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MR. ROOSEVELT'S REPLY TO “UNDESIRABLE” CRITICS

On April 28, Mr. Roosevelt made public a 1et-

ter addressed to Honore Jaxon of Chicago, chair-
man of the Cook county Moyer-Hlaywood confer-
ence. The letter wasg in reply to eriticisms made
becauge of Mr. Roosevelt's reference in his public

~gtatement replying to E. H. Harfiman to Moyer

and Haywood 4s “undesirable citizens,” The let-.
ter follows:

“Dear 8ir: 1 have recelved your letter of the
10th inst. in which you inclose the draft of the
formal letter which is to follow. I have been
notified that several delegations bearing similar
requests are on the way hither. In the letter you,
on behalf of the Cook “county Moyeér-Haywoad
conférence, protest against cerfain language [
used in a recent letter whieh you assert to be
designed to influence the course of justice in the
ecase of the trial for murder of Messrs. Moyer anmil
Haywood., .

“I entlrely agree with you that it is Improper
to endeavor to influence the course of justice
whether by threats or in any similar manner. For
this reason I ave regretted most deeply the ac-
tion of such organizations as your own In under-
taking to aecomplish this very result in the very
case of which you speak.

“Wor instance, your letter is headed ‘Cook
County Moyer-Haywood-Pettibone Conference,’
with the headlines ‘Death Cannot, Will Not and
Shall Not €laim Our Brothers.” This shows that
you and your associntes are not demanding a fair
trial or working for a fair trial, but are announc-
ing In advance that the verdiet shall only "e
one way and that you will not tolerate any other
verdict. Such action is flagrant in its Impro-
priety, and I join beartily in condemning it.

“Buat 1t is a simple absurdity to suppose that
because any man is on trial for a given offense
he is therefore to be freed from all criticisms
upon hig general conduct and manner of life. In
my letter to which you object, I referred to a
certain prominent financier, Mr. Harriman, on the
one hand, and {o Messrs. Moyer, Haywood aml
Debs, on the other, as being equally undesirable
gitizens. It is as foolish to assert that: this .was
d ed {o {nfluence the trial of Moyer and Hay-
- wood as to assert that it°was designed to influ-
ence. the suits that have been brought agalust Mr,
Harriman. 1 neither expressed nor indicated any
opinion as to whether Messrs. Moyer and Hajy-
wood were gullty of the murder of Governor

Steunenberg. If /they arve guilly they certainly
ought to be punished, If they are not guilty they
certainly ought not to be "punighed.

“But no possible outcome, either of the trial
or the suits, can affect my Judgment as to the
undesirability of the type of citizenship of thoge
whom I mentioned. Messrs. Moyer, Haywood awvl
Debs stand as representatives of those men who
have done as much to discredit the labor move-
ment ag the worst speculative financiers or most
unscerupulous em ers of labor and debauchers

“of legislatures have done to discredit honest cap-

italists and fair-denling business men.
“They stand as the representiatives of these
men who, by their public utterances and mani-

" festos, by the utterances of the papers they con-

trol or Inspire, and by the words and deeds of
those associated with or subordinated to thewm,
habitualy appear as guilty of Incitment to or
apology for bloodshed and violence.

“If this does not constitute undesirable citi-
zenship then there can never be any undesirable
citizens, The men whom I denounce represent
the men who have abandoned that legitimate
movement for the uplifting of labor with which I
have the most hearty sympathy: they have adopt-
ed practices which cuat them off from those who
lead this legitimate movement,

“In every way I shall support the law-abiding
and upright representatives of labor, and in no
way can I better support them than by drawing
the sharpest possible line between them, on the
one hand and, on the other hand, those preachers
of violence who are themselves the worst foes of
the honest laboring man,

“Iet me repeat my deep regret that any body
of men should so far forget their duty to their
country as to endeavor by the formulation of so-
cieties and in other ways to influence the course
of justice in this matter. 1 have recelved many
such- letters ag yours. Accompanying them were
newspaper clippings announcing demonstrations,
parades and mass meetings designed to show that
the representatives of labor, without regard _to
the facts, demand the acquittal of Messrs., Hay-
wood And Moyer. Such _;‘:;oet‘zﬁ:p can, of .course,
be designed only to coerce court or jury in ren-
dering a verdict, and . they therefore deserve all
the condemnation which you in your letters say
should be awarded to those who endeavor im-
properly to influence the conrse of justice.

