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Nebraska is ready to do her part in time of war as well as in time of peace. Her citizens were among the first
to give expression to their sympathy with the Cuban patriots, and her representatives in the Senate and House
took a prominent part in the advocacy of armed intervention by the United States.
When the President issued a call for volunteers Nebraska's quota was promptly furnished and she is prepared
to respond to the second and subsequent calls.
Nebraska's attitude upon the subject does not, however, indicate that the state is inhabited by a contentious or
warlike people; it simply means that our people understand both the rights conferred, and the obligations
imposed, by proximity to Cuba. Understanding these rights and obligations, they do not shrink from any
consequences which may follow the performance of a national duty.
War is harsh; it is attended by hardship and suffering; it means a vast expenditure of men and money. We
may well pray for the coming of the day, promised in Holy Writ, when the swords shall be beaten into
plowshares and the spears into pruning hooks; but universal peace cannot come until Justice is enthroned
throughout the world. Jehovah deals with nations as He deals with men, and for both decrees that the wages
of sin is death. Until the right has triumphed in every land and love reigns in every heart government must, as
a last resort, appeal to force. As long as the oppressor is deaf to the voice of reason, so long must the citizen
accustom his shoulder to the musket and his hand to the saber.
Our nation exhausted diplomacy in its efforts to secure a peaceable solution of the Cuban question, and only
took up arms when it was compelled to choose between war and servile acquiescence in cruelties which
would have been a disgrace to barbarism.
History will vindicate the position taken by the United States in the war with Spain. In saying this I assume
that the principles which were invoked in the inauguration of the war will be observed in its prosecution and
conclusion. If, however, a contest undertaken for the sake of humanity degenerates into a war of conquest,
we shall find it difficult to meet the charge of having added hypocrisy to greed. Is our national character so
weak that we cannot withstand the temptation to appropriate the first piece of land that comes within our
reach?
To inflict upon the enemy all possible harm is legitimate warfare, but shall we contemplate a scheme for the
colonization of the Orient merely because our ships won a remarkable victory in the harbor of Manila?
Our guns destroyed a Spanish fleet, but can they destroy that self-evident truth, that governments derive their
just powers, not from superior force, but from the consent of the governed?
Shall we abandon a just resistance to European encroachment upon the Western hemisphere, in order to
mingle in the controversies of Europe and Asia?
Nebraska, standing midway between the oceans, will contribute her full share toward the protection of our
sea coast; her sons will support the flag at home and abroad, wherever the honor and the interests of the
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nation may require. Nebraska will hold up the hands of the government while the battle rages, and when the
war clouds roll away her voice will be heard pleading for the maintenance of those ideas which inspired the
founders of our government and gave the nation its proud eminence among the nations of the earth.
If others turn to thoughts of aggrandizement and yield allegiance to those who clothe land-covetousness in the
attractive garb of "national destiny" the people of Nebraska will, if I mistake not their sentiments, plant
themselves upon the disclaimer entered by Congress and insist that good faith shall characterize the making of
peace as it did the beginning of war. Goldsmith calls upon statesmen
"*** to judge how wide the limits stand
Betwixt a splendid and a happy land."

If some dream of the splendors of a heterogeneous empire encircling the globe, we shall be content to aid in
bringing enduring happiness to a homogeneous people, consecrated to the purpose of maintaining a
government of the people, by the people, and for the people.
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Imperialism
delivered 8 August 1900, Indianapolis, IN
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Mr. Chairman and Members of the Notification Committee: I shall, at an early day,
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and in a more formal manner, accept the nomination which you tender, and shall at
that time discuss the various questions covered by the Democratic platform. It may
not be out of place, however, to submit a few observations at this time upon the
general character of the contest before us and upon the question which is declared
to be of paramount importance in this campaign.
When I say that the contest of 1900 is a contest of 1900 is a contest between
Democracy on the one hand and plutocracy on the other I do not mean to say that
all our opponents have deliberately chosen to give to organized wealth a
predominating influence in the affairs of the Government, but I do assert that on the
important issues of the day the Republican party is dominated by those influences
which constantly tend to substitute the worship of mammon for the protection of the
rights of man.
In 1859 Lincoln said that the Republican Party believed in the man and the dollar,
but that in case of conflict it believed in the man before the dollar. This is the
proper relation which should exist between the two. Man, the handiwork of God,
comes first; money, the handiwork of man, is of inferior importance. Man is the
master, money the servant, but upon all important questions today Republican
legislation tends to make money the master and man the servant.
The maxim of Jefferson, “equal rights to all and special privileges to none,” and the
doctrine of Lincoln that this should be a government “of the people, by the people
and for the people,” are being disregarded and the instrumentalities of government
are being used to advance the interests of those who are in a position to secure
favors from the Government.
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The Democratic party is not making war upon the honest acquisition of wealth; it
has no desire to discourage industry, economy and thrift. On the contrary, it gives
to every citizen the greatest possible stimulus to honest toil when it promises him
protection in the enjoyment of the proceeds of his labor. Property rights are most
secure when human rights are most respected. Democracy strives for civilization in
which every member of society will share according to his merits.
No one has a right to expect from a society more than a fair compensation for the
services No one has a right to expect from a society more than a fair compensation
for the services which he renders to society. If he secures more it is at the expense
of some one else. It is no injustice to him to prevent his doing injustice to another.
To him who would, either through class legislation or in the absence of necessary
legislation, trespass upon the rights of another the Democratic party says "Thou
shalt not."
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Against us are arrayed a comparatively small but politically and financially powerful
number who really profit by Republican policies; but with them are associated a
large number who, because of their attachment to their party name, are giving their
support to doctrines antagonistic to the former teachings of their own party.
Republicans who used to advocate bimetallism now try to convince themselves that
the gold standard is good; Republicans who were formerly attached to the
greenback are now seeking an excuse for giving national banks control of the
nation's paper money; Republicans who used to boast that the Republican party
was paying off the national debt are now looking for reasons to support a perpetual
and increasing debt; Republicans who formerly abhorred a trust now beguile
themselves with the delusion that there are good trusts, and bad trusts, while in
their minds, the line between the two is becoming more and more obscure;
Republicans who, in times past, congratulated the country upon the small expense
of our standing army, are now making light of the objections which are urged
against a large increase in the permanent military establishment; Republicans who
gloried in our independence when the nation was less powerful now look with favor
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upon a foreign alliance; Republicans who three years ago condemned "forcible
annexation" as immoral and even criminal are now sure that it is both immoral and
criminal to oppose forcible annexation. That partisanship has already blinded many
to present dangers is certain; how large a portion of the Republican party can be
drawn over to the new policies remains to be seen.
For a time Republican leaders were inclined to deny to opponents the right to
criticize the Philippine policy of the administration, but upon investigation they found
that both Lincoln and Clay asserted and exercised the right to criticize a President
during the progress of the Mexican war.
Instead of meeting the issue boldly and submitting a clear and positive plan for
dealing with the Philippine question, the Republican convention adopted a platform
the larger part of which was devoted to boasting and self-congratulation.
In attempting to press economic questions upon the country to the exclusion of
those which involve the very structure of our government, the Republican leaders
give new evidence of their abandonment of the earlier ideals of their party and of
their complete subserviency to pecuniary considerations.
But they shall not be permitted to evade the stupendous and far-reaching issue
which they have deliberately brought into the arena of politics. When the president,
supported by a practically unanimous vote of the House and Senate, entered upon
a war with Spain for the purpose of aiding the struggling patriots of Cuba, the
country, without regard to party, applauded.
Although the Democrats realized that the administration would necessarily gain a
political advantage from the conduct of a war which in the very nature of the case
must soon end in a complete victory, they vied with the Republicans in the support
which they gave to the president. When the war was over and the Republican
leaders began to suggest the propriety of a colonial policy opposition at once
manifested itself.
When the President finally laid before the Senate a treaty which recognized the
independence of Cuba, but provided for the cession of the Philippine Islands to the
United States, the menace of imperialism became so apparent that many preferred
to reject the treaty and risk the ills that might follow rather than take the chance of
correcting the errors of the treaty by the independent action of this country.
I was among the number of those who believed it better to ratify the treaty and end
the war, release the volunteers, remove the excuse for war expenditures and then
give the Filipinos the independence which might be forced from Spain by a new
treaty.
In view of the criticism which my action aroused in some quarters, I take this
occasion to restate the reasons given at that time. I thought it safer to trust the
American people to give independence to the Filipinos than to trust the
accomplishment of that purpose to diplomacy with an unfriendly nation.
Lincoln embodied an argument in the question when he asked, "Can aliens make
treaties easier than friends can make laws?" I believe that we are now in a better
position to wage a successful contest against imperialism than we would have been
had the treaty been rejected. With the treaty ratified a clean-cut issue is presented
between a government by consent and a government by force, and imperialists
must bear the responsibility for all that happens until the question is settled.
If the treaty had been rejected the opponents of imperialism would have been held
responsible for any international complications which might have arisen before the
ratification of another treaty. But whatever difference of opinion may have existed
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as to the best method of opposing a colonial policy, there never was any difference
as to the great importance of the question and there is no difference now as to the
course to be pursued.
The title of Spain being extinguished we were at liberty to deal with the Filipinos
according to American principles. The Bacon resolution, introduced a month before
hostilities broke out at Manila, promised independence to the Filipinos on the same
terms that it was promised to the Cubans. I supported this resolution and believe
that its adoption prior to the breaking out of hostilities would have prevented
bloodshed, and that its adoption at any subsequent time would have ended
hostilities.
If the treaty had been rejected considerable time would have necessarily elapsed
before a new treaty could have been agreed upon and ratified and during that time
the question would have been agitating the public mind. If the Bacon resolution had
been adopted by the senate and carried out by the president, either at the time of
the ratification of the treaty or at any time afterwards, it would have taken the
question of imperialism out of politics and left the American people free to deal with
their domestic problems. But the resolution was defeated by the vote of the
Republican Vice-President, and from that time to this a republican congress has
refused to take any action whatever in the matter.
When hostilities broke out at Manila republican speakers and Republican editors at
once sought to lay the blame upon those who had delayed the ratification of the
treaty, and, during the progress of the war, the same republicans have accused the
opponents of imperialism of giving encouragement to the Filipinos. This is a
cowardly evasion of responsibility.
If it is right for the United States to hold the Philippine Islands permanently and
imitate European empires in the government of colonies, the Republican party ought
to state its position and defend it, but it must expect the subject races to protest
against such a policy and to resist to the extent of their ability.
The Filipinos do not need any encouragement from Americans now living. Our
whole history has been an encouragement not only to the Filipinos, but to all who
are denied a voice in their own government. If the republicans are prepared to
censure all who have used language calculated to make the Filipinos hate foreign
domination, let them condemn the speech of Patrick Henry. When he uttered that
passionate appeal, "Give me liberty or give me death," he expressed a sentiment
which still echoes in the hearts of men.
Let them censure Jefferson; of all the statesmen of history none have used words
so offensive to those who would hold their fellows in political bondage. Let them
censure Washington, who declared that the colonists must choose between liberty
and slavery. Or, if the statute of limitations has run again the sins of Henry and
Jefferson and Washington, let them censure Lincoln, whose Gettysburg speech will
be quoted in defense of popular government when the present advocates of force
and conquest are forgotten.
Some one has said that a truth once spoken, can never be recalled. It goes on and
on, and no one can set a limit to its ever-widening influence. But if it were possible
to obliterate every word written or spoken in defense of the principles set forth in
the Declaration of Independence, a war of conquest would still leave its legacy of
perpetual hatred, for it was God himself who placed in every human heart the love
of liberty. He never made a race of people so low in the scale of civilization or
intelligence that it would welcome a foreign master.
Those who would have this Nation enter upon a career of empire must consider, not
only the effect of imperialism on the Filipinos, but they must also calculate its
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effects upon our own nation. We cannot repudiate the principle of self-government
in the Philippines without weakening that principle here.
Lincoln said that the safety of this Nation was not in its fleets, its armies, or its
forts, but in the spirit which prizes liberty as the heritage of all men, in all lands,
everywhere, and he warned his countrymen that they could not destroy this spirit
without planting the seeds of despotism at their own doors.
Even now we are beginning to see the paralyzing influence if imperialism.
Heretofore this Nation has been prompt to express its sympathy with those who
were fighting for civil liberty. While our sphere of activity has been limited to the
Western Hemisphere, our sympathies have not been bounded by the seas. We
have felt it due to ourselves and to the world, as well as to those who were
struggling for the right to govern themselves, to proclaim the interest which our
people have, from the date of their own independence, felt in every contest
between human rights and arbitrary power.
Three-quarters of a century ago, when our nation was small, the struggles of
Greece aroused our people, and Webster and Clay gave eloquent expression to
the universal desire for Grecian independence. In 1896 all parties manifested a
lively interest in the success of the Cubans, but now when a war is in progress in
South Africa, which must result in the extension of the monarchical idea, or in the
triumph of a republic, the advocates of imperialism in this country dare not say a
word in behalf of the Boers.
Sympathy for the Boers does not arise from any unfriendliness towards England;
the American people are not unfriendly toward the people of any nation. This
sympathy is due to the fact that, as stated in our platform, we believe in the
principles of self-government and reject, as did our forefathers, the claims of
monarchy. If this nation surrenders its belief in the universal application of the
principles set forth in the Declaration of Independence, it will lose the prestige and
influence which it has enjoyed among the nations as an exponent of popular
government.
Our opponents, conscious of the weakness of their cause, seek to confuse
imperialism with expansion, and have even dared to claim Jefferson as a supporter
of their policy. Jefferson spoke so freely and used language with such precision
that no one can be ignorant of his views. On one occasion he declared: "If there be
one principle more deeply rooted than any other in the mind of every American, it is
that we should have nothing to do with conquest." And again he said: "Conquest is
not in our principles; it is inconsistent with our government."
The forcible annexation of territory to be governed by arbitrary power differs as
much from the acquisition of territory to be built up into States as a monarchy
differs from a democracy. The Democratic party does not oppose expansion when
expansion enlarges the area of the Republic and incorporates land which can be
settled by American citizens, or adds to our population people who are willing to
become citizens and are capable of discharging their duties as such.
The acquisition of the Louisiana territory, Florida, Texas and other tracts which
have been secured from time to time enlarged the republic and the Constitution
followed the flag into the new territory. It is now proposed to seize upon distant
territory already more densely populated than our own country and to force upon
the people a government for which there is no warrant in our Constitution or our
laws.
Even the argument that this earth belongs to those who desire to cultivate it and
who have the physical power to acquire it cannot be invoked to justify the
appropriation of the Philippine Islands by the United States. If the islands were
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uninhabited American citizens would not be willing to go there and till the soil. The
white race will not live so near the equator. Other nations have tried to colonize in
the same latitude. The Netherlands have controlled Java for three hundred years
and yet today there are less than sixty thousand people of European birth scattered
among the twenty-five million natives.
After a century and a half of English domination in India, less than one-twentieth of
one per cent of the people of India are of English birth, and it requires an army of
seventy thousand British soldiers to take care of the tax collectors. Spain had
asserted title to the Philippine Islands for three centuries and yet when our fleet
entered Manila bay there were less than ten thousand Spaniards residing in the
Philippines.
A colonial policy means that we shall send to the Philippine Islands a few traders, a
few taskmasters and a few office-holders and an army large enough to support the
authority of a small fraction of the people while they rule the natives.
If we have an imperial policy we must have a great standing army as its natural and
necessary complement. The sprit which will justify the forcible annexation of the
Philippine Islands will justify the seizure of other islands and the domination of other
people, and with wars of conquest we can expect a certain, if not rapid, growth of
our military establishment.
That a large permanent increase in our regular army is intended by Republican
leaders is not a matter of conjecture, but a matter of fact. In his message of
December 5,1898, the president asked for authority to increase the standing army
to 100,000. In 1896 the army contained about 25,000. Within two years the
president asked for four times that many, and a Republican house of
representatives complied with the request after the Spanish treaty had been
signed, and when no country was at war with the United States.
If such an army is demanded when an imperial policy is contemplated, but not
openly avowed, what -may be expected if the people encourage the Republican
party by indorsing its policy at the polls?
A large standing army is not only a pecuniary burden to the people and, if
accompanied by compulsory service, a constant source of irritation, but it is ever a
menace to a Republican form of government.
The army is the personification of force, and militarism will inevitably change the
ideals of the people and turn the thoughts of our young men from the arts of peace
to the science of war. The Government which relies for its defense upon its citizens
is more likely to be just than one which has at call a large body of professional
soldiers.
A small standing army and a well-equipped and well-disciplined state militia are
sufficient at ordinary times, and in an emergency the nation should in the future as
in the past place its dependence upon the volunteers who come from all
occupations at their country's call and return to productive labor when their services
are no longer required -- men who fight when the country needs fighters and work
when the country needs workers. The Republican platform assumes that the
Philippine Islands will be retained under American sovereignty, and we have a right
to demand of the republican leaders a discussion of the future status of the Filipino.
