civil lib
erties have been guaranteed. They are 
being educated; they "have been given 
schools; thev have been given l ibraries; 
roads are being built for their use; their 
health is being cared for; they have 
been given courts in which they receive 
justice as absolute as i t is in our power 
to guarantee. Their individual r ights 
to life, l iberty and the pursuit of hap
piness are now by act of congress jeal
ously safeguarded under the American 
flag; and if the protection of the flag 
were withdrawn their r ights would be 
lost, and the islands would be plunged 
back under some form of vicious tyran
ny. We have given them more self-gov
ernment than they have ever before 
had; we are tak ing steps to increase i t 
still further by providing them wi th an 
elected legislative assembly; and surely 
we had bet ter await the results of th is 
experiment—for i t is a whollv new e x 
periment in Asia—before we make 
promises which as a nation we might be 
forced to break, or which they might 
interpret one wpy and we in another. 
I t may be asserted without fear of suc
cessful contradiction tha t nowhere else 
in recent years has there been as fine an 
example of constructive statesmanship 
and wise and upright administration as 
has been given by the fcivil authorit ies, 
aided by the army, in the Philippine 
Islands. We have administered them 
in the interest of their own people; and 
the Filipinos themselves have profited 
most by our presence in the islands; but 
they have also been of very great* ad
vantage to us as a nation. <• -• ̂  

Spread Knowledge of Freedom. \~ 

So far from having " s a p p e d the 
founda t ions" of free popular govern
ment a t home by the course taken in 
the Philippines, we have been spreading 
i ts knowledge, and teaching i ts practice, 
among peoples to whom i t had never *5 
before been more than an empty name. ,1 
Our action represents a g rea t str ide for- ~' 
ward in spreading the principles of 
orderly l iberty thruout the world. ' ' Our ^ j 
flag has not tost i t s gift o£ benediction 
in i ts world-wide journey to their •"<& 
sho re s . " We have t rea ted the power m 
we have gained as a solemn obligation, „il 
and have used i t in the interest of man- «^a 
kind; and the peoples of the world and -<5| 
especially the weaker peoples of t he p 5 
world, are bet ter off because of the po- >3£ 
sition we have assumed. To retrace *M 
our steps would be to give proof of an *4| 
infirm and unstable national purpose, ^ 

Four years ago, in his speech of a c - ' ^ | 
ceptance. President McKinley said: & 

" W e have been moving i n untried*?? 
paths, but our steps have been guided *"* 

Extravagance Charged. 

Our opponents contend t h a t the gov
ernment is now administered extrava
gantly, and tha t whereas there was a 
" s u r p l u s of $80,000,000 in 1 9 0 0 " there 
is " a deficit of more than $40,000,000" 
in the year tha t has just closed. 

This deficit is imaginary, and is ob
tained by including in the ordinary cur
rent expenses the sum of $50,000,000, 
which was paid for the r ight of way of 
the Panama canal out of the accumu
lated surplus in the t reasury. Compar
ing the current or ordinary expenditures 
for the two years, there was a surplus of 
nearly eighty million dollars for tho 
year 1900, and of only a l i t t le more than 
eight millions for the year tha t has just 
closed. But this diminution of the an
nual surplus was brought about de
signedly by the abolition of the war 
taxes in the interval between the two 
dates. The acts of March 2, 1901, and 
April 12, 1902, cut down the internal 
revenue taxes to an amount estimated 
at one hundred and five millions a year. 
In other words, the reduction of taxa
tion has been considerably greater than 
the reduction in the annual surplus. 
Since the close of the war wi th Spain 
there has been no substantial change in 
the ra te of annual expenditures. As 
compared with the fiscal year ending in 
June, 1901, for example, the fiscal year 
tha t has just closed showed a relatively 
small increase in expenditure (excluding 
the canal payment already referred to ) , 
while the year previous showed a rela
t ively small decrease. 