Is he to be a citizen or a subject? Are we to bring into the body politic eight or ten
million Asiatics so different from us in race and history that amalgamation is
impossible? Are they to share with us in making the laws and shaping the destiny of
this nation? No republican of prominence has been bold enough to advocate such a
proposition.
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The McEnery resolution, adopted by the senate immediately after the ratification of
the treaty, expressly negatives this idea. The Democratic platform describes the
situation when it says that the Filipinos cannot be citizens without endangering our
civilization. Who will dispute it? And what is the alternative? If the Filipino is not to
be a citizen, shall we make him a subject? On that question the Democratic
platform speaks with equal emphasis. It declares that the Filipino cannot be a
subject without endangering our form of government. A republic can have no
subjects. A subject is possible only in a government resting upon force; he is
unknown in a government derived without consent and taxation without
representation.
The Republican platform says that "the largest measure of self-government
consistent with their welfare and our duties shall be secured to them (the Filipinos)
by law." This is a strange doctrine for a government which owes its very existence
to the men who offered their lives as a protest against government without consent
and taxation without representation. In what respect does the position of the
Republican party differ from the position taken by the English Government in 1776?
Did not the English Government promise a good government to the colonists? What
king ever promised a bad government to his people? Did not the English
Government promise that the colonists should have the largest measure of
self-government consistent with their welfare and English duties? Did not the
Spanish Government promise to give to the Cubans the largest measure of
self-government consistent with their welfare and Spanish duties? The whole
difference between a monarchy and a republic may be summed up in one sentence.
In a monarchy the king gives to the people what he believes to be a good
government; in a republic the people secure for themselves what they believe to be
a good government.
The Republican party has accepted the European idea and planted itself upon the
ground taken by George III., and by every ruler who distrusts the capacity of the
people for self-government or denies them a voice in their own affairs.
The Republican platform promises that some measure of self-government is to be
given the Filipinos by law; but even this pledge is not fulfilled. Nearly sixteen months
elapsed after the ratification of the treaty before the adjournment of congress last
June and yet no law was passed dealing with the Philippine situation. The will of the
president has been the only law in the Philippine islands wherever the American
authority extends. Why does the Republican party hesitate to legislate upon the
Philippine question? Because a law would disclose the radical departure from
history and precedent contemplated by those who control the Republican party.
The storm of protest which greeted the Puerto Rican bill was an indication of what
may be expected when the American people are brought face to face with
legislation upon this subject.
If the Puerto Ricans, who welcomed annexation, are to be denied the guarantees of
our Constitution, what is to be the lot of the Filipinos, who resisted our authority? If
secret influences could compel a disregard of our plain duty toward friendly people,
living near our shores, what treatment will those same influences provide for
unfriendly people 7,000 miles away? If, in this country where the people have a
right to vote, republican leaders dare not take the side of the people against the
great monopolies which have grown up within the last few years, how can they be
trusted to protect the Filipinos from the corporations which are waiting to exploit the
islands?
Is the sunlight of full citizenship to be enjoyed by the people of the United States,
and the twilight of semi-citizenship endured by the people of Puerto Rico, while the
thick darkness of perpetual vassalage covers the Philippines? The Puerto Rico tariff
law asserts the doctrine that the operation of the constitution is confined to the
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forty-five states.
The Democratic party disputes this doctrine and denounces it as repugnant to both
the letter and spirit of our organic law. There is no place in our system of
government for the deposit of arbitrary and irresponsible power. That the leaders of
a great party should claim for any president or congress the right to treat millions of
people as mere "possessions" and deal with them unrestrained by the constitution
or the bill of rights shows how far we have already departed from the ancient
landmarks and indicates what may be expected if this nation deliberately enters
upon a career of empire.
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What is our title to the Philippine Islands? Do we hold them by treaty or by
conquest? Did we buy them or did we take them? Did we purchase the people? If
not, how did we secure title to them? Were they thrown in with the land? Will the
Republicans say that inanimate earth has value but that when that earth is molded
by the divine hand and stamped with the likeness of the Creator it becomes a
fixture and passes with the soil? If governments derive their just powers from the
consent of the governed, it is impossible to secure title to people, either by force or
by purchase. We could extinguish Spain's title by treaty, but if we hold title we must
hold it by some method consistent with our ideas of government. When we made
allies of the Filipinos and armed them to fight against Spain, we disputed Spain's
title. If we buy Spain's title we are not innocent purchasers.
There can be no doubt that we accepted and utilized the services of the Filipinos,
and that when we did so we had full knowledge that they were fighting for their own
independence, and I submit that history furnishes no example of turpitude baser
than ours if we now substitute our yoke for the Spanish yoke.
Let us consider briefly the reasons which have been given in support of an
imperialistic policy. Some say that it is our duty to hold the Philippine Islands. But
duty is not an argument; it is a conclusion. To ascertain what our duty is, in any
emergency, we must apply well settled and generally accepted principles. It is our
duty to avoid stealing, no matter whether the thing to be stolen is of great or little
value. It is our duty to avoid killing a human being, no matter where the human being
lives or to what race or class he belongs.
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Every one recognizes the obligation imposed upon individuals to observe both the
human and the moral law, but as some deny the application of those laws to
nations, it may not be out of place to quote the opinions of others. Jefferson, than
whom there is no higher political authority, said:
"I know of but one code of morality for men, whether acting singly or collectively."
Franklin, whose learning, wisdom and virtue are a part of the priceless legacy
bequeathed to use from the revolutionary days, expressed the same idea in even
stronger language when he said:
"Justice is strictly due between neighbor nations as between neighbor citizens. A
highwayman is as much a robber when he plunders in a gang as when single; and
the nation that makes an unjust war is only a great gang."
Many may dare to do in crowds what they would not dare to do as individuals, but
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the moral character of an act is not determined by the number of those who join it.
Force can defend a right, but force has never yet created a right. If it was true, as
declared in the resolutions of intervention, that the Cubans "are and of right ought to
be free and independent" (language taken from the Declaration of Independence),
it is equally true that the Filipinos "are and of right ought to be free and
independent."
The right of the Cubans to freedom was not based upon their proximity to the
United States, nor upon the language which they spoke, nor yet upon the race or
races to which they belonged. Congress by a practically unanimous vote declared
that the principles enunciated at Philadelphia in 1776 were still alive and applicable
to the Cubans. Who will draw a line between the natural rights of the Cubans and
the Filipinos? Who will say that the former has a right to liberty and that the latter
has no rights which we are bound to respect? And, if the Filipinos "are and of right
ought to be free and independent," what right have we to force our government
upon them without their consent? Before our duty can be ascertained their rights
must be determined, and when their rights are once determined it is as much our
duty to respect those rights as it was the duty of Spain to respect the rights of the
people of Cuba or the duty of England to respect the rights of the American
colonists. Rights never conflict; duties never clash. Can it be our duty to usurp
political rights which belong to others? Can it be our duty to kill those who, following
the example of our forefathers, love liberty well enough to fight for it?
A poet has described the terror which overcame a soldier who in the midst of the
battle discovered that he had slain his brother. It is written "All ye are brethren." Let
us hope for the coming day when human life -- which when once destroyed cannot
be restored -- will be so sacred that it will never be taken except when necessary
to punish a crime already committed, or to prevent a crime about to be committed.
It is said that we have assumed before the world obligations which make it
necessary for us to permanently maintain a government in the Philippine Islands. I
reply first, that the highest obligation of this nation is to be true to itself. No
obligation to any particular nations, or to all the nations combined, can require the
abandonment of our theory of government, and the substitution of doctrines against
which our whole national life has been a protest. And, second, that our obligation to
the Filipinos, who inhabit the islands, is greater than any obligation which we can
owe to foreigners who have a temporary residence in the Philippines or desire to
trade there.
It is argued by some that the Filipinos are incapable of self-government and that,
therefore, we owe it to the world to take control of them. Admiral Dewey, in an
official report to the Navy Department, declared the Filipinos more capable of
self-government than the Cubans and said that he based his opinion upon a
knowledge of both races. But I will not rest the case upon the relative advancement
of the Filipinos. Henry Clay, in defending the right of the people of South America to
self-government said:
"It is the doctrine of thrones that man is too ignorant to govern himself. Their
partisans assert his incapacity in reference to all nations; if they cannot command
universal assent to the proposition, it is then demanded to particular nations; and
our pride and our presumption too often make converts of us. I contend that it is to
arraign the disposition of Providence himself to suppose that he has created beings
incapable of governing themselves, and to be trampled on by kings.
Self-government is the natural government of man."
Clay was right. There are degrees of proficiency in the art of self-government, but it
is a reflection upon the Creator to say that he denied to any people the capacity for
self-government. Once admit that some people are capable of self-government and
that others are not and that the capable people have a right to seize upon and

12/22/2009 4:48 PM

American Rhetoric: William Jennings Bryan -- "Against Imperialism"

10 of 16

http://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/wjbryanimperialism.htm

govern the incapable, and you make force -- brute force -- the only foundation of
government and invite the reign of a despot. I am not willing to believe that an
all-wise and an all-loving God created the Filipinos and then left them thousands of
years helpless until the islands attracted the attention of European nations.
Republicans ask, "Shall we haul down the flag that floats over our dead in the
Philippines?" The same question might have been asked, when the American flag
floated over Chapultepec and waved over the dead who fell there; but the tourist
who visits the City of Mexico finds there a national cemetery owned by the United
States and cared for by an American citizen. Our flag still floats over our dead, but
when the treaty with Mexico was signed American authority withdrew to the Rio
Grande, and I venture the opinion that during the last fifty years the people of
Mexico have made more progress under the stimulus of independence and
self-government than they would have made under a carpet-bag government held in
place by bayonets. The United States and Mexico, friendly republics, are each
stronger and happier than they would have been had the former been cursed and
the latter crushed by an imperialistic policy disguised as "benevolent assimilation."
“Can we not govern colonies?” we are asked. The question is not what we can do,
but what we ought to do. This nation can do whatever it desires to do, but it must
accept responsibility for what it does. If the Constitution stands in the way, the
people can amend the Constitution. I repeat, the nation can do whatever it desires
to do, but it cannot avoid the natural and legitimate results of it own conduct.
The young man upon reaching his majority can do what he pleases. He can
disregard the teachings of his parents; he can trample upon all that he has been
taught to consider sacred; he can disobey the laws of the State, the laws of society
and the laws of God. He can stamp failure upon his life and make his very
existence a curse to his fellow men, and he can bring his father and mother in
sorrow to the grave; but he cannot annul the sentence, “The wages of sin is death.”
And so with the nation. It is of age and it can do what it pleases; it can spurn the
traditions of the past; it can repudiate the principles upon which the nation rests; it
can employ force instead of reason; it can substitute might for right; it can conquer
weaker people; it can exploit their lands, appropriate their property and kill their
people; but it cannot repeal the moral law or escape the punishment decreed for
the violation of human rights.
"Would we tread in the paths of tyranny,
Nor reckon the tyrant's cost?
Who taketh another's liberty
His freedom is also lost.
Would we win as the strong have ever won,
Make ready to pay the debt,
For the God who reigned over Babylon
Is the God who is reigning yet."
Some argue that American rule in the Philippine Islands will result in the better
education of the Filipinos. Be not deceived. If we expect to maintain a colonial
policy, we shall not find it to our advantage to educate the people. The educated
Filipinos are now in revolt against us, and the most ignorant ones have made the
least resistance to our domination. If we are to govern them without their consent
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and give them no voice in determining the taxes which they must pay, we dare not
educate them, lest they learn to read the Declaration of Independence and
Constitution of the United States and mock us for our inconsistency.
The principal arguments, however, advanced by those who enter upon a defense of
imperialism are:
First- That we must improve the present opportunity to become a world power and
enter into international politics.
Second- That our commercial interests in the Philippine Islands and in the Orient
make it necessary for us to hold the islands permanently.
Third- That the spread of the Christian religion will be facilitated by a colonial policy.
Fourth- That there is no honorable retreat from the position which the nation has
taken.
The first argument is addrest to the nation’s pride and the second to the nation’s
pocket-book. The third is intended for the church member and the fourth for the
partisan.
It is sufficient answer to the first argument to say that for more than a century this
nation has been a world power. For ten decades it has been the most potent
influence in the world. Not only has it been a world power, but it has done more to
shape the politics of the human race than all the other nations of the world
combined. Because our Declaration of Independence was promulgated others
have been promulgated. Because the patriots of 1776 fought for liberty other have
fought for it. Because our Constitution was adopted other constitutions have been
adopted.
The growth of the principle of self-government, planted on American soil, has been
the overshadowing political fact of the nineteenth century. It has made this nation
conspicuous among the nations and given it a place in history such as no other
nation has ever enjoyed. Nothing has been able to check the onward march of this
idea. I am not willing that this nation shall cast aside the omnipotent weapon of
truth to seize again the weapons of physical warfare. I would not exchange the
glory of this Republic for the glory of all empires that have risen and fallen since
time began.
The permanent chairman of the last Republican Nation Convention presented the
pecuniary argument in all its baldness when he said:
“We make no hypocritical pretense of being interested in the Philippines solely on
account of others. While we regard the welfare of those people as a sacred trust,
we regard the welfare of American people first. We see our duty to ourselves as
well as to others. We believe in trade expansion. By every legitimate means within
the province of government and constitution we mean to stimulate the expansion of
our trade and open new markets.”
This is the commercial argument. It is based upon the theory that war can be rightly
waged for pecuniary advantage, and that it is profitable to purchase trade by force
and violence. Franklin denied both of these propositions. When Lord Howe
asserted that the acts of Parliament which brought on the Revolution were
necessary to prevent American trade from passing into foreign channels, Franklin
replied:
"To me it seems that neither the obtaining nor retaining of any trade, howsoever
valuable, is an object for which men may justly spill each other's blood; that the true
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and sure means of extending and securing commerce are the goodness and
cheapness of commodities, and that the profits of no trade can ever be equal to the
expense of compelling it and holding it by fleets and armies. I consider this war
against us, therefore, as both unjust and unwise."
I place the philosophy of Franklin against the sordid doctrine of those who would
put a price upon the head of an American soldier and justify a war of conquest upon
the ground that it will pay. The democratic party is in favor of the expansion of
trade. It would extend our trade by every legitimate and peaceful means; but it is
not willing to make merchandise of human blood.
But a war of conquest is as unwise as it is unrighteous. A harbor and coaling station
in the Philippines would answer every trade and military necessity and such a
concession could have been secured at any time without difficulty.
It is not necessary to own people in order to trade with them. We carry on trade
today with every part of the world, and our commerce has expanded more rapidly
than the commerce of any European empire. We do not own Japan or China, but
we trade with their people. We have not absorbed the republics of Central and
South America, but we trade with them. It has not been necessary to have any
political connection with Canada or the nations of Europe in order to trade with
them. Trade cannot be permanently profitable unless it is voluntary.
When trade is secured by force, the cost of securing it and retaining it must be
taken out of the profits and the profits are never large enough to cover the
expense. Such a system would never be defended but for the fact that the expense
is borne by all the people, while the profits are enjoyed by a few.
Imperialism would be profitable to the army contractors; it would be profitable to
the ship owners, who would carry live soldiers to the Philippines and bring dead
soldiers back; it would be profitable to those who would seize upon the franchises,
and it would be profitable to the officials whose salaries would be fixed here and
paid over there; but to the farmer, to the laboring man and to the vast majority of
those engaged in other occupations it would bring expenditure without return and
risk without reward.
Farmers and laboring men have, as a rule, small incomes and under systems which
place the tax upon consumption pay much more than their fair share of the
expenses of government. Thus the very people who receive least benefit from
imperialism will be injured most by the military burdens which accompany it.
In addition to the evils which he and the farmer share in common, the laboring man
will be the first to suffer if oriental subjects seek work in the United States; the first
to suffer if American capital leaves our shores to employ oriental labor in the
Philippines to supply the trade of China and Japan; the first to suffer from the
violence which the military spirit arouses and the first to suffer when the methods of
imperialism are applied to our own government.
It is not strange, therefore, that the labor organizations have been quick to note the
approach of these dangers and prompt to protest against both militarism and
imperialism.
The pecuniary argument, the more effective with certain classes, is not likely to be
used so often or presented with so much enthusiasm as the religious argument. If
what has been termed the “gunpowder gospel” were urged against the Filipinos
only it would be a sufficient answer to say that a majority of the Filipinos are now
members of one branch of the Christian church; but the principle involved is one of
much wider application and challenges serious consideration.
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The religious argument varies in positiveness from a passive belief that Providence
delivered the Filipinos into our hands, for their good and our glory, to the exultation
of the minister who said that we ought to “thrash the natives (Filipinos) until they
understand who we are,” and that “every bullet sent, every cannon shot and every
flag waved means righteousness.”
We cannot approve of this doctrine in one place unless we are willing to apply it
everywhere. If there is poison in the blood of the hand it will ultimately reach the
heat. It is equally true that forcible Christianity, if planted under the American flag in
the far-away Orient, will sooner or later be transplanted upon American soil.
If true Christianity consists in carrying out in our daily lives the teachings of Christ,
who will say that we are commanded to civilize with dynamite and proselyte with
the sword? He who would declare the divine will must prove his authority either by
Holy Writ or by evidence of a special dispensation.