The expenditures of the nation have 
been managed In a spirit of economy as 
far removed from waste as from niggard
liness; and In the future every effort will 
be continued to secure an economy as 
strict as Is consistent with efficiency. 
Once more our opponents have promised 
what they cannot or should not per
form. , 

They do not know their own minds; and 
no one can tell how long they would keep 
of the same mind, should they by any 
chance come to a working agreement 
among themselves. If such ambiguity af
fected only the American people It would 
not so greatly matter; for the American 
people can take care of themselves. But 
the Filipinos are In no such condition. 
Confidence Is with them, a plant of slow 
growth. They have been taught to trust 
the word of this government because this 
government has promised nothing which 
it did not perform. If promised Indepen
dence they will expect Independence; not 
in the remote future, for their descen
dants, but Immediately, for themselves. 
If the promise thus made Is not Immedi
ately fulfilled they will regard It as brok
en, and will not again trust to American 
faith; and It would be Indeed a wicked 
thing to deceive them In auch fashion. 

Moreover, even if the promise were 
made to t ake effect only in the dis
t a n t future, the Filipinos would be 
thrown into confusion thereby. Ins tead 
of continuing to endeavor to fit them
selves for moral and material advance
ment in the present, they would aban
don all effoit a t progress and begin 
factional intrigues for future power. 

To promise to give them independ
ence when i t is " p r u d e n t " to do «o, 
or when they are " f i t " for it , of course 
implies tha t they are not fit for i t now, 
and tha t i t would be imprudent to give 
•it to th'em now. But as we must our
selves be the judges as to when they 
become " f i t , " aad when i t would be 
' / p r u d e n t " to keep such a promise if 
it were made, it necessarily follows 
tha t to make such a promise now would 
amount to a deception upon the Fili
pinos. 

I t may well be tha t our opponents 
have no real intention of put t ing their 
promise into effect. If this is the case, 
if, in other words, they are insincere 
in the promise they make, i t is only 
necessary to say again tha t i t is un
wise to t rus t men who are false in one 
thing to deal wi th anything. The mere 
consciousness of broken fai th would 
hamper them in continuing our policy 
in the islands; and only by continuing 
unchanged this policy can the honor of 
the country be maintained, or the inter
ests of the islands subserved. If, on 
the other hand, our opponents came into 
power and a t tempted to carry out their 
promises to the Filipinos 'by giving 
them independence, and withdrawing 
American control from the islands, the? 
result would be a frightful calamity to 
the Filipinos themselves, and in i ts 
larger aspect would amount to an in
ternational crime. Anarchy would fol
low; and the most violent anarchic 
forces would be directed par t ly against 
the civil government, par t ly against 
all forms of religious and educational 
civilization. Bloody conflicts would 
inevitably ensue in tne archipelago, and 
just as inevitably the islands would 
become the p r e y of the first power 
which, in i ts own selfish interest, took 
up the task we had cravenly aban
doned. 

Scuttle Policy. 
Of course the practical difficulty in 

adopting any such course of act ion 

The^prime reason why the expenses 
of the government have increased of 
recent years is to be found in the fact 
t ha t the people, after ma tu re thought, 
have deemed i t wise to have certain new 
forms of work for the public undertak
en by the public. This necesitates such 
expenditures, for instance, as those for 
rural free delivery, or for the inspection 
of meats under the department of agri
culture, or for irrigation. But these 
new expenditures are necessary; no one 
would seriously propose to abandon 
them; and yet i t is idle to declaim 
against the increased expense of the 
government unless i t is intended to cut 
down the very expenditures which 
cause the increase. The pensions to 
the veterans of the civil war are de
manded by every sentiment of regard 
and grat i tude. The rural free delivery 
is of the greatest use and convenience 
to the farmers, a body of men who live 
under conditions which make them 
ordinarily receive l i t t le direct return for 
what they pay toward the support of 
the government. The irr igation policy 
in the> arid and semi-arid regions of the 
west is one fraught wi th the most 
beneficent and far-reaching good to the 
actual settlers, the home-makers, whose 
encouragement is a t radi t ional feature 
in America 's national policy. Do our 
opponents grudge the fifty millions paid 
for the Panama canal? Do they intend 
to cut" down on the pensions to the vet
erans of the civil war? Do they intend 
to put a stop to the irr igation policy? 
or to the permanent census bureau? or 
to immigration inspection? Do they 
intend to abolish rural free delivery? 
Do they intend to cut down the navy? 
or the Alaskan telegraph system? Do 
they intend to dismantle our coast for
tifications? If there is to be a real and. 
substantial cut t ing down in national 
expenditures i t must be in such* mat ters 
as these. The department of agricul
ture has done service of incalculable 
value to the farmers of this country in 
many different lines. Do our opponents 
wish to cut down the money for this 
service? They can do i t only by de
stroying th% usefulness of the service 
itself. } 