Imperialism finds no warrant in the Bible. The command, “Go ye into all the world
and preach the gospel to every creature,” has no Gatling gun attachment. When
Jesus visited a village of Samaria and the people refused to receive him, some of
the disciples suggested that fire should be called down from Heaven to avenge the
insult; but the Master rebuked them and said: “Ye know not what manner of spirit
ye are of; for the Son of Man is not come to destroy men’s lives, but to save
them.” Suppose he had said: “We will thrash them until they understand who we
are,” how different would have been the history of Christianity! Compare, if you
will, the swaggering, bullying, brutal doctrine of imperialism with the golden rule and
the commandment, “Thou shalt love thy neighbor as thyself.”
Love not force, was the weapon of the Nazarene; sacrifice for others, not the
exploitation of them, was His method of reaching the human heart. A missionary
recently told me that the Stars and Stripes once saved his life because his assailant
recognized our flag as a flag that had no blood upon it.
Let it be known that our missionaries are seeking souls instead of sovereignty; let
be it known that instead of being the advance guard of conquering armies, they are
going forth to help and uplift, having their loins girt about with the truth and their feet
shod with the preparation of the gospel of peace, wearing the breastplate of
righteousness and carrying the sword of the spirit; let it be known that they are
citizens of a nation which respects the rights of the citizens of other nations as
carefully as it protects the rights of its own citizens, and the welcome given to our
missionaries will be more cordial than the welcome extended to the missionaries of
any other nation.
The argument made by some that it was unfortunate for the nation that it had
anything to do with the Philippine Islands, but that the naval victory at Manila made
the permanent acquisition of those islands necessary, is also unsound. We won a
naval victory at Santiago, but that did not compel us to hold Cuba.
The shedding of American blood in the Philippine Islands does not make it
imperative that we should retain possession forever; American blood was shed at
San Juan and El Caney, and yet the President has promised the Cubans
independence. The fact that the American flag floats over Manila does not compel
us to exercise perpetual sovereignty over the islands; the American flag floats over
Havana to-day, but the President has promised to haul it down when the flag of the
Cuban Republic is ready to rise in its place. Better a thousand times that our flag in
the Orient give way to a flag representing the idea of self-government than that the
flag of this Republic should become the flag of an empire.
There is an easy, honest, honorable solution of the Philippine question. It is set forth
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in the Democratic platform and it is submitted with confidence to the American
people. This plan I unreservedly indorse. If elected, I will convene Congress in
extraordinary session as soon as inaugurated and recommend an immediate
declaration of the nation’s purpose, first, to establish a stable form of government in
the Philippine Islands, just as we are now establishing a stable form of government
in Cuba; second, to give independence to the Filipinos as we have promised to give
independence to the Cubans; third, to protect the Filipinos from outside interference
while they work out their destiny, just as we have protected the republics of Central
and South America, and are, by the Monroe doctrine, pledged to protect Cuba.
A European protectorate often results in the plundering of the ward by the
guardian. An American protectorate gives to the nation protected the advantage of
our strength, without making it he victim of our greed. For three-quarters of a
century the Monroe doctrine has been a shield to neighboring republics and yet it
has imposed no pecuniary burden upon us. After the Filipinos had aided us in the
war against Spain, we could not leave them to be the victims of the ambitious
designs of European nations, and since we do not desire to make them a part of us
or to hold them as subjects, we propose the only alternative, namely, to give them
independence and guard them against molestation from without.
When our opponents are unable to defend their position by argument they fall back
upon the assertion that is destiny, and insist that we must submit to it, no matter
how much it violates our moral percepts and our principles of government. This is a
complacent philosophy. It obliterates the distinction between right and wrong and
makes individuals and nations the helpless victims of circumstance.
Destiny is the subterfuge of the invertebrate, who, lacking the courage to oppose
error, seeks some plausible excuse for supporting it. Washington said that the
destiny of the republican form of government was deeply, if not finally, staked on
the experiment entrusted to the American people. How different Washington’s
definition of destiny from the Republican definition!
The Republicans say that this nation is in the hands of destiny; Washington believed
that not only the destiny of our own nation but the destiny of the republican form of
government throughout the world was intrusted to American hands. Immeasurable
responsibility! The destiny of this Republic is in the hands of its own people, and
upon the success of the experiment here rests the hope of humanity. No exterior
force can disturb this Republic, and no foreign influence should be permitted to
change its course. What the future has in store for this nation no one has authority
to declare, but each individual has his own idea of the nation’s mission, and he
owes it to his country as well as to himself to contribute as best he may to the
fulfillment of that mission.
Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Committee: I can never fully discharge the
debt of gratitude which I owe to my countrymen for the honors which they have so
generously bestowed upon me; but, sirs, whether it be my lot to occupy the high
office for which the convention has named me, or to spend the remainder of my
days in private life, it shall be my constant ambition and my controlling purpose to
aid in realizing the high ideals of those whose wisdom and courage and sacrifices
brought the Republic into existence.
I can conceive of a national destiny surpassing the glories of the present and the
past -- a destiny which meets the responsibility of today and measures up to the
possibilities of the future. Behold a republic, resting securely upon the foundation
stones quarried by revolutionary patriots from the mountain of eternal truth -- a
republic applying in practice and proclaiming to the world the self-evident
propositions that all men are created equal; that they are endowed with inalienable
rights; that governments are instituted among men to secure these rights, and that
governments derive their just powers from the consent of the governed. Behold a
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republic in which civil and religion liberty stimulate all to earnest endeavor and in
which the law restrains every hand uplifted for a neighbor's injury -- a republic in
which every citizen is a sovereign, but in which no one cares to wear a crown.
Behold a republic standing erect while empires all around are bowed beneath the
weight of their own armaments -- a republic whose flag is loved while other flags
are only feared. Behold a republic increasing in population, in wealth, in strength
and in influence, solving the problems of civilization and hastening the coming of an
universal brotherhood -- a republic which shakes thrones and dissolves
aristocracies by its silent example and gives light and inspiration to those who sit in
darkness. Behold a republic gradually but surely becoming the supreme moral
factor in the world's progress and the accepted arbiter of the world's disputes -- a
republic whose history, like the path of the just, "is as the shining light that shineth
more and more unto the perfect day."
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Inaugural Address of Theodore Roosevelt

SATURDAY, MARCH 4, 1905

My fellow-citizens, no people on earth have more cause to be thankful than ours, and this is said reverently, in no spirit of boastfulness in our own
strength, but with gratitude to the Giver of Good who has blessed us with the conditions which have enabled us to achieve so large a measure of
well-being and of happiness. To us as a people it has been granted to lay the foundations of our national life in a new continent. We are the heirs of the
ages, and yet we have had to pay few of the penalties which in old countries are exacted by the dead hand of a bygone civilization. We have not been
obliged to fight for our existence against any alien race; and yet our life has called for the vigor and effort without which the manlier and hardier virtues
wither away. Under such conditions it would be our own fault if we failed; and the success which we have had in the past, the success which we
confidently believe the future will bring, should cause in us no feeling of vainglory, but rather a deep and abiding realization of all which life has offered us;
a full acknowledgment of the responsibility which is ours; and a fixed determination to show that under a free government a mighty people can thrive best,
alike as regards the things of the body and the things of the soul.
Much has been given us, and much will rightfully be expected from us. We have duties to others and duties to ourselves; and we can shirk neither.
We have become a great nation, forced by the fact of its greatness into relations with the other nations of the earth, and we must behave as beseems a
people with such responsibilities. Toward all other nations, large and small, our attitude must be one of cordial and sincere friendship. We must show not
only in our words, but in our deeds, that we are earnestly desirous of securing their good will by acting toward them in a spirit of just and generous
recognition of all their rights. But justice and generosity in a nation, as in an individual, count most when shown not by the weak but by the strong. While
ever careful to refrain from wrongdoing others, we must be no less insistent that we are not wronged ourselves. We wish peace, but we wish the peace
of justice, the peace of righteousness. We wish it because we think it is right and not because we are afraid. No weak nation that acts manfully and justly
should ever have cause to fear us, and no strong power should ever be able to single us out as a subject for insolent aggression.
Our relations with the other powers of the world are important; but still more important are our relations among ourselves. Such growth in wealth, in
population, and in power as this nation has seen during the century and a quarter of its national life is inevitably accompanied by a like growth in the
problems which are ever before every nation that rises to greatness. Power invariably means both responsibility and danger. Our forefathers faced
certain perils which we have outgrown. We now face other perils, the very existence of which it was impossible that they should foresee. Modern life is
both complex and intense, and the tremendous changes wrought by the extraordinary industrial development of the last half century are felt in every fiber
of our social and political being. Never before have men tried so vast and formidable an experiment as that of administering the affairs of a continent
under the forms of a Democratic republic. The conditions which have told for our marvelous material well-being, which have developed to a very high
degree our energy, self-reliance, and individual initiative, have also brought the care and anxiety inseparable from the accumulation of great wealth in
industrial centers. Upon the success of our experiment much depends, not only as regards our own welfare, but as regards the welfare of mankind. If we
fail, the cause of free self-government throughout the world will rock to its foundations, and therefore our responsibility is heavy, to ourselves, to the world
as it is to-day, and to the generations yet unborn. There is no good reason why we should fear the future, but there is every reason why we should face it
seriously, neither hiding from ourselves the gravity of the problems before us nor fearing to approach these problems with the unbending, unflinching
purpose to solve them aright.
Yet, after all, though the problems are new, though the tasks set before us differ from the tasks set before our fathers who founded and preserved this
Republic, the spirit in which these tasks must be undertaken and these problems faced, if our duty is to be well done, remains essentially unchanged. We
know that self-government is difficult. We know that no people needs such high traits of character as that people which seeks to govern its affairs aright
through the freely expressed will of the freemen who compose it. But we have faith that we shall not prove false to the memories of the men of the mighty
past. They did their work, they left us the splendid heritage we now enjoy. We in our turn have an assured confidence that we shall be able to leave this
heritage unwasted and enlarged to our children and our children's children. To do so we must show, not merely in great crises, but in the everyday affairs
of life, the qualities of practical intelligence, of courage, of hardihood, and endurance, and above all the power of devotion to a lofty ideal, which made
great the men who founded this Republic in the days of Washington, which made great the men who preserved this Republic in the days of Abraham
Lincoln.
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First Inaugural Address of Woodrow Wilson

TUESDAY, MARCH 4, 1913

There has been a change of government. It began two years ago, when the House of Representatives became Democratic by a decisive majority. It
has now been completed. The Senate about to assemble will also be Democratic. The offices of President and Vice-President have been put into the
hands of Democrats. What does the change mean? That is the question that is uppermost in our minds to-day. That is the question I am going to try to
answer, in order, if I may, to interpret the occasion.
It means much more than the mere success of a party. The success of a party means little except when the Nation is using that party for a large and
definite purpose. No one can mistake the purpose for which the Nation now seeks to use the Democratic Party. It seeks to use it to interpret a change in
its own plans and point of view. Some old things with which we had grown familiar, and which had begun to creep into the very habit of our thought and of
our lives, have altered their aspect as we have latterly looked critically upon them, with fresh, awakened eyes; have dropped their disguises and shown
themselves alien and sinister. Some new things, as we look frankly upon them, willing to comprehend their real character, have come to assume the
aspect of things long believed in and familiar, stuff of our own convictions. We have been refreshed by a new insight into our own life.
We see that in many things that life is very great. It is incomparably great in its material aspects, in its body of wealth, in the diversity and sweep of
its energy, in the industries which have been conceived and built up by the genius of individual men and the limitless enterprise of groups of men. It is
great, also, very great, in its moral force. Nowhere else in the world have noble men and women exhibited in more striking forms the beauty and the
energy of sympathy and helpfulness and counsel in their efforts to rectify wrong, alleviate suffering, and set the weak in the way of strength and hope. We
have built up, moreover, a great system of government, which has stood through a long age as in many respects a model for those who seek to set liberty
upon foundations that will endure against fortuitous change, against storm and accident. Our life contains every great thing, and contains it in rich
abundance.
But the evil has come with the good, and much fine gold has been corroded. With riches has come inexcusable waste. We have squandered a great
part of what we might have used, and have not stopped to conserve the exceeding bounty of nature, without which our genius for enterprise would have
been worthless and impotent, scorning to be careful, shamefully prodigal as well as admirably efficient. We have been proud of our industrial
achievements, but we have not hitherto stopped thoughtfully enough to count the human cost, the cost of lives snuffed out, of energies overtaxed and
broken, the fearful physical and spiritual cost to the men and women and children upon whom the dead weight and burden of it all has fallen pitilessly the
years through. The groans and agony of it all had not yet reached our ears, the solemn, moving undertone of our life, coming up out of the mines and
factories, and out of every home where the struggle had its intimate and familiar seat. With the great Government went many deep secret things which we
too long delayed to look into and scrutinize with candid, fearless eyes. The great Government we loved has too often been made use of for private and
selfish purposes, and those who used it had forgotten the people.
At last a vision has been vouchsafed us of our life as a whole. We see the bad with the good, the debased and decadent with the sound and vital.
With this vision we approach new affairs. Our duty is to cleanse, to reconsider, to restore, to correct the evil without impairing the good, to purify and
humanize every process of our common life without weakening or sentimentalizing it. There has been something crude and heartless and unfeeling in our
haste to succeed and be great. Our thought has been "Let every man look out for himself, let every generation look out for itself," while we reared giant
machinery which made it impossible that any but those who stood at the levers of control should have a chance to look out for themselves. We had not
forgotten our morals. We remembered well enough that we had set up a policy which was meant to serve the humblest as well as the most powerful, with
an eye single to the standards of justice and fair play, and remembered it with pride. But we were very heedless and in a hurry to be great.
We have come now to the sober second thought. The scales of heedlessness have fallen from our eyes. We have made up our minds to square
every process of our national life again with the standards we so proudly set up at the beginning and have always carried at our hearts. Our work is a
work of restoration.
We have itemized with some degree of particularity the things that ought to be altered and here are some of the chief items: A tariff which cuts us off
from our proper part in the commerce of the world, violates the just principles of taxation, and makes the Government a facile instrument in the hand of
private interests; a banking and currency system based upon the necessity of the Government to sell its bonds fifty years ago and perfectly adapted to
concentrating cash and restricting credits; an industrial system which, take it on all its sides, financial as well as administrative, holds capital in leading
strings, restricts the liberties and limits the opportunities of labor, and exploits without renewing or conserving the natural resources of the country; a body
of agricultural activities never yet given the efficiency of great business undertakings or served as it should be through the instrumentality of science
taken directly to the farm, or afforded the facilities of credit best suited to its practical needs; watercourses undeveloped, waste places unreclaimed,
forests untended, fast disappearing without plan or prospect of renewal, unregarded waste heaps at every mine. We have studied as perhaps no other
nation has the most effective means of production, but we have not studied cost or economy as we should either as organizers of industry, as statesmen,
or as individuals.
Nor have we studied and perfected the means by which government may be put at the service of humanity, in safeguarding the health of the Nation,
the health of its men and its women and its children, as well as their rights in the struggle for existence. This is no sentimental duty. The firm basis of
government is justice, not pity. These are matters of justice. There can be no equality or opportunity, the first essential of justice in the body politic, if men
and women and children be not shielded in their lives, their very vitality, from the consequences of great industrial and social processes which they can
not alter, control, or singly cope with. Society must see to it that it does not itself crush or weaken or damage its own constituent parts. The first duty of
law is to keep sound the society it serves. Sanitary laws, pure food laws, and laws determining conditions of labor which individuals are powerless to
determine for themselves are intimate parts of the very business of justice and legal efficiency.
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These are some of the things we ought to do, and not leave the others undone, the old-fashioned, never-to-be-neglected, fundamental safeguarding of
property and of individual right. This is the high enterprise of the new day: To lift everything that concerns our life as a Nation to the light that shines from
the hearthfire of every man's conscience and vision of the right. It is inconceivable that we should do this as partisans; it is inconceivable we should do it
in ignorance of the facts as they are or in blind haste. We shall restore, not destroy. We shall deal with our economic system as it is and as it may be
modified, not as it might be if we had a clean sheet of paper to write upon; and step by step we shall make it what it should be, in the spirit of those who
question their own wisdom and seek counsel and knowledge, not shallow self-satisfaction or the excitement of excursions whither they can not tell.
Justice, and only justice, shall always be our motto.
And yet it will be no cool process of mere science. The Nation has been deeply stirred, stirred by a solemn passion, stirred by the knowledge of
wrong, of ideals lost, of government too often debauched and made an instrument of evil. The feelings with which we face this new age of right and
opportunity sweep across our heartstrings like some air out of God's own presence, where justice and mercy are reconciled and the judge and the brother
are one. We know our task to be no mere task of politics but a task which shall search us through and through, whether we be able to understand our time
and the need of our people, whether we be indeed their spokesmen and interpreters, whether we have the pure heart to comprehend and the rectified will
to choose our high course of action.