such a ' 'policy of scu t t l e , ' ' as President 
McKinley called it—would be found 
well nigh insuperable. If i t is morally 
indefensible to hold the archipelago as 
a whole under our tutelage in the inter
est of i ts own people, then i t is morally 
indefensible to hold any par t of it . In 
such case what r ight have we to keep a 
coaling stat ion? What right to keep 
control over the Moro peoples? What 
r ight to protect the Tgorrotes from their 
oppressors? What r ight to protect the 
law-abiding friends of America in the 
islands from treachery, robbery and 
murder? Yet, to abandon the islands 
completely, without even retaining a 
coaling station;, would mean to abandon 
the position in the competition for the 
t rade of the orient which we have ac
quired during the last s ix, years; and 
what is far more important, it would 
mean irreparable damage to those who 
have become the wards of the nation. 
To abandon all control over the Moros 
would amount to releasing these Moros 
to prey upon the Christian Filipinos, 
civilized or semicivilized, , f" as well as 
upon the commerce- of other peoples. 
The Moros are in large pa r t still in the 
stage of culture where the occupations 
of the bandi t and the pira te are those 
most *highly regarded; and i t has not 
been found practical to give them self-
government in the sense t h a t we have 
been giving i t to the Christian inhabit
ants. To abandon the Moro country, as 
our opponents propose in their platform, 
woulq, be precisely as if twenty-five 
vears ago we had withdrawn the armv 
"and the civil agents from within and 
around the Indian reservations in the 
west, a t a t ime when the Sioux and the 
Apache were still the terror of our Bet-
tiers. I t would be a criminal absurd-
i tv ; and yet our opponents have pledged 
themselves thereto. I f successful in the 
coming election they wduld either have 
to break faith, or else to do an act 
which would leave <• an indelible stain 
upon our nat ional reputation for cour
age and for good sense. 

During the last five years more has 
been done for the material and moral well-
being of the Filipinos than ever before* 
since the Islands first came within the 
ken of ^civilized man. We have opened 
before them a vista of orderly develop-

turning aside, 'no wavering, n% re t rea t . * 
No blow has been struck except for lib
erty and humanity, and none will be. , 
We will perform without fear every na- ~« 
t ional and internat ional obligation. "~ 
The republican pa r ty was dedicated to •/ 
freedom forty-four years ago. I t has 
been the pa r ty of l iberty and emanci
pation from tha t hour; not of profes
sion, but of performance. I t broke the 
shackles for four million slaves, and 1 

made them free, and to the pa r ty of ' 
Lincoln has come another supreme op- . s 

portuni ty which i t has bravely met i a * 
the liberation of ten millions of then r 
human family from the yoke of i n w 
perialism. In i ts solution of great 
problems, in i t s performance of high * 
duties, it has had the support of mem
bers of all part ies in the past, and i t »-• 
confidently invokes their co-operation in . 
the f u t u r e . " *,i <j 

This is as t rue now as four years 
ago. We did not take the Philippines 
at will, and we cannot pu t them aside 
at will. Any abandonment of the pol
icy which we have steadily pursued in 
the islands would be fraught with dis- > 
honor and disaster; and to such dishon
or and disaster I do not believe t h a t • 
the American people will consent. 