This is not a day of triumph; it is a day of dedication. Here muster, not the forces of party, but the forces of humanity. Men's hearts wait upon us;
men's lives hang in the balance; men's hopes call upon us to say what we will do. Who shall live up to the great trust? Who dares fail to try? I summon all
honest men, all patriotic, all forward-looking men, to my side. God helping me, I will not fail them, if they will but counsel and sustain me!
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• Woodrow Wilson
Address to a Joint Session of Congress on Tariff Reform
April 8, 1913
Mr. Speaker, Mr. President, Gentlemen of the Congress:
I am very glad indeed to have this opportunity to address the two Houses directly and to verify for myself the impression that the
President of the United States is a person, not a mere department of the Government hailing Congress from some isolated island
of jealous power, sending messages, not speaking naturally and with his own voice—that he is a human being trying to
cooperate with other human beings in a common service. After this pleasant experience I shall feel quite normal in all our dealings
with one another.
I have called the Congress together in extraordinary session because a duty was laid upon the party now in power at the recent
elections which it ought to perform promptly, in order that the burden carried by the people under existing law may be lightened
as soon as possible and in order, also, that the business interests of the country may not be kept too long in suspense as to what
the fiscal changes are to be to which they will be required to adjust themselves. It is clear to the whole country that the tariff
duties must be altered. They must be changed to meet the radical alteration in the conditions of our economic life which the
country has witnessed within the last generation. While the whole face and method of our industrial and commercial life were
being changed beyond recognition the tariff schedules have remained what they were before the change began, or have moved
in the direction they were given when no large circumstance of our industrial development was what it is to-day. Our task is to
square them with the actual facts. The sooner that is done the sooner we shall escape from suffering from the facts and the
sooner our men of business will be free to thrive by the law of nature (the nature of free business) instead of by the law of
legislation and artificial arrangement.
We have seen tariff legislation wander very far afield in our day—very far indeed from the field in which our prosperity might have
had a normal growth and stimulation. No one who looks the facts squarely in the face or knows anything that lies beneath the
surface of action can fail to perceive the principles upon which recent tariff legislation has been based. We long ago passed
beyond the modest notion of "protecting" the industries of the country and moved boldly forward to the idea that they were
entitled to the direct patronage of the Government. For a long time—a time so long that the men now active in public policy hardly
remember the conditions that preceded it—we have sought in our tariff schedules to give each group of manufacturers or
producers what they themselves thought that they needed in order to maintain a practically exclusive market as against the rest
of the world. Consciously or unconsciously, we have built up a set of privileges and exemptions from competition behind which it
was easy by any, even the crudest, forms of combination to organize monopoly; until at last nothing is normal, nothing is obliged
to stand the tests of efficiency and economy, in our world of big business, but everything thrives by concerted arrangement. Only
new principles of action will save us from a final hard crystallization of monopoly and a complete loss of the influences that
quicken enterprise and keep independent energy alive.
It is plain what those principles must be. We must abolish everything that bears even the semblance of privilege or of any kind of
artificial advantage, and put our business men and producers under the stimulation of a constant necessity to be efficient,
economical, and enterprising, masters of competitive supremacy, better workers and merchants than any in the world. Aside from
the duties laid upon articles which we do not, and probably cannot, produce, therefore, and the duties laid upon luxuries and
merely for the sake of the revenues they yield, the object of the tariff duties henceforth laid must be effective competition, the
whetting of American wits by contest with the wits of the rest of the world.
It would be unwise to move toward this end headlong, with reckless haste, or with strokes that cut at the very roots of what has
grown up amongst us by long process and at our own invitation. It does not alter a thing to upset it and break it and deprive it of a
chance to change. It destroys it. We must make changes in our fiscal laws, in our fiscal system, whose object is development, a
more free and wholesome development, not revolution or upset or confusion. We must build up trade, especially foreign trade.
We need the outlet and the enlarged field of energy more than we ever did before. We must build up industry as well, and must
adopt freedom in the place of artificial stimulation only so far as it will build, not pull down. In dealing with the tariff the method by
which this may be done will be a matter of judgment, exercised item by item. To some not accustomed to the excitements and
responsibilities of greater freedom our methods may in some respects and at some points seem heroic, but remedies may be
heroic and yet be remedies. It is our business to make sure that they are genuine remedies. Our object is clear. If our motive is
above just challenge and only an occasional error of judgment is chargeable against us, we shall be fortunate.
We are called upon to render the country a great service in more matters than one. Our responsibility should be met and our
methods should be thorough, as thorough as moderate and well considered, based upon the facts as they are, and not worked
out as if we were beginners. We are to deal with the facts of our own day, with the facts of no other, and to make laws which
square with those facts. It is best, indeed it is necessary, to begin with the tariff. I will urge nothing upon you now at the opening
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of your session which can obscure that first object or divert our energies from that clearly defined duty. At a later time I may take
the liberty of calling your attention to reforms which should press close upon the heels of the tariff changes, if not accompany
them, of which the chief is the reform of our banking and currency laws; but just now I refrain. For the present, I put these matters
on one side and think only of this one thing—of the changes in our fiscal system which may best serve to open once more the
free channels of prosperity to a great people whom we would serve to the utmost and throughout both rank and file.
I thank you for your courtesy.
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• Woodrow Wilson
Address to a Joint Session of Congress Requesting a Declaration of War Against Germany
April 2, 1917
GENTLEMEN OF THE CONGRESS:
I have called the Congress into extraordinary session because there are serious, very serious, choices of policy to be made, and
made immediately, which it was neither right nor constitutionally permissible that I should assume the responsibility of making.
On the third of February last I officially laid before you the extraordinary announcement of the Imperial German Government that
on and after the first day of February it was its purpose to put aside all restraints of law or of humanity and use its submarines to
sink every vessel that sought to approach either the ports of Great Britain and Ireland or the western coasts of Europe or any of
the ports controlled by the enemies of Germany within the Mediterranean. That had seemed to be the object of the German
submarine warfare earlier in the war, but since April of last year the Imperial Government had somewhat restrained the
commanders of its undersea craft in conformity with its promise then given to us that passenger boats should not be sunk and
that due warning would be given to all other vessels which its submarines might seek to destroy when no resistance was offered
or escape attempted, and care taken that their crews were given at least a fair chance to save their lives in their open boats. The
precautions taken were meager and haphazard enough, as was proved in distressing instance after instance in the progress of
the cruel and unmanly business, but a certain degree of restraint was observed. The new policy has swept every restriction
aside. Vessels of every kind, whatever their flag, their character, their cargo, their destination, their errand, have been ruthlessly
sent to the bottom: without warning and without thought of help or mercy for those on board, the vessels of friendly neutrals along
with those of belligerents. Even hospital ships and ships carrying relief to the sorely bereaved and stricken people of Belgium,
though the latter were provided with safe conduct through the proscribed areas by the German Government itself and were
distinguished by unmistakable marks of identity, have been sunk with the same reckless lack of compassion or of principle.
I was for a little while unable to believe that such things would in fact be done by any government that had hitherto subscribed to
the humane practices of civilized nations. International law had its origin in the attempt to set up some law which would be
respected and observed upon the seas, where no nation had right of dominion and where lay the free highways of the world....
This minimum of right the German Government has swept aside under the plea of retaliation and necessity and because it had no
weapons which it could use at sea except these which it is impossible to employ as it is employing them without throwing to the
winds all scruples of humanity or of respect for the understandings that were supposed to underlie the intercourse of the world. I
am not now thinking of the loss of property involved, immense and serious as that is, but only of the wanton and wholesale
destruction of the lives of noncombatants, men, women, and children, engaged in pursuits which have always, even in the
darkest periods of modern history, been deemed innocent and legitimate. Property can be paid for; the lives of peaceful and
innocent people cannot be. The present German submarine warfare against commerce is a warfare against mankind.
It is a war against all nations. American ships have been sunk, American lives taken, in ways which it has stirred us very deeply
to learn of, but the ships and people of other neutral and friendly nations have been sunk and overwhelmed in the waters in the
same way. There has been no discrimination. The challenge is to all mankind. Each nation must decide for itself how it will meet
it. The choice we make for ourselves must be made with a moderation of counsel and a temperateness of judgment befitting our
character and our motives as a nation. We must put excited feeling away. Our motive will not be revenge or the victorious
assertion of the physical might of the nation, but only the vindication of right, of human right, of which we are only a single
champion.
When I addressed the Congress on the twenty-sixth of February last I thought that it would suffice to assert our neutral rights with
arms, our right to use the seas against unlawful interference, our right to keep our people safe against unlawful violence. But
armed neutrality, it now appears, is impracticable. Because submarines are in effect outlaws when used as the German
submarines have been used against merchant shipping, it is impossible to defend ships against their attacks as the law of nations
has assumed that merchantmen would defend themselves against privateers or cruisers, visible craft giving chase upon the open
sea. It is common prudence in such circumstances, grim necessity indeed, to endeavor to destroy them before they have shown
their own intention. They must be dealt with upon sight, if dealt with at all. The German Government denies the right of neutrals
to use arms at all within the areas of the sea which it has proscribed, even in the defense of rights which no modern publicist has
ever before questioned their right to defend. The intimation is conveyed that the armed guards which we have placed on our
merchant ships will be treated as beyond the pale of law and subject to be dealt with as pirates would be. Armed neutrality is
ineffectual enough at best; in such circumstances and in the face of such pretensions it is worse than ineffectual: it is likely only
to produce what it was meant to prevent; it is practically certain to draw us into the war without either the rights or the
effectiveness of belligerents. There is one choice we cannot make, we are incapable of making: we will not choose the path of
submission and suffer the most sacred rights of our Nation and our people to be ignored or violated. The wrongs against which
we now array ourselves are no common wrongs; they cut to the very roots of human life.
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With a profound sense of the solemn and even tragical character of the step I am taking and of the grave responsibilities which it
involves, but in unhesitating obedience to what I deem my constitutional duty, I advise that the Congress declare the recent
course of the Imperial German Government to be in fact nothing less than war against the government and people of the United
States; that it formally accept the status of belligerent which has thus been thrust upon it, and that it take immediate steps not
only to put the country in a more thorough state of defense but also to exert all its power and employ all its resources to bring the
Government of the German Empire to terms and end the war.
What this will involve is clear. It will involve the utmost practicable cooperation in counsel and action with the governments now at
war with Germany, and, as incident to that, the extension to those governments of the most liberal financial credit, in order that
our resources may so far as possible be added to theirs. It will involve the organization and mobilization of all the material
resources of the country to supply the materials of war and serve the incidental needs of the Nation in the most abundant and yet
the most economical and efficient way possible. It will involve the immediate full equipment of the navy in all respects but
particularly in supplying it with the best means of dealing with the enemy's submarines. It will involve the immediate addition to the
armed forces of the United States already provided for by law in case of war at least five hundred thousand men, who should, in
my opinion, be chosen upon the principle of universal liability to service, and also the authorization of subsequent additional
increments of equal force so soon as they may be needed and can be handled in training. It will involve also, of course, the
granting of adequate credits to the Government, sustained, I hope, so far as they can equitably be sustained by the present
generation, by well conceived taxation.
I say sustained so far as may be equitable by taxation because it seems to me that it would be most unwise to base the credits
which will now be necessary entirely on money borrowed. It is our duty, I most respectfully urge, to protect our people so far as
we may against the very serious hardships and evils which would be likely to arise out of the inflation which would be produced
by vast loans.
In carrying out the measures by which these things are to be accomplished we should keep constantly in mind the wisdom of
interfering as little as possible in our own preparation and in the equipment of our own military forces with the duty- for it will be a
very practical duty-of supplying the nations already at war with Germany with the materials which they can obtain only from us or
by our assistance. They are in the field and we should help them in every way to be effective there.
I shall take the liberty of suggesting, through the several executive departments of the Government, for the consideration of your
committees, measures for the accomplishment of the several objects I have mentioned. I hope that it will be your pleasure to deal
with them as having been framed after very careful thought by the branch of the Government upon which the responsibility of
conducting the war and safeguarding the Nation will most directly fall.
While we do these things, these deeply momentous things, let us be very clear, and make very clear to all the world what our
motives and our objects are. My own thought has not been driven from its habitual and normal course by the unhappy events of
the last two months, and I do not believe that the thought of the Nation has been altered or clouded by them. I have exactly the
same things in mind now that I had in mind when I addressed the Senate on the twenty-second of January last, the same that I
had in mind when I addressed the Congress on the third of February and on the twenty-sixth of February. Our object now, as
then, is to vindicate the principles of peace and justice in the life of the world as against selfish and autocratic power and to set
up amongst the really free and selfgoverned peoples of the world such a concert of purpose and of action as will henceforth
insure the observance of those principles Neutrality is no longer feasible or desirable where the peace of the world is involved
and the freedom of its peoples, and the menace to that peace and freedom lies in the existence of autocratic governments
backed by organized force which is controlled wholly by their will, not by the will of their people. We have seen the last of
neutrality in such circumstances. We are at the beginning of an age in which it will be insisted that the same standards of conduct
and of responsibility for wrong done shall be observed among nations and their governments that are observed among the
individual citizens of civilized states.
We have no quarrel with the German people. We have no feeling towards them but one of sympathy and friendship. It was not
upon their impulse that their government acted in entering this war. It was not with their previous knowledge or approval. It was a
war determined upon as wars used to be determined upon in the old, unhappy days when peoples were nowhere consulted by
their rulers and wars were provoked and waged in the interest of dynasties or of little groups of ambitious men who were
accustomed to use their fellow men as pawns and tools. Self-governed nations do not fill their neighbor states with spies or set
the course of intrigue to bring about some critical posture of affairs which will give them an opportunity to strike and make
conquest. Such designs can be successfully worked out only under cover and where no one has the right to ask questions.
Cunningly contrived plans of deception or aggression, carried, it may be, from generation to generation, can be worked out and
kept from the light only within the privacy of courts or behind the carefully guarded confidences of a narrow and privileged class.
They are happily impossible where public opinion commands and insists upon full information concerning all the nation's affairs.
A steadfast concert for peace can never be maintained except by a partnership of democratic nations. No autocratic government
could be trusted to keep faith within it or observe its covenants. It must be a league of honor, a partnership of opinion. Intrigue
would eat its vitals away; the plottings of inner circles who could plan what they would and render account to no one would be a
corruption seated at its very heart. Only free peonies can hold their purpose and their honor steady to a common end and prefer
the interests of mankind to any narrow interest of their own.
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Does not every American feel that assurance has been added to our hope for the future peace of the world by the wonderful and
heartening things that have been happening within the last few weeks in Russia? Russia was known by those who knew it best
to have been always in fact democratic at heart, in all the vital habits of her thought, in all the intimate relationships of her people
that spoke their natural instinct, their habitual attitude towards life. The autocracy that crowned the summit of her political
structure, long as it had stood and terrible as was the reality of its power, was not in fact Russian in origin, character, or purpose;
and now it has been shaken off and the great, generous Russian people have been added in all their naive majesty and might to
the forces that are fighting for freedom in the world, for justice, and for peace. Here is a fit partner for a League of Honor.
One of the things that has served to convince us that the Prussian, autocracy was not and could never be our friend is that from
the very outset of the present war it has filled our unsuspecting communities and even our offices of government with spies and
set criminal intrigues everywhere afoot against our national unity of counsel, our peace Within and without, our industries and our
commerce. Indeed it is now evident that its spies were here even before the war began; and it is unhappily not a matter of
conjecture but a fact proved in our courts of justice that the intrigues which have more than once come perilously near to
disturbing the peace and dislocating the industries of the country have been carried on at the instigation, with the support, and
even under the personal direction of official agents of the Imperial Government accredited to the Government of the United
States. Even in checking these things and trying to extirpate them we have sought to put the most generous interpretation
possible upon them because we knew that their source lay, not in any hostile feeling or purpose of the German people towards
us (who were, no doubt, as ignorant of them as we ourselves were), but only in the selfish designs of a Government that did what
it pleased and told its people nothing. But they have played their part in serving to convince us at last that that Government
entertains no real friendship for us and means to act against our peace and security at its convenience. That it means to stir up
enemies against us at our very doors the intercepted note to the German Minister at Mexico City is eloquent evidence.
We are accepting this challenge of hostile purpose because we know that in such a Government, following such methods, we
can never have a friend; and that in the presence of its organized power, always lying in wait to accomplish we know not what
purpose, there can be no assured security for the democratic Governments of the world. We are now about to accept gauge of
battle with this natural foe to liberty and shall, if necessary, spend the whole force of the nation to check and nullify its
pretensions and its power. We are glad, now that we see the facts with no veil of false pretense about them to fight thus for the
ultimate peace of the world and for the liberation of its peoples, the German peoples included: for the rights of nations great and
small and the privilege of men everywhere to choose their way of life and of obedience. The world must be made safe for
democracy. Its peace must be planted upon the tested foundations of political liberty. We have no selfish ends to serve. We
desire no conquest, no dominion. We seek no indemnities for ourselves, no material compensation for the sacrifices we shall
freely make. We are but one of the champions of the rights of mankind. We shall be satisfied when those rights have been made
as secure as the faith and the freedom of nations can make them.