Benefits Received. J\ 

Alarm has been professed lest the '* 
Filipinos should not receive all the 
benefits guaranteed to our people a t 
home by the fourteenth amendment to 
the constitution. As a ' m a t t e r of fact , 
the Filipinos have alrealy secured the 
substance of these benefits. This gov
ernment has been t rue to the spirit ; j 
of the fourteenth amendment in the - * 
Philippines. Can Our opponents deny 
tha t here a t home the principles of the 
fourteenth and fifteenth amendments^ 
have been in effect nulified? In this," | 
as in many other matters , we at home 
can well profit by the example of those 
responsible for tne actual management 
of affairs in the Philippines. In our 
several commonwealths here in tlte 
United Sta tes we as a people now face 
the complex problem of securing fa i r 
t reatment to each man regardless of 
his race or color. We can t do so only 
if we approach the problem in the spirit 
of ^ courage, common sense and high-
minded devotion to the right, which 
has enabled Governor Taft , Governor 
Wright and their associates to do so 
noble a work in giving to the Phi l ip- ' 
pine people the benefit of the t rue prin
ciples of American liberty. 

Appeal to Good Citizens. 

Our appeal is made to all good citi
zens who hold the honor and the interest 
of the nation close to their hearts . The 
great issues which are a t stake, and 
upon which I have touched, are more 
than mere part izan issues, for they in
volve much tha t comes home to the in
dividual pride and Individual well-be-
iug of our people. "* Under conditions 
as they actually are, good Americans 
should refuse, for t he sake of the wel
fare of the nation, to change the na
tional policy. We, whfo are responsi- ^ 
ble for the administration and legisla- ~& 
tion under which this country, during % 
the last seven years, has grown so £ \ 

f reatly* in well-being at home and in *>jr 
onorable repute among the nations of v^» 

the ear th abroad, do not s tand inert ly ^ ^ 
upon this record, do not use this rec- - ' | 
ord as an excuse for failure of effort . - \ » 
to meet new conditions. On the con- fg&r 
t rary , we t reat the record of what we ^ 
have done in the past as incitement to 
do even bet ter in the future. * -

We believe that the progress that wa, ' V 
have made may be taken as a measure of \-
the progress we shall continue to make If - j 
the people again entrust the government "'i 
of the nation to our hands. We do not * 
stand still. We press steadily forward to
ward the goal of moral and material well-
being for our own people, of Just and 
fearless dealing toward all other peoples, «^> 
fn the Interest not merely of this country, .|. 
but of mankind. ^«-

There is not a policy, foreign or do- * t 
mestic, which we a re now carrying out, v> 
which i t would n o ^ b e disastrous to re->^'~ 
verse or abandon, i f our opponents * / 
should come in and should not reverse ̂  
our policies, then they would be b randed^ ^ 
with the brand of' broken faith, of 4A 
false promise, of insincerity in word and j | • 
deed, and no man can work to the a d - ^ 
vantage of the nation, wi th such a brand*' 
clinging to him. If, on the other hand, 
they should come in and reverse any or 
all of our policies, by just so much „« 
would the nation as a whole be dam- ' ' 4-J 
aged. } •{• 

Alike as lawmakers and as adminis- A "• 
t r a to rs of the law,, we have endeavored 
to do our duty in the interest of tho ̂  
people as a whole. We make our a p - ^ j 
peal to no class and to no section, bu t 
to all good citizens, in whatever pa r t of 
the land they dwell, and whatever may 
be their occupation or worldly condi
tion. We have striven both for civio 
righteousness and for national great
ness, and we have fai th to "believe t h a t 
our hands will be upheld by all who feel 
love of country, and trust in the uplift
ing of mankind.' We stand for enforce
ment of the law^ftind for obedience to 
the law; our government is a govern
ment of orderly l iberty equally alien to 
tyranny and to anarchy, and i t s founda
tion stone is the observance of the law* 
alike by the peofple and by the public 
servants. We hold ever before us as 
the all-important end of policy and ad-

ment In their own Interest, and not a minis t ra t ion the reign of peace a t home 
MAIIAU #** avr)lAitatiAM r i . i . i * ^ i A \ * •% policy of exploitation. 

Every effort is being made to fit the 
islanders for self-government, and they 

and thruqut the world; of peace, which 
comes only by doing justice. Fai th
fully yours, — Tneodofe Roosevelt, 

i"A 
—isflr1 

Defective 