Just because we fight without rancor and without selfish object, seeking nothing for ourselves but what we shall wish to share
with all free peoples, we shall, I feel confident, conduct our operations as belligerents without passion and ourselves observe with
proud punctilio the principles of right and of fair play we profess to be fighting for.
I have said nothing of the Governments allied with the Imperial Government of Germany because they have not made war upon
us or challenged us to defend our right and our honor. The Austro-Hungarian Government has, indeed, avowed its unqualified
endorsement and acceptance of the reckless and lawless submarine warfare adopted now without disguise by the Imperial
German Government, and it has therefore not been possible for this Government to receive Count Tarnowski, the Ambassador
recently accredited to this Government by the Imperial and Royal Government of Austria-Hungary; but that Government has not
actually engaged in warfare against citizens of the United States on the seas, and I take the liberty, for the present at least, of
postponing a discussion of our relations with the authorities at Vienna. We enter this war only where we are clearly forced into it
because there are no other means of defending our rights.
It will be all the easier for us to conduct ourselves as belligerents in a high spirit of right and fairness because we act without
animus, not in enmity towards a people or with the desire to bring any injury or disadvantage upon them, but only in armed
opposition to an irresponsible government which has thrown aside all considerations of humanity and of right and is running
amuck. We are, let me say again, the sincere friends of the German people, and shall desire nothing so much as the early
reestablishment of intimate relations of mutual advantage between us,- however hard it may be for them, for the time being, to
believe that this is spoken from our hearts. We have borne with their present Government through all these bitter months
because of that friendship,-exercising a patience and forbearance which would otherwise have been impossible. We shall,
happily, still have an opportunity to prove that friendship in our daily attitude and actions towards the millions of men and women
of German birth and native sympathy who live amongst us and share our life, and we shall be proud to prove it towards all who
are in fact loyal to their neighbors and to the Government in the hour of test. They are, most of them, as true and loyal Americans
as if they had never known any other fealty or allegiance. They will be prompt to stand with us in rebuking and restraining the few
who may be of a different mind and purpose. If there should be disloyalty, it will be dealt with with a firm hand of stern repression;
but, if it lifts its head at all, it will lift it only here and there and without countenance except from a lawless and malignant few.
It is a distressing and oppressive duty, Gentlemen of the Congress, which I have performed in thus addressing you. There are, it
may be many months of fiery trial and sacrifice ahead of us. It is a fearful thing to lead this great peaceful people into war, into the
most terrible and disastrous of all wars, civilization itself seeming to be in the balance. But the right is more precious than peace,
and we shall fight for the things which we have always carried nearest our hearts-for democracy, for the right of those who submit
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to authority to have a voice in their own Governments, for the rights and liberties of small nations, for a universal dominion of right
by such a concert of free peoples as shall bring peace and safety to all nations and make the world itself at last free. To such a
task we can dedicate our Eves and our fortunes, every thing that we are and everything that we have, with the pride of those who
know that the day has come when America is privileged to spend her blood and her might for the principles that gave her birth
and happiness and the peace which she has treasured. God helping her, she can do no other.
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• Woodrow Wilson
Address to a Joint Session of Congress on the Conditions of Peace
January 8, 1918
Gentlemen of the Congress:
Once more, as repeatedly before, the spokesmen of the Central Empires have indicated their desire to discuss the objects of the
war and the possible bases of a general peace. Parleys have been in progress at Brest-Litovsk between Russian representatives
and representatives of the Central Powers to which the attention of all the belligerents has been invited for the purpose of
ascertaining whether it may be possible to extend these parleys into a general conference with regard to terms of peace and
settlement. The Russian representatives presented not only a perfectly definite statement of the principles upon which they
would be willing to conclude peace but also an equally definite program of the concrete application of those principles. The
representatives of the Central Powers, on their part, presented an outline of settlement which, if much less definite, seemed
susceptible of liberal interpretation until their specific program of practical terms was added. That program proposed no
concessions at all either to the sovereignty of Russia or to the preferences of the populations with whose fortunes it dealt, but
meant, in a word, that the Central Empires were to keep every foot of territory their armed forces had occupied,—every province,
every city, every point of vantage,—as a permanent addition to their territories and their power. It is a reasonable conjecture that
the general principles of settlement which they at first suggested originated with the more liberal statesmen of Germany and
Austria, the men who have begun to feel the force of their own peoples' thought and purpose, while the concrete terms of actual
settlement came from the military leaders who have no thought but to keep what they have got. The negotiations have been
broken off. The Russian representatives were sincere and in earnest. They cannot entertain such proposals of conquest and
domination.
The whole incident is full of significance. It is also full of perplexity. With whom are the Russian representatives dealing? For
whom are the representatives of the Central Empires speaking? Are they speaking for the majorities of their respective
parliaments or for the minority parties, that military and imperialistic minority which has so far dominated their whole policy and
controlled the affairs of Turkey and of the Balkan states which have felt obliged to become their associates in this war? The
Russian representatives have insisted, very justly, very wisely, and in the true spirit of modern democracy, that the conferences
they have been holding with the Teutonic and Turkish statesmen should be held within open, not closed, doors, and all the world
has been audience, as was desired. To whom have we been listening, then? To those who speak the spirit and intention of the
Resolutions of the German Reichstag of the ninth of July last, the spirit and intention of the liberal leaders and parties of
Germany, or to those who resist and defy that spirit and intention and insist upon conquest and subjugation? Or are we listening,
in fact, to both, unreconciled and in open and hopeless contradiction? These are very serious and pregnant questions. Upon the
answer to them depends the peace of the world.
But, whatever the results of the parleys at Brest-Litovsk, whatever the confusions of counsel and of purpose in the utterances of
the spokesmen of the Central Empires, they have again attempted to acquaint the world with their objects in the war and have
again challenged their adversaries to say what their objects are and what sort of settlement they would deem just and
satisfactory. There is no good reason why that challenge should not be responded to, and responded to with the utmost candor.
We did not wait for it. Not once, but again and again, we have laid our whole thought and purpose before the world, not in
general terms only, but each time with sufficient definition to make it clear what sort of definitive terms of settlement must
necessarily spring out of them. Within the last week Mr. Lloyd George has spoken with admirable candor and in admirable spirit
for the people and Government of Great Britain. There is no confusion of counsel among the adversaries of the Central Powers,
no uncertainty of principle, no vagueness of detail. The only secrecy of counsel, the only lack of fearless frankness, the only
failure to make definite statement of the objects of the war, lies with Germany and her Allies. The issues of life and death hang
upon these definitions. No statesman who has the least conception of his responsibility ought for a moment to permit himself to
continue this tragical and appalling outpouring of blood and treasure unless he is sure beyond a peradventure that the objects of
the vital sacrifice are part and parcel of the very life of society and that the people for whom he speaks think them right and
imperative as he does.
There is, moreover, a voice calling for these definitions of principle and of purpose which is, it seems to me, more thrilling and
more compelling than any of the many moving voices with which the troubled air of the world is filled. It is the voice of the Russian
people. They are prostrate and all but helpless, it would seem, before the grim power of Germany, which has hitherto known no
relenting and no pity. Their power, apparently, is shattered. And yet their soul is not subservient. They will not yield either in
principle or in action. Their conception of what is right, of what it is humane and honorable for them to accept, has been stated
with a frankness, a largeness of view, a generosity of spirit, and a universal human sympathy which must challenge the
admiration of every friend of mankind; and they have refused to compound their ideals or desert others that they themselves may
be safe. They call to us to say what it is that we desire, in what, if in anything, our purpose and our spirit differ from theirs; and I
believe that the people of the United States would wish me to respond, with utter simplicity and frankness. Whether their present
leaders believe it or not, it is our heartfelt desire and hope that some way may be opened whereby we may be privileged to assist
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the people of Russia to attain their utmost hope of liberty and ordered peace.
It will be our wish and purpose that the processes of peace, when they are begun, shall be absolutely open and that they shall
involve and permit henceforth no secret understandings of any kind. The day of conquest and aggrandizement is gone by; so is
also the day of secret covenants entered into in the interest of particular governments and likely at some unlooked-for moment to
upset the peace of the world. It is this happy fact, now clear to the view of every public man whose thoughts do not still linger in
an age that is dead and gone, which makes it possible for every nation whose purposes are consistent with justice and the peace
of the world to avow now or at any other time the objects it has in view.
We entered this war because violations of right had occurred which touched us to the quick and made the life of our own people
impossible unless they were corrected and the world secured once for all against their recurrence. What we demand in this war,
therefore, is nothing peculiar to ourselves. It is that the world be made fit and safe to live in; and particularly that it be made safe
for every peace-loving nation which, like our own, wishes to live its own life, determine its own institutions, be assured of justice
and fair dealing by the other peoples of the world as against force and selfish aggression. All the peoples of the world are in
effect partners in this interest, and for our own part we see very clearly that unless justice be done to others it will not be done to
us. The program of the world's peace, therefore, is our program; and that program, the only possible program, as we see it, is
this:
I. Open covenants of peace, openly arrived at, after which there shall be no private international understandings of any kind, but
diplomacy shall proceed always frankly and in the public view.
II. Absolute freedom of navigation upon the seas, outside territorial waters, alike in peace and in war, except as the seas may be
closed in whole or in part by international action for the enforcement of international covenants.
III. The removal, so far as possible, of all economic barriers and the establishment of an equality of trade conditions among all the
nations consenting to the peace and associating themselves for its maintenance.
IV. Adequate guarantees given and taken that national armaments will be reduced to the lowest point consistent with domestic
safety.
V. A free, open-minded, and absolutely impartial adjustment of all colonial claims, based upon a strict observance of the principle
that in determining all such questions of sovereignty the interests of the populations concerned must have equal weight with the
equitable claims of the government whose title is to be determined.
VI. The evacuation of all Russian territory and such a settlement of all questions affecting Russia as will secure the best and
freest coöperation of the other nations of the world in obtaining for her an unhampered and unembarrassed opportunity for the
independent determination of her own political development and national policy and assure her of a sincere welcome into the
society of free nations under institutions of her own choosing; and, more than a welcome, assistance also of every kind that she
may need and may herself desire. The treatment accorded Russia by her sister nations in the months to come will be the acid
test of their good will, of their comprehension of her needs as distinguished from their own interests, and of their intelligent and
unselfish sympathy.
VII. Belgium, the whole world will agree, must be evacuated and restored, without any attempt to limit the sovereignty which she
enjoys in common with all other free nations. No other single act will serve as this will serve to restore confidence among the
nations in the laws which they have themselves set and determined for the government of their relations with one another.
Without this healing act the whole structure and validity of international law is forever impaired.
VIII. All French territory should be freed and the invaded portions restored, and the wrong done to France by Prussia in 1871 in
the matter of Alsace-Lorraine, which has unsettled the peace of the world for nearly fifty years, should be righted, in order that
peace may once more be made secure in the interest of all.
IX. A readjustment of the frontiers of Italy should be effected along clearly recognizable lines of nationality.
X. The peoples of Austria-Hungary, whose place among the nations we wish to see safeguarded and assured, should be
accorded the freest opportunity of autonomous development.
XI. Rumania, Serbia, and Montenegro should be evacuated; occupied territories restored; Serbia accorded free and secure
access to the sea; and the relations of the several Balkan states to one another determined by friendly counsel along historically
established lines of allegiance and nationality; and international guarantees of the political and economic independence and
territorial integrity of the several Balkan states should be entered into.
XII. The Turkish portions of the present Ottoman Empire should be assured a secure sovereignty, but the other nationalities
which are now under Turkish rule should be assured an undoubted security of life and an absolutely unmolested opportunity of
autonomous development and the Dardanelles should be permanently opened as a free passage to the ships and commerce of
all nations under international guarantees.
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XIII. An independent Polish state should be erected which should include the territories inhabited by indisputably Polish
populations, which should be assured a free and secure access to the sea, and whose political and economic independence and
territorial integrity should be guaranteed by international covenant.
XIV. A general association of nations must be formed under specific covenants for the purpose of affording mutual guarantees of
political independence and territorial integrity to great and small states alike.
In regard to these essential rectifications of wrong and assertions of right we feel ourselves to be intimate partners of all the
governments and peoples associated together against the Imperialists. We cannot be separated in interest or divided in purpose.
We stand together until the end.
For such arrangements and covenants we are willing to fight and to continue to fight until they are achieved; but only because we
wish the right to prevail and desire a just and stable peace such as can be secured only by removing the chief provocations to
war, which this program does remove. We have no jealousy of German greatness, and there is nothing in this program that
impairs it. We grudge her no achievement or distinction of learning or of pacific enterprise such as have made her record very
bright and very enviable. We do not wish to injure her or to block in any way her legitimate influence or power. We do not wish to
fight her either with arms or with hostile arrangements of trade if she is willing to associate herself with us and the other peaceloving nations of the world in covenants of justice and law and fair dealing. We wish her only to accept a place of equality among
the peoples of the world,—the new world in which we now live,—instead of a place of mastery.
Neither do we presume to suggest to her any alteration or modification of her institutions. But it is necessary, we must frankly
say, and necessary as a preliminary to any intelligent dealings with her on our part, that we should know whom her spokesmen
speak for when they speak to us, whether for the Reichstag majority or for the military party and the men whose creed is imperial
domination.
We have spoken now, surely, in terms too concrete to admit of any further doubt or question. An evident principle runs through
the whole program I have outlined. It is the principle of justice to all peoples and nationalities, and their right to live on equal terms
of liberty and safety with one another, whether they be strong or weak. Unless this principle be made its foundation no part of the
structure of international justice can stand. The people of the United States could act upon no other principle; and to the
vindication of this principle they are ready to devote their lives, their honor, and everything that they possess. The moral climax of
this the culminating and final war for human liberty has come, and they are ready to put their own strength, their own highest
purpose, their own integrity and devotion to the test.
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Inaugural Address of Herbert Hoover

MONDAY, MARCH 4, 1929

My Countrymen:
This occasion is not alone the administration of the most sacred oath which can be assumed by an American citizen. It is a dedication and
consecration under God to the highest office in service of our people. I assume this trust in the humility of knowledge that only through the guidance of
Almighty Providence can I hope to discharge its ever-increasing burdens.
It is in keeping with tradition throughout our history that I should express simply and directly the opinions which I hold concerning some of the matters
of present importance.
OUR PROGRESS
If we survey the situation of our Nation both at home and abroad, we find many satisfactions; we find some causes for concern. We have emerged
from the losses of the Great War and the reconstruction following it with increased virility and strength. From this strength we have contributed to the
recovery and progress of the world. What America has done has given renewed hope and courage to all who have faith in government by the people. In
the large view, we have reached a higher degree of comfort and security than ever existed before in the history of the world. Through liberation from
widespread poverty we have reached a higher degree of individual freedom than ever before. The devotion to and concern for our institutions are deep
and sincere. We are steadily building a new race--a new civilization great in its own attainments. The influence and high purposes of our Nation are
respected among the peoples of the world. We aspire to distinction in the world, but to a distinction based upon confidence in our sense of justice as well
as our accomplishments within our own borders and in our own lives. For wise guidance in this great period of recovery the Nation is deeply indebted to
Calvin Coolidge.
But all this majestic advance should not obscure the constant dangers from which self-government must be safeguarded. The strong man must at all
times be alert to the attack of insidious disease.
THE FAILURE OF OUR SYSTEM OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE
The most malign of all these dangers today is disregard and disobedience of law. Crime is increasing. Confidence in rigid and speedy justice is
decreasing. I am not prepared to believe that this indicates any decay in the moral fiber of the American people. I am not prepared to believe that it
indicates an impotence of the Federal Government to enforce its laws.
It is only in part due to the additional burdens imposed upon our judicial system by the eighteenth amendment. The problem is much wider than that.
Many influences had increasingly complicated and weakened our law enforcement organization long before the adoption of the eighteenth amendment.
To reestablish the vigor and effectiveness of law enforcement we must critically consider the entire Federal machinery of justice, the redistribution of
its functions, the simplification of its procedure, the provision of additional special tribunals, the better selection of juries, and the more effective
organization of our agencies of investigation and prosecution that justice may be sure and that it may be swift. While the authority of the Federal
Government extends to but part of our vast system of national, State, and local justice, yet the standards which the Federal Government establishes have
the most profound influence upon the whole structure.
We are fortunate in the ability and integrity of our Federal judges and attorneys. But the system which these officers are called upon to administer is
in many respects ill adapted to present-day conditions. Its intricate and involved rules of procedure have become the refuge of both big and little criminals.
There is a belief abroad that by invoking technicalities, subterfuge, and delay, the ends of justice may be thwarted by those who can pay the cost.
Reform, reorganization and strengthening of our whole judicial and enforcement system, both in civil and criminal sides, have been advocated for
years by statesmen, judges, and bar associations. First steps toward that end should not longer be delayed. Rigid and expeditious justice is the first
safeguard of freedom, the basis of all ordered liberty, the vital force of progress. It must not come to be in our Republic that it can be defeated by the
indifference of the citizen, by exploitation of the delays and entanglements of the law, or by combinations of criminals. Justice must not fail because the
agencies of enforcement are either delinquent or inefficiently organized. To consider these evils, to find their remedy, is the most sore necessity of our
times.
ENFORCEMENT OF THE EIGHTEENTH AMENDMENT
Of the undoubted abuses which have grown up under the eighteenth amendment, part are due to the causes I have just mentioned; but part are due to
the failure of some States to accept their share of responsibility for concurrent enforcement and to the failure of many State and local officials to accept
the obligation under their oath of office zealously to enforce the laws. With the failures from these many causes has come a dangerous expansion in the
criminal elements who have found enlarged opportunities in dealing in illegal liquor.
But a large responsibility rests directly upon our citizens. There would be little traffic in illegal liquor if only criminals patronized it. We must awake to
the fact that this patronage from large numbers of law-abiding citizens is supplying the rewards and stimulating crime.
I have been selected by you to execute and enforce the laws of the country. I propose to do so to the extent of my own abilities, but the measure of
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success that the Government shall attain will depend upon the moral support which you, as citizens, extend. The duty of citizens to support the laws of the
land is coequal with the duty of their Government to enforce the laws which exist. No greater national service can be given by men and women of good
will--who, I know, are not unmindful of the responsibilities of citizenship--than that they should, by their example, assist in stamping out crime and outlawry
by refusing participation in and condemning all transactions with illegal liquor. Our whole system of self-government will crumble either if officials elect
what laws they will enforce or citizens elect what laws they will support. The worst evil of disregard for some law is that it destroys respect for all law. For
our citizens to patronize the violation of a particular law on the ground that they are opposed to it is destructive of the very basis of all that protection of
life, of homes and property which they rightly claim under other laws. If citizens do not like a law, their duty as honest men and women is to discourage its
violation; their right is openly to work for its repeal.
To those of criminal mind there can be no appeal but vigorous enforcement of the law. Fortunately they are but a small percentage of our people.
Their activities must be stopped.
A NATIONAL INVESTIGATION
I propose to appoint a national commission for a searching investigation of the whole structure of our Federal system of jurisprudence, to include the
method of enforcement of the eighteenth amendment and the causes of abuse under it. Its purpose will be to make such recommendations for
reorganization of the administration of Federal laws and court procedure as may be found desirable. In the meantime it is essential that a large part of the
enforcement activities be transferred from the Treasury Department to the Department of Justice as a beginning of more effective organization.
THE RELATION OF GOVERNMENT TO BUSINESS
The election has again confirmed the determination of the American people that regulation of private enterprise and not Government ownership or
operation is the course rightly to be pursued in our relation to business. In recent years we have established a differentiation in the whole method of
business regulation between the industries which produce and distribute commodities on the one hand and public utilities on the other. In the former, our
laws insist upon effective competition; in the latter, because we substantially confer a monopoly by limiting competition, we must regulate their services
and rates. The rigid enforcement of the laws applicable to both groups is the very base of equal opportunity and freedom from domination for all our
people, and it is just as essential for the stability and prosperity of business itself as for the protection of the public at large. Such regulation should be
extended by the Federal Government within the limitations of the Constitution and only when the individual States are without power to protect their
citizens through their own authority. On the other hand, we should be fearless when the authority rests only in the Federal Government.
COOPERATION BY THE GOVERNMENT
The larger purpose of our economic thought should be to establish more firmly stability and security of business and employment and thereby remove
poverty still further from our borders. Our people have in recent years developed a new-found capacity for cooperation among themselves to effect high
purposes in public welfare. It is an advance toward the highest conception of self- government. Self-government does not and should not imply the use of
political agencies alone. Progress is born of cooperation in the community--not from governmental restraints. The Government should assist and
encourage these movements of collective self- help by itself cooperating with them. Business has by cooperation made great progress in the
advancement of service, in stability, in regularity of employment and in the correction of its own abuses. Such progress, however, can continue only so
long as business manifests its respect for law.
There is an equally important field of cooperation by the Federal Government with the multitude of agencies, State, municipal and private, in the
systematic development of those processes which directly affect public health, recreation, education, and the home. We have need further to perfect the
means by which Government can be adapted to human service.
EDUCATION
Although education is primarily a responsibility of the States and local communities, and rightly so, yet the Nation as a whole is vitally concerned in its
development everywhere to the highest standards and to complete universality. Self-government can succeed only through an instructed electorate. Our
objective is not simply to overcome illiteracy. The Nation has marched far beyond that. The more complex the problems of the Nation become, the greater
is the need for more and more advanced instruction. Moreover, as our numbers increase and as our life expands with science and invention, we must
discover more and more leaders for every walk of life. We can not hope to succeed in directing this increasingly complex civilization unless we can draw
all the talent of leadership from the whole people. One civilization after another has been wrecked upon the attempt to secure sufficient leadership from a
single group or class. If we would prevent the growth of class distinctions and would constantly refresh our leadership with the ideals of our people, we
must draw constantly from the general mass. The full opportunity for every boy and girl to rise through the selective processes of education can alone
secure to us this leadership.
PUBLIC HEALTH
In public health the discoveries of science have opened a new era. Many sections of our country and many groups of our citizens suffer from
diseases the eradication of which are mere matters of administration and moderate expenditure. Public health service should be as fully organized and as
universally incorporated into our governmental system as is public education. The returns are a thousand fold in economic benefits, and infinitely more in
reduction of suffering and promotion of human happiness.
WORLD PEACE
The United States fully accepts the profound truth that our own progress, prosperity, and peace are interlocked with the progress, prosperity, and
peace of all humanity. The whole world is at peace. The dangers to a continuation of this peace to-day are largely the fear and suspicion which still haunt
the world. No suspicion or fear can be rightly directed toward our country.
Those who have a true understanding of America know that we have no desire for territorial expansion, for economic or other domination of other
peoples. Such purposes are repugnant to our ideals of human freedom. Our form of government is ill adapted to the responsibilities which inevitably follow
permanent limitation of the independence of other peoples. Superficial observers seem to find no destiny for our abounding increase in population, in
wealth and power except that of imperialism. They fail to see that the American people are engrossed in the building for themselves of a new economic
system, a new social system, a new political system all of which are characterized by aspirations of freedom of opportunity and thereby are the negation
of imperialism. They fail to realize that because of our abounding prosperity our youth are pressing more and more into our institutions of learning; that our
people are seeking a larger vision through art, literature, science, and travel; that they are moving toward stronger moral and spiritual life--that from these
things our sympathies are broadening beyond the bounds of our Nation and race toward their true expression in a real brotherhood of man. They fail to
see that the idealism of America will lead it to no narrow or selfish channel, but inspire it to do its full share as a nation toward the advancement of
civilization. It will do that not by mere declaration but by taking a practical part in supporting all useful international undertakings. We not only desire peace
with the world, but to see peace maintained throughout the world. We wish to advance the reign of justice and reason toward the extinction of force.
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The recent treaty for the renunciation of war as an instrument of national policy sets an advanced standard in our conception of the relations of
nations. Its acceptance should pave the way to greater limitation of armament, the offer of which we sincerely extend to the world. But its full realization
also implies a greater and greater perfection in the instrumentalities for pacific settlement of controversies between nations. In the creation and use of
these instrumentalities we should support every sound method of conciliation, arbitration, and judicial settlement. American statesmen were among the
first to propose and they have constantly urged upon the world, the establishment of a tribunal for the settlement of controversies of a justiciable
character. The Permanent Court of International Justice in its major purpose is thus peculiarly identified with American ideals and with American
statesmanship. No more potent instrumentality for this purpose has ever been conceived and no other is practicable of establishment. The reservations
placed upon our adherence should not be misinterpreted. The United States seeks by these reservations no special privilege or advantage but only to
clarify our relation to advisory opinions and other matters which are subsidiary to the major purpose of the court. The way should, and I believe will, be
found by which we may take our proper place in a movement so fundamental to the progress of peace.
Our people have determined that we should make no political engagements such as membership in the League of Nations, which may commit us in
advance as a nation to become involved in the settlements of controversies between other countries. They adhere to the belief that the independence of
America from such obligations increases its ability and availability for service in all fields of human progress.
I have lately returned from a journey among our sister Republics of the Western Hemisphere. I have received unbounded hospitality and courtesy as
their expression of friendliness to our country. We are held by particular bonds of sympathy and common interest with them. They are each of them
building a racial character and a culture which is an impressive contribution to human progress. We wish only for the maintenance of their independence,
the growth of their stability, and their prosperity. While we have had wars in the Western Hemisphere, yet on the whole the record is in encouraging
contrast with that of other parts of the world. Fortunately the New World is largely free from the inheritances of fear and distrust which have so troubled
the Old World. We should keep it so.
It is impossible, my countrymen, to speak of peace without profound emotion. In thousands of homes in America, in millions of homes around the
world, there are vacant chairs. It would be a shameful confession of our unworthiness if it should develop that we have abandoned the hope for which all
these men died. Surely civilization is old enough, surely mankind is mature enough so that we ought in our own lifetime to find a way to permanent peace.
Abroad, to west and east, are nations whose sons mingled their blood with the blood of our sons on the battlefields. Most of these nations have
contributed to our race, to our culture, our knowledge, and our progress. From one of them we derive our very language and from many of them much of
the genius of our institutions. Their desire for peace is as deep and sincere as our own.
Peace can be contributed to by respect for our ability in defense. Peace can be promoted by the limitation of arms and by the creation of the
instrumentalities for peaceful settlement of controversies. But it will become a reality only through self- restraint and active effort in friendliness and
helpfulness. I covet for this administration a record of having further contributed to advance the cause of peace.
PARTY RESPONSIBILITIES
In our form of democracy the expression of the popular will can be effected only through the instrumentality of political parties. We maintain party
government not to promote intolerant partisanship but because opportunity must be given for expression of the popular will, and organization provided for
the execution of its mandates and for accountability of government to the people. It follows that the government both in the executive and the legislative
branches must carry out in good faith the platforms upon which the party was entrusted with power. But the government is that of the whole people; the
party is the instrument through which policies are determined and men chosen to bring them into being. The animosities of elections should have no place
in our Government, for government must concern itself alone with the common weal.
SPECIAL SESSION OF THE CONGRESS
Action upon some of the proposals upon which the Republican Party was returned to power, particularly further agricultural relief and limited changes
in the tariff, cannot in justice to our farmers, our labor, and our manufacturers be postponed. I shall therefore request a special session of Congress for
the consideration of these two questions. I shall deal with each of them upon the assembly of the Congress.
OTHER MANDATES FROM THE ELECTION
It appears to me that the more important further mandates from the recent election were the maintenance of the integrity of the Constitution; the
vigorous enforcement of the laws; the continuance of economy in public expenditure; the continued regulation of business to prevent domination in the
community; the denial of ownership or operation of business by the Government in competition with its citizens; the avoidance of policies which would
involve us in the controversies of foreign nations; the more effective reorganization of the departments of the Federal Government; the expansion of
public works; and the promotion of welfare activities affecting education and the home.
These were the more tangible determinations of the election, but beyond them was the confidence and belief of the people that we would not neglect
the support of the embedded ideals and aspirations of America. These ideals and aspirations are the touchstones upon which the day-to-day
administration and legislative acts of government must be tested. More than this, the Government must, so far as lies within its proper powers, give
leadership to the realization of these ideals and to the fruition of these aspirations. No one can adequately reduce these things of the spirit to phrases or
to a catalogue of definitions. We do know what the attainments of these ideals should be: The preservation of self-government and its full foundations in
local government; the perfection of justice whether in economic or in social fields; the maintenance of ordered liberty; the denial of domination by any
group or class; the building up and preservation of equality of opportunity; the stimulation of initiative and individuality; absolute integrity in public affairs;
the choice of officials for fitness to office; the direction of economic progress toward prosperity for the further lessening of poverty; the freedom of public
opinion; the sustaining of education and of the advancement of knowledge; the growth of religious spirit and the tolerance of all faiths; the strengthening of
the home; the advancement of peace.
There is no short road to the realization of these aspirations. Ours is a progressive people, but with a determination that progress must be based
upon the foundation of experience. Ill- considered remedies for our faults bring only penalties after them. But if we hold the faith of the men in our mighty
past who created these ideals, we shall leave them heightened and strengthened for our children.
CONCLUSION
This is not the time and place for extended discussion. The questions before our country are problems of progress to higher standards; they are not
the problems of degeneration. They demand thought and they serve to quicken the conscience and enlist our sense of responsibility for their settlement.
And that responsibility rests upon you, my countrymen, as much as upon those of us who have been selected for office.
Ours is a land rich in resources; stimulating in its glorious beauty; filled with millions of happy homes; blessed with comfort and opportunity. In no
nation are the institutions of progress more advanced. In no nation are the fruits of accomplishment more secure. In no nation is the government more
worthy of respect. No country is more loved by its people. I have an abiding faith in their capacity, integrity and high purpose. I have no fears for the
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future of our country. It is bright with hope.
In the presence of my countrymen, mindful of the solemnity of this occasion, knowing what the task means and the responsibility which it involves, I
beg your tolerance, your aid, and your cooperation. I ask the help of Almighty God in this service to my country to which you have called me.
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First Inaugural Address of Franklin D. Roosevelt

SATURDAY, MARCH 4, 1933

I am certain that my fellow Americans expect that on my induction into the Presidency I will address them with a candor and a decision which the
present situation of our Nation impels. This is preeminently the time to speak the truth, the whole truth, frankly and boldly. Nor need we shrink from
honestly facing conditions in our country today. This great Nation will endure as it has endured, will revive and will prosper. So, first of all, let me assert
my firm belief that the only thing we have to fear is fear itself--nameless, unreasoning, unjustified terror which paralyzes needed efforts to convert retreat
into advance. In every dark hour of our national life a leadership of frankness and vigor has met with that understanding and support of the people
themselves which is essential to victory. I am convinced that you will again give that support to leadership in these critical days.
In such a spirit on my part and on yours we face our common difficulties. They concern, thank God, only material things. Values have shrunken to
fantastic levels; taxes have risen; our ability to pay has fallen; government of all kinds is faced by serious curtailment of income; the means of exchange
are frozen in the currents of trade; the withered leaves of industrial enterprise lie on every side; farmers find no markets for their produce; the savings of
many years in thousands of families are gone.
More important, a host of unemployed citizens face the grim problem of existence, and an equally great number toil with little return. Only a foolish
optimist can deny the dark realities of the moment.
Yet our distress comes from no failure of substance. We are stricken by no plague of locusts. Compared with the perils which our forefathers
conquered because they believed and were not afraid, we have still much to be thankful for. Nature still offers her bounty and human efforts have
multiplied it. Plenty is at our doorstep, but a generous use of it languishes in the very sight of the supply. Primarily this is because the rulers of the
exchange of mankind's goods have failed, through their own stubbornness and their own incompetence, have admitted their failure, and abdicated.
Practices of the unscrupulous money changers stand indicted in the court of public opinion, rejected by the hearts and minds of men.
True they have tried, but their efforts have been cast in the pattern of an outworn tradition. Faced by failure of credit they have proposed only the
lending of more money. Stripped of the lure of profit by which to induce our people to follow their false leadership, they have resorted to exhortations,
pleading tearfully for restored confidence. They know only the rules of a generation of self-seekers. They have no vision, and when there is no vision the
people perish.
The money changers have fled from their high seats in the temple of our civilization. We may now restore that temple to the ancient truths. The
measure of the restoration lies in the extent to which we apply social values more noble than mere monetary profit.
Happiness lies not in the mere possession of money; it lies in the joy of achievement, in the thrill of creative effort. The joy and moral stimulation of
work no longer must be forgotten in the mad chase of evanescent profits. These dark days will be worth all they cost us if they teach us that our true
destiny is not to be ministered unto but to minister to ourselves and to our fellow men.
Recognition of the falsity of material wealth as the standard of success goes hand in hand with the abandonment of the false belief that public office
and high political position are to be valued only by the standards of pride of place and personal profit; and there must be an end to a conduct in banking
and in business which too often has given to a sacred trust the likeness of callous and selfish wrongdoing. Small wonder that confidence languishes, for it
thrives only on honesty, on honor, on the sacredness of obligations, on faithful protection, on unselfish performance; without them it cannot live.
Restoration calls, however, not for changes in ethics alone. This Nation asks for action, and action now.
Our greatest primary task is to put people to work. This is no unsolvable problem if we face it wisely and courageously. It can be accomplished in part
by direct recruiting by the Government itself, treating the task as we would treat the emergency of a war, but at the same time, through this employment,
accomplishing greatly needed projects to stimulate and reorganize the use of our natural resources.
Hand in hand with this we must frankly recognize the overbalance of population in our industrial centers and, by engaging on a national scale in a
redistribution, endeavor to provide a better use of the land for those best fitted for the land. The task can be helped by definite efforts to raise the values
of agricultural products and with this the power to purchase the output of our cities. It can be helped by preventing realistically the tragedy of the growing
loss through foreclosure of our small homes and our farms. It can be helped by insistence that the Federal, State, and local governments act forthwith on
the demand that their cost be drastically reduced. It can be helped by the unifying of relief activities which today are often scattered, uneconomical, and
unequal. It can be helped by national planning for and supervision of all forms of transportation and of communications and other utilities which have a
definitely public character. There are many ways in which it can be helped, but it can never be helped merely by talking about it. We must act and act
quickly.
Finally, in our progress toward a resumption of work we require two safeguards against a return of the evils of the old order; there must be a strict
supervision of all banking and credits and investments; there must be an end to speculation with other people's money, and there must be provision for an
adequate but sound currency.
There are the lines of attack. I shall presently urge upon a new Congress in special session detailed measures for their fulfillment, and I shall seek the
immediate assistance of the several States.
Through this program of action we address ourselves to putting our own national house in order and making income balance outgo. Our international
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trade relations, though vastly important, are in point of time and necessity secondary to the establishment of a sound national economy. I favor as a
practical policy the putting of first things first. I shall spare no effort to restore world trade by international economic readjustment, but the emergency at
home cannot wait on that accomplishment.
The basic thought that guides these specific means of national recovery is not narrowly nationalistic. It is the insistence, as a first consideration,
upon the interdependence of the various elements in all parts of the United States--a recognition of the old and permanently important manifestation of the
American spirit of the pioneer. It is the way to recovery. It is the immediate way. It is the strongest assurance that the recovery will endure.
In the field of world policy I would dedicate this Nation to the policy of the good neighbor--the neighbor who resolutely respects himself and, because
he does so, respects the rights of others-- the neighbor who respects his obligations and respects the sanctity of his agreements in and with a world of
neighbors.
If I read the temper of our people correctly, we now realize as we have never realized before our interdependence on each other; that we can not
merely take but we must give as well; that if we are to go forward, we must move as a trained and loyal army willing to sacrifice for the good of a common
discipline, because without such discipline no progress is made, no leadership becomes effective. We are, I know, ready and willing to submit our lives
and property to such discipline, because it makes possible a leadership which aims at a larger good. This I propose to offer, pledging that the larger
purposes will bind upon us all as a sacred obligation with a unity of duty hitherto evoked only in time of armed strife.
With this pledge taken, I assume unhesitatingly the leadership of this great army of our people dedicated to a disciplined attack upon our common
problems.
Action in this image and to this end is feasible under the form of government which we have inherited from our ancestors. Our Constitution is so
simple and practical that it is possible always to meet extraordinary needs by changes in emphasis and arrangement without loss of essential form. That
is why our constitutional system has proved itself the most superbly enduring political mechanism the modern world has produced. It has met every stress
of vast expansion of territory, of foreign wars, of bitter internal strife, of world relations.
It is to be hoped that the normal balance of executive and legislative authority may be wholly adequate to meet the unprecedented task before us. But
it may be that an unprecedented demand and need for undelayed action may call for temporary departure from that normal balance of public procedure.
I am prepared under my constitutional duty to recommend the measures that a stricken nation in the midst of a stricken world may require. These
measures, or such other measures as the Congress may build out of its experience and wisdom, I shall seek, within my constitutional authority, to bring to
speedy adoption.
But in the event that the Congress shall fail to take one of these two courses, and in the event that the national emergency is still critical, I shall not
evade the clear course of duty that will then confront me. I shall ask the Congress for the one remaining instrument to meet the crisis--broad Executive
power to wage a war against the emergency, as great as the power that would be given to me if we were in fact invaded by a foreign foe.
For the trust reposed in me I will return the courage and the devotion that befit the time. I can do no less.
We face the arduous days that lie before us in the warm courage of the national unity; with the clear consciousness of seeking old and precious
moral values; with the clean satisfaction that comes from the stem performance of duty by old and young alike. We aim at the assurance of a rounded
and permanent national life.
We do not distrust the future of essential democracy. The people of the United States have not failed. In their need they have registered a mandate
that they want direct, vigorous action. They have asked for discipline and direction under leadership. They have made me the present instrument of their
wishes. In the spirit of the gift I take it.
In this dedication of a Nation we humbly ask the blessing of God. May He protect each and every one of us. May He guide me in the days to come.
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• Franklin D. Roosevelt
Annual Message to Congress on the State of the Union
January 6, 1941
Mr. President, Mr. Speaker, Members of the Seventy-seventh Congress:
I address you, the Members of the Seventy-seventh Congress, at a moment unprecedented in the history of the Union. I use the
word "unprecedented," because at no previous time has American security been as seriously threatened from without as it is
today.
Since the permanent formation of our Government under the Constitution, in 1789, most of the periods of crisis in our history
have related to our domestic affairs. Fortunately, only one of these—the four-year War Between the States—ever threatened our
national unity. Today, thank God, one hundred and thirty million Americans, in forty-eight States, have forgotten points of the
compass in our national unity.
It is true that prior to 1914 the United States often had been disturbed by events in other Continents. We had even engaged in
two wars with European nations and in a number of undeclared wars in the West Indies, in the Mediterranean and in the Pacific
for the maintenance of American rights and for the principles of peaceful commerce. But in no case had a serious threat been
raised against our national safety or our continued independence.
What I seek to convey is the historic truth that the United States as a nation has at all times maintained clear, definite opposition,
to any attempt to lock us in behind an ancient Chinese wall while the procession of civilization went past. Today, thinking of our
children and of their children, we oppose enforced isolation for ourselves or for any other part of the Americas.
That determination of ours, extending over all these years, was proved, for example, during the quarter century of wars following
the French Revolution.
While the Napoleonic struggles did threaten interests of the United States because of the French foothold in the West Indies and
in Louisiana, and while we engaged in the War of 1812 to vindicate our right to peaceful trade, it is nevertheless clear that neither
France nor Great Britain, nor any other nation, was aiming at domination of the whole world.
In like fashion from 1815 to 1914— ninety-nine years— no single war in Europe or in Asia constituted a real threat against our
future or against the future of any other American nation.
Except in the Maximilian interlude in Mexico, no foreign power sought to establish itself in this Hemisphere; and the strength of
the British fleet in the Atlantic has been a friendly strength. It is still a friendly strength.
Even when the World War broke out in 1914, it seemed to contain only small threat of danger to our own American future. But, as
time went on, the American people began to visualize what the downfall of democratic nations might mean to our own democracy.
We need not overemphasize imperfections in the Peace of Versailles. We need not harp on failure of the democracies to deal
with problems of world reconstruction. We should remember that the Peace of 1919 was far less unjust than the kind of
"pacification" which began even before Munich, and which is being carried on under the new order of tyranny that seeks to
spread over every continent today. The American people have unalterably set their faces against that tyranny.
Every realist knows that the democratic way of life is at this moment being' directly assailed in every part of the world—assailed
either by arms, or by secret spreading of poisonous propaganda by those who seek to destroy unity and promote discord in
nations that are still at peace.
During sixteen long months this assault has blotted out the whole pattern of democratic life in an appalling number of
independent nations, great and small. The assailants are still on the march, threatening other nations, great and small.
Therefore, as your President, performing my constitutional duty to "give to the Congress information of the state of the Union," I
find it, unhappily, necessary to report that the future and the safety of our country and of our democracy are overwhelmingly
involved in events far beyond our borders.
Armed defense of democratic existence is now being gallantly waged in four continents. If that defense fails, all the population
and all the resources of Europe, Asia, Africa and Australasia will be dominated by the conquerors. Let us remember that the total
of those populations and their resources in those four continents greatly exceeds the sum total of the population and the
resources of the whole of the Western Hemisphere-many times over.
In times like these it is immature—and incidentally, untrue—for anybody to brag that an unprepared America, single-handed, and
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with one hand tied behind its back, can hold off the whole world.
No realistic American can expect from a dictator's peace international generosity, or return of true independence, or world
disarmament, or freedom of expression, or freedom of religion -or even good business.
Such a peace would bring no security for us or for our neighbors. "Those, who would give up essential liberty to purchase a little
temporary safety, deserve neither liberty nor safety."
As a nation, we may take pride in the fact that we are softhearted; but we cannot afford to be soft-headed.
We must always be wary of those who with sounding brass and a tinkling cymbal preach the "ism" of appeasement.
We must especially beware of that small group of selfish men who would clip the wings of the American eagle in order to feather
their own nests.
I have recently pointed out how quickly the tempo of modern warfare could bring into our very midst the physical attack which we
must eventually expect if the dictator nations win this war.
There is much loose talk of our immunity from immediate and direct invasion from across the seas. Obviously, as long as the
British Navy retains its power, no such danger exists. Even if there were no British Navy, it is not probable that any enemy would
be stupid enough to attack us by landing troops in the United States from across thousands of miles of ocean, until it had
acquired strategic bases from which to operate.
But we learn much from the lessons of the past years in Europe-particularly the lesson of Norway, whose essential seaports were
captured by treachery and surprise built up over a series of years.
The first phase of the invasion of this Hemisphere would not be the landing of regular troops. The necessary strategic points
would be occupied by secret agents and their dupes- and great numbers of them are already here, and in Latin America.
As long as the aggressor nations maintain the offensive, they-not we—will choose the time and the place and the method of their
attack.
That is why the future of all the American Republics is today in serious danger.
That is why this Annual Message to the Congress is unique in our history.
That is why every member of the Executive Branch of the Government and every member of the Congress faces great
responsibility and great accountability.
The need of the moment is that our actions and our policy should be devoted primarily-almost exclusively—to meeting this foreign
peril. For all our domestic problems are now a part of the great emergency.
Just as our national policy in internal affairs has been based upon a decent respect for the rights and the dignity of all our fellow
men within our gates, so our national policy in foreign affairs has been based on a decent respect for the rights and dignity of all
nations, large and small. And the justice of morality must and will win in the end.
Our national policy is this:
First, by an impressive expression of the public will and without regard to partisanship, we are committed to all-inclusive national
defense.
Second, by an impressive expression of the public will and without regard to partisanship, we are committed to full support of all
those resolute peoples, everywhere, who are resisting aggression and are thereby keeping war away from our Hemisphere. By
this support, we express our determination that the democratic cause shall prevail; and we strengthen the defense and the
security of our own nation.
Third, by an impressive expression of the public will and without regard to partisanship, we are committed to the proposition that
principles of morality and considerations for our own security will never permit us to acquiesce in a peace dictated by aggressors
and sponsored by appeasers. We know that enduring peace cannot be bought at the cost of other people's freedom.
In the recent national election there was no substantial difference between the two great parties in respect to that national policy.
No issue was fought out on this line before the American electorate. Today it is abundantly evident that American citizens
everywhere are demanding and supporting speedy and complete action in recognition of obvious danger.
Therefore, the immediate need is a swift and driving increase in our armament production.
Leaders of industry and labor have responded to our summons. Goals of speed have been set. In some cases these goals are
being reached ahead of time; in some cases we are on schedule; in other cases there are slight but not serious delays; and in
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some cases—and I am sorry to say very important cases—we are all concerned by the slowness of the accomplishment of our
plans.
The Army and Navy, however, have made substantial progress during the past year. Actual experience is improving and
speeding up our methods of production with every passing day. And today's best is not good enough for tomorrow.
I am not satisfied with the progress thus far made. The men in charge of the program represent the best in training, in ability, and
in patriotism. They are not satisfied with the progress thus far made. None of us will be satisfied until the job is done.
No matter whether the original goal was set too high or too low, our objective is quicker and better results. To give you two
illustrations:
We are behind schedule in turning out finished airplanes; we are working day and night to solve the innumerable problems and to
catch up.
We are ahead of schedule in building warships but we are working to get even further ahead of that schedule.
To change a whole nation from a basis of peacetime production of implements of peace to a basis of wartime production of
implements of war is no small task. And the greatest difficulty comes at the beginning of the program, when new tools, new plant
facilities, new assembly lines, and new ship ways must first be constructed before the actual materiel begins to flow steadily and
speedily from them.
The Congress, of course, must rightly keep itself informed at all times of the progress of the program. However, there is certain
information, as the Congress itself will readily recognize, which, in the interests of our own security and those of the nations that
we are supporting, must of needs be kept in confidence.
New circumstances are constantly begetting new needs for our safety. I shall ask this Congress for greatly increased new
appropriations and authorizations to carry on what we have begun.
I also ask this Congress for authority and for funds sufficient to manufacture additional munitions and war supplies of many kinds,
to be turned over to those nations which are now in actual war with aggressor nations.
Our most useful and immediate role is to act as an arsenal for them as well as for ourselves. They do not need man power, but
they do need billions of dollars worth of the weapons of defense.
The time is near when they will not be able to pay for them all in ready cash. We cannot, and we will not, tell them that they must
surrender, merely because of present inability to pay for the weapons which we know they must have.
I do not recommend that we make them a loan of dollars with which to pay for these weapons—a loan to be repaid in dollars.
I recommend that we make it possible for those nations to continue to obtain war materials in the United States, fitting their orders
into our own program. Nearly all their materiel would, if the time ever came, be useful for our own defense.
Taking counsel of expert military and naval authorities, considering what is best for our own security, we are free to decide how
much should be kept here and how much should be sent abroad to our friends who by their determined and heroic resistance are
giving us time in which to make ready our own defense.
For what we send abroad, we shall be repaid within a reasonable time following the close of hostilities, in similar materials, or, at
our option, in other goods of many kinds, which they can produce and which we need.
Let us say to the democracies: "We Americans are vitally concerned in your defense of freedom. We are putting forth our
energies, our resources and our organizing powers to give you the strength to regain and maintain a free world. We shall send
you, in ever-increasing numbers, ships, planes, tanks, guns. This is our purpose and our pledge."
In fulfillment of this purpose we will not be intimidated by the threats of dictators that they will regard as a breach of international
law or as an act of war our aid to the democracies which dare to resist their aggression. Such aid is not an act of war, even if a
dictator should unilaterally proclaim it so to be.
When the dictators, if the dictators, are ready to make war upon us, they will not wait for an act of war on our part. They did not
wait for Norway or Belgium or the Netherlands to commit an act of war.
Their only interest is in a new one-way international law, which lacks mutuality in its observance, and, therefore, becomes an
instrument of oppression.
The happiness of future generations of Americans may well depend upon how effective and how immediate we can make our aid
felt. No one can tell the exact character of the emergency situations that we may be called upon to meet. The Nation's hands
must not be tied when the Nation's life is in danger.
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We must all prepare to make the sacrifices that the emergency-almost as serious as war itself—demands. Whatever stands in the
way of speed and efficiency in defense preparations must give way to the national need.
A free nation has the right to expect full cooperation from all groups. A free nation has the right to look to the leaders of business,
of labor, and of agriculture to take the lead in stimulating effort, not among other groups but within their own groups.
The best way of dealing with the few slackers or trouble makers in our midst is, first, to shame them by patriotic example, and, if
that fails, to use the sovereignty of Government to save Government.
As men do not live by bread alone, they do not fight by armaments alone. Those who man our defenses, and those behind them
who build our defenses, must have the stamina and the courage which come from unshakable belief in the manner of life which
they are defending. The mighty action that we are calling for cannot be based on a disregard of all things worth fighting for.
The Nation takes great satisfaction and much strength from the things which have been done to make its people conscious of
their individual stake in the preservation of democratic life in America. Those things have toughened the fibre of our people, have
renewed their faith and strengthened their devotion to the institutions we make ready to protect.
Certainly this is no time for any of us to stop thinking about the social and economic problems which are the root cause of the
social revolution which is today a supreme factor in the world.
For there is nothing mysterious about the foundations of a healthy and strong democracy. The basic things expected by our
people of their political and economic systems are simple. They are:
Equality of opportunity for youth and for others.
Jobs for those who can work.
Security for those who need it.
The ending of special privilege for the few.
The preservation of civil liberties for all.
The enjoyment of the fruits of scientific progress in a wider and constantly rising standard of living.
These are the simple, basic things that must never be lost sight of in the turmoil and unbelievable complexity of our modern
world. The inner and abiding strength of our economic and political systems is dependent upon the degree to which they fulfill
these expectations.
Many subjects connected with our social economy call for immediate improvement.
As examples:
We should bring more citizens under the coverage of old-age pensions and unemployment insurance.
We should widen the opportunities for adequate medical care.
We should plan a better system by which persons deserving or needing gainful employment may obtain it.
I have called for personal sacrifice. I am assured of the willingness of almost all Americans to respond to that call.
A part of the sacrifice means the payment of more money in taxes. In my Budget Message I shall recommend that a greater
portion of this great defense program be paid for from taxation than we are paying today. No person should try, or be allowed, to
get rich out of this program; and the principle of tax payments in accordance with ability to pay should be constantly before our
eyes to guide our legislation.
If the Congress maintains these principles, the voters, putting patriotism ahead of pocketbooks, will give you their applause.
In the future days, which we seek to make secure, we look forward to a world founded upon four essential human freedoms.
The first is freedom of speech and expression—everywhere in the world.
The second is freedom of every person to worship God in his own way—everywhere in the world.
The third is freedom from want—which, translated into world terms, means economic understandings which will secure to every
nation a healthy peacetime life for its inhabitants-everywhere in the world.
The fourth is freedom from fear—which, translated into world terms, means a world-wide reduction of armaments to such a point
and in such a thorough fashion that no nation will be in a position to commit an act of physical aggression against any neighbor
—anywhere in the world.
That is no vision of a distant millennium. It is a definite basis for a kind of world attainable in our own time and generation. That
kind of world is the very antithesis of the so-called new order of tyranny which the dictators seek to create with the crash of a
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bomb.
To that new order we oppose the greater conception—the moral order. A good society is able to face schemes of world
domination and foreign revolutions alike without fear.
Since the beginning of our American history, we have been engaged in change—in a perpetual peaceful revolution—a revolution
which goes on steadily, quietly adjusting itself to changing conditions—without the concentration camp or the quick-lime in the
ditch. The world order which we seek is the cooperation of free countries, working together in a friendly, civilized society.
This nation has placed its destiny in the hands and heads and hearts of its millions of free men and women; and its faith in
freedom under the guidance of God. Freedom means the supremacy of human rights everywhere. Our support goes to those who
struggle to gain those rights or keep them. Our strength is our unity of purpose. To that high concept there can be no end save
victory.
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• Franklin D. Roosevelt
State of the Union Message to Congress
January 11, 1944
To the Congress:
This Nation in the past two years has become an active partner in the world's greatest war against human slavery.
We have joined with like-minded people in order to defend ourselves in a world that has been gravely threatened with gangster
rule.
But I do not think that any of us Americans can be content with mere survival. Sacrifices that we and our allies are making impose
upon us all a sacred obligation to see to it that out of this war we and our children will gain something better than mere survival.
We are united in determination that this war shall not be followed by another interim which leads to new disaster- that we shall
not repeat the tragic errors of ostrich isolationism—that we shall not repeat the excesses of the wild twenties when this Nation
went for a joy ride on a roller coaster which ended in a tragic crash.
When Mr. Hull went to Moscow in October, and when I went to Cairo and Teheran in November, we knew that we were in
agreement with our allies in our common determination to fight and win this war. But there were many vital questions concerning
the future peace, and they were discussed in an atmosphere of complete candor and harmony.
In the last war such discussions, such meetings, did not even begin until the shooting had stopped and the delegates began to
assemble at the peace table. There had been no previous opportunities for man-to-man discussions which lead to meetings of
minds. The result was a peace which was not a peace.
That was a mistake which we are not repeating in this war.
And right here I want to address a word or two to some suspicious souls who are fearful that Mr. Hull or I have made
"commitments" for the future which might pledge this Nation to secret treaties, or to enacting the role of Santa Claus.
To such suspicious souls—using a polite terminology—I wish to say that Mr. Churchill, and Marshal Stalin, and Generalissimo
Chiang Kai-shek are all thoroughly conversant with the provisions of our Constitution. And so is Mr. Hull. And so am I.
Of course we made some commitments. We most certainly committed ourselves to very large and very specific military plans
which require the use of all Allied forces to bring about the defeat of our enemies at the earliest possible time.
But there were no secret treaties or political or financial commitments.
The one supreme objective for the future, which we discussed for each Nation individually, and for all the United Nations, can be
summed up in one word: Security.
And that means not only physical security which provides safety from attacks by aggressors. It means also economic security,
social security, moral security—in a family of Nations.
In the plain down-to-earth talks that I had with the Generalissimo and Marshal Stalin and Prime Minister Churchill, it was
abundantly clear that they are all most deeply interested in the resumption of peaceful progress by their own peoples—progress
toward a better life. All our allies want freedom to develop their lands and resources, to build up industry, to increase education
and individual opportunity, and to raise standards of living.
All our allies have learned by bitter experience that real development will not be possible if they are to be diverted from their
purpose by repeated wars—or even threats of war.
China and Russia are truly united with Britain and America in recognition of this essential fact:
The best interests of each Nation, large and small, demand that all freedom-loving Nations shall join together in a just and
durable system of peace. In the present world situation, evidenced by the actions of Germany, Italy, and Japan, unquestioned
military control over disturbers of the peace is as necessary among Nations as it is among citizens in a community. And an
equally basic essential to peace is a decent standard of living for all individual men and women and children in all Nations.
Freedom from fear is eternally linked with freedom from want.
There are people who burrow through our Nation like unseeing moles, and attempt to spread the suspicion that if other Nations
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are encouraged to raise their standards of living, our own American standard of living must of necessity be depressed.
The fact is the very contrary. It has been shown time and again that if the standard of living of any country goes up, so does its
purchasing power- and that such a rise encourages a better standard of living in neighboring countries with whom it trades. That
is just plain common sense—and it is the kind of plain common sense that provided the basis for our discussions at Moscow,
Cairo, and Teheran.
Returning from my journeyings, I must confess to a sense of "let-down" when I found many evidences of faulty perspective here in
Washington. The faulty perspective consists in overemphasizing lesser problems and thereby underemphasizing the first and
greatest problem.
The overwhelming majority of our people have met the demands of this war with magnificent courage and understanding. They
have accepted inconveniences; they have accepted hardships; they have accepted tragic sacrifices. And they are ready and
eager to make whatever further contributions are needed to win the war as quickly as possible- if only they are given the chance
to know what is required of them.
However, while the majority goes on about its great work without complaint, a noisy minority maintains an uproar of demands for
special favors for special groups. There are pests who swarm through the lobbies of the Congress and the cocktail bars of
Washington, representing these special groups as opposed to the basic interests of the Nation as a whole. They have come to
look upon the war primarily as a chance to make profits for themselves at the expense of their neighbors- profits in money or in
terms of political or social preferment.
Such selfish agitation can be highly dangerous in wartime. It creates confusion. It damages morale. It hampers our national effort.
It muddies the waters and therefore prolongs the war.
If we analyze American history impartially, we cannot escape the fact that in our past we have not always forgotten individual and
selfish and partisan interests in time of war—we have not always been united in purpose and direction. We cannot overlook the
serious dissensions and the lack of unity in our war of the Revolution, in our War of 1812, or in our War Between the States,
when the survival of the Union itself was at stake.
In the first World War we came closer to national unity than in any previous war. But that war lasted only a year and a half, and
increasing signs of disunity began to appear during the final months of the conflict.
In this war, we have been compelled to learn how interdependent upon each other are all groups and sections of the population
of America.
Increased food costs, for example, will bring new demands for wage increases from all war workers, which will in turn raise all
prices of all things including those things which the farmers themselves have to buy. Increased wages or prices will each in turn
produce the same results. They all have a particularly disastrous result on all fixed income groups.
And I hope you will remember that all of us in this Government represent the fixed income group just as much as we represent
business owners, workers, and farmers. This group of fixed income people includes: teachers, clergy, policemen, firemen,
widows and minors on fixed incomes, wives and dependents of our soldiers and sailors, and old-age pensioners. They and their
families add up to one-quarter of our one hundred and thirty million people. They have few or no high pressure representatives at
the Capitol. In a period of gross inflation they would be the worst sufferers.
If ever there was a time to subordinate individual or group selfishness to the national good, that time is now. Disunity at
home—bickerings, self-seeking partisanship, stoppages of work, inflation, business as usual, politics as usual, luxury as usual
these are the influences which can undermine the morale of the brave men ready to die at the front for us here.
Those who are doing most of the complaining are not deliberately striving to sabotage the national war effort. They are laboring
under the delusion that the time is past when we must make prodigious sacrifices- that the war is already won and we can begin
to slacken off. But the dangerous folly of that point of view can be measured by the distance that separates our troops from their
ultimate objectives in Berlin and Tokyo—and by the sum of all the perils that lie along the way.
Overconfidence and complacency are among our deadliest enemies. Last spring—after notable victories at Stalingrad and in
Tunisia and against the U-boats on the high seas—overconfidence became so pronounced that war production fell off. In two
months, June and July, 1943, more than a thousand airplanes that could have been made and should have been made were not
made. Those who failed to make them were not on strike. They were merely saying, "The war's in the bag- so let's relax."
That attitude on the part of anyone—Government or management or labor—can lengthen this war. It can kill American boys.
Let us remember the lessons of 1918. In the summer of that year the tide turned in favor of the allies. But this Government did not
relax. In fact, our national effort was stepped up. In August, 1918, the draft age limits were broadened from 21-31 to 18-45. The
President called for "force to the utmost," and his call was heeded. And in November, only three months later, Germany
surrendered.
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That is the way to fight and win a war—all out—and not with half-an-eye on the battlefronts abroad and the other eye-and-a-half
on personal, selfish, or political interests here at home.
Therefore, in order to concentrate all our energies and resources on winning the war, and to maintain a fair and stable economy
at home, I recommend that the Congress adopt:
(1) A realistic tax law—which will tax all unreasonable profits, both individual and corporate, and reduce the ultimate cost of the
war to our sons and daughters. The tax bill now under consideration by the Congress does not begin to meet this test.
(2) A continuation of the law for the renegotiation of war contracts—which will prevent exorbitant profits and assure fair prices to
the Government. For two long years I have pleaded with the Congress to take undue profits out of war.
(3) A cost of food law—which will enable the Government (a) to place a reasonable floor under the prices the farmer may expect
for his production; and (b) to place a ceiling on the prices a consumer will have to pay for the food he buys. This should apply to
necessities only; and will require public funds to carry out. It will cost in appropriations about one percent of the present annual
cost of the war.
(4) Early reenactment of. the stabilization statute of October, 1942. This expires June 30, 1944, and if it is not extended well in
advance, the country might just as well expect price chaos by summer.
We cannot have stabilization by wishful thinking. We must take positive action to maintain the integrity of the American dollar.
(5) A national service law- which, for the duration of the war, will prevent strikes, and, with certain appropriate exceptions, will
make available for war production or for any other essential services every able-bodied adult in this Nation.
These five measures together form a just and equitable whole. I would not recommend a national service law unless the other
laws were passed to keep down the cost of living, to share equitably the burdens of taxation, to hold the stabilization line, and to
prevent undue profits.
The Federal Government already has the basic power to draft capital and property of all kinds for war purposes on a basis of just
compensation.
As you know, I have for three years hesitated to recommend a national service act. Today, however, I am convinced of its
necessity. Although I believe that we and our allies can win the war without such a measure, I am certain that nothing less than
total mobilization of all our resources of manpower and capital will guarantee an earlier victory, and reduce the toll of suffering
and sorrow and blood.
I have received a joint recommendation for this law from the heads of the War Department, the Navy Department, and the
Maritime Commission. These are the men who bear responsibility for the procurement of the necessary arms and equipment, and
for the successful prosecution of the war in the field. They say:
"When the very life of the Nation is in peril the responsibility for service is common to all men and women. In such a time there
can be no discrimination between the men and women who are assigned by the Government to its defense at the battlefront and
the men and women assigned to producing the vital materials essential to successful military operations. A prompt enactment of a
National Service Law would be merely an expression of the universality of this responsibility."
I believe the country will agree that those statements are the solemn truth.
National service is the most democratic way to wage a war. Like selective service for the armed forces, it rests on the obligation
of each citizen to serve his Nation to his utmost where he is best qualified.
It does not mean reduction in wages. It does not mean loss of retirement and seniority rights and benefits. It does not mean that
any substantial numbers of war workers will be disturbed in their present jobs. Let these facts be wholly clear.
Experience in other democratic Nations at war—Britain, Canada, Australia, and New Zealand- has shown that the very existence
of national service makes unnecessary the widespread use of compulsory power. National service has proven to be a unifying
moral force based on an equal and comprehensive legal obligation of all people in a Nation at war.
There are millions of American men and women who are not in this war at all. It is not because they do not want to be in it. But
they want to know where they can best do their share. National service provides that direction. It will be a means by which every
man and woman can find that inner satisfaction which comes from making the fullest possible contribution to victory.
I know that all civilian war workers will be glad to be able to say many years hence to their grandchildren: "Yes, I, too, was in
service in the great war. I was on duty in an airplane factory, and I helped make hundreds of fighting planes. The Government
told me that in doing that I was performing my most useful work in the service of my country."
It is argued that we have passed the stage in the war where national service is necessary. But our soldiers and sailors know that
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this is not true. We are going forward on a long, rough road- and, in all journeys, the last miles are the hardest. And it is for that
final effort—for the total defeat of our enemies-that we must mobilize our total resources. The national war program calls for the
employment of more people in 1944 than in 1943.
It is my conviction that the American people will welcome this win-the-war measure which is based on the eternally just principle
of "fair for one, fair for all."
It will give our people at home the assurance that they are standing four-square behind our soldiers and sailors. And it will give
our enemies demoralizing assurance that we mean business -that we, 130,000,000 Americans, are on the march to Rome, Berlin,
and Tokyo.
I hope that the Congress will recognize that, although this is a political year, national service is an issue which transcends
politics. Great power must be used for great purposes.
As to the machinery for this measure, the Congress itself should determine its nature—but it should be wholly nonpartisan in its
make-up.
Our armed forces are valiantly fulfilling their responsibilities to our country and our people. Now the Congress faces the
responsibility for taking those measures which are essential to national security in this the most decisive phase of the Nation's
greatest war.
Several alleged reasons have prevented the enactment of legislation which would preserve for our soldiers and sailors and
marines the fundamental prerogative of citizenship—the right to vote. No amount of legalistic argument can becloud this issue in
the eyes of these ten million American citizens. Surely the signers of the Constitution did not intend a document which, even in
wartime, would be construed to take away the franchise of any of those who are fighting to preserve the Constitution itself.
Our soldiers and sailors and marines know that the overwhelming majority of them will be deprived of the opportunity to vote, if
the voting machinery is left exclusively to the States under existing State laws—and that there is no likelihood of these laws being
changed in time to enable them to vote at the next election. The Army and Navy have reported that it will be impossible effectively
to administer forty-eight different soldier voting laws. It is the duty of the Congress to remove this unjustifiable discrimination
against the men and women in our armed forces- and to do it as quickly as possible.
It is our duty now to begin to lay the plans and determine the strategy for the winning of a lasting peace and the establishment of
an American standard of living higher than ever before known. We cannot be content, no matter how high that general standard
of living may be, if some fraction of our people—whether it be one-third or one-fifth or one-tenth- is ill-fed, ill-clothed, ill housed,
and insecure.
This Republic had its beginning, and grew to its present strength, under the protection of certain inalienable political rights
—among them the right of free speech, free press, free worship, trial by jury, freedom from unreasonable searches and seizures.
They were our rights to life and liberty.
As our Nation has grown in size and stature, however—as our industrial economy expanded—these political rights proved
inadequate to assure us equality in the pursuit of happiness.
We have come to a clear realization of the fact that true individual freedom cannot exist without economic security and
independence. "Necessitous men are not free men." People who are hungry and out of a job are the stuff of which dictatorships
are made.
In our day these economic truths have become accepted as self-evident. We have accepted, so to speak, a second Bill of Rights
under which a new basis of security and prosperity can be established for all regardless of station, race, or creed.
Among these are:
The right to a useful and remunerative job in the industries or shops or farms or mines of the Nation;
The right to earn enough to provide adequate food and clothing and recreation;
The right of every farmer to raise and sell his products at a return which will give him and his family a decent living;
The right of every businessman, large and small, to trade in an atmosphere of freedom from unfair competition and domination by
monopolies at home or abroad;
The right of every family to a decent home;
The right to adequate medical care and the opportunity to achieve and enjoy good health;
The right to adequate protection from the economic fears of old age, sickness, accident, and unemployment;
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The right to a good education.
All of these rights spell security. And after this war is won we must be prepared to move forward, in the implementation of these
rights, to new goals of human happiness and well-being.
America's own rightful place in the world depends in large part upon how fully these and similar rights have been carried into
practice for our citizens. For unless there is security here at home there cannot be lasting peace in the world.
One of the great American industrialists of our day—a man who has rendered yeoman service to his country in this crisis-recently
emphasized the grave dangers of "rightist reaction" in this Nation. All clear-thinking businessmen share his concern. Indeed, if
such reaction should develop—if history were to repeat itself and we were to return to the so-called "normalcy" of the
1920's—then it is certain that even though we shall have conquered our enemies on the battlefields abroad, we shall have
yielded to the spirit of Fascism here at home.
I ask the Congress to explore the means for implementing this economic bill of rights- for it is definitely the responsibility of the
Congress so to do. Many of these problems are already before committees of the Congress in the form of proposed legislation. I
shall from time to time communicate with the Congress with respect to these and further proposals. In the event that no adequate
program of progress is evolved, I am certain that the Nation will be conscious of the fact.
Our fighting men abroad- and their families at home- expect such a program and have the right to insist upon it. It is to their
demands that this Government should pay heed rather than to the whining demands of selfish pressure groups who seek to
feather their nests while young Americans are dying.
The foreign policy that we have been following—the policy that guided us at Moscow, Cairo, and Teheran—is based on the
common sense principle which was best expressed by Benjamin Franklin on July 4, 1776: "We must all hang together, or
assuredly we shall all hang separately."
I have often said that there are no two fronts for America in this war. There is only one front. There is one line of unity which
extends from the hearts of the people at home to the men of our attacking forces in our farthest outposts. When we speak of our
total effort, we speak of the factory and the field, and the mine as well as of the battleground -- we speak of the soldier and the
civilian, the citizen and his Government.
Each and every one of us has a solemn obligation under God to serve this Nation in its most critical hour—to keep this Nation
great -- to make this Nation greater in a better world.
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