“You would, of course, be entirely within yone
rights I you merely announced that you thougit
Messrs. Moyer and Haywood were desirable eit).
zens, thovgh in such ense [ should take frank [s«ae
with you and should say that, wholly withont €.
gard to whetlier or not they are guilty of the
crime for which they are now being tried, they
represent as thoroughly undesirable a type of eul-
izenship as enn be found In this country, a type
which, In the letter to which you so unreason-
ably take exception, I showed not to be confined-
to any one class, but to exist among some repre-
sentatives of groat capitalists, as well as among
some representatives of wage workers.

“In that letter I condemned both types. Cer-
tain representatives of the great capftalists in
turn condemped me for incloding Mr. Harrlmna
in my condemnation of Messrs. Moyer and Hay-
wood, Certain of the representatives of laubor in
their turn condemned me  because [ ncluded
Messrs. Moyer and Haywood as undesirable eiti-
zens together with Mr., Harriman.,

“I anm as profoundly Indifferent to the con-
demnation In one case as in the other. 1 chal-
lenge as a right the support of all good Americans,
whether wage earners or capitalists, whatever thelr
occupation or creed, or in whatever portion of
the country they live, when [ condemmn both the
types of bad citizepship which I have held up to
reprobation. It seems to me a mark of utter in-
gincerity to fail thus to condemn both, and 1o
apologize for cither robs the man thus apologizing
of all right to condemn any wrongdoing In any
men, rich or poor, in public or In private life,

“You say you ask a ‘square deal’ for Messrs,
Moyer and Haywood., So do 1. When I #y
‘square deal’ { mean a square deal to every one;
it Is equally a violation of the policy of the square
deal for a capitalist to protest against the denun-
ciation of a capitalist who Is guilty of wrong-
doing and for a labor leader to protest ngainst
the denunciation of a labor leader who has been
guilty of wrongdcing. I stand for equal justice
to both and, so far as in my power lies, I shall up-
hold justice whether the man accused of guilt
has behind him the wealthiest corporations, the
greéatest aggregations of riches in the country, ¢
whether he bhas behind him the most Influential
labor organization in the country, Very truly yours,

“THEODORE ROOBEVELT.”
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WASHINGTON LETTER

Washington, D. C., April 20.—When M.
Bryan said to the members of the peace conf2r-
ence that he “wanted to make money contra-
band of war,” that he wanted *to see The Hague
conference so fix it that the finaneclers of one coun-
try can nol wax fat over the misfortunes of an-
other country,” he raised a new issue and one

that should fairly and rightly be considered. In-
ternational law wow prohibits the sale from any
nation of warships, of submarines, of munitions
of war. And yet it does not prohibit the lending
of money, the buying of bonds. .If Germany amd
England should blgze into war neither country
could buy munitions of war in the United States,
but either one could send their securities here and
borrow money for the purpose of paying for the
war material they needed. What is the difference?
If some of our manufacturers of submarine boats
can not sell their vessels here in the Uniteld
States, but our financiers, our men of means can
buy the bonds of foreign countries, and the money
~they contribute can be used to purcbase beats of
this sort, there seems to be no distinetion. M.
Bryan's point of view seems to be well taken. [
we make ships, cannon, the ordinary mechanism
of war contraband of war, why not make dollars
“contraband also? Mr. Bryan has presented a new
note to the peace conference. He has suggested
an entirely new idea. He had offered a sugges-
tion which, if carried to logical conelusion, would
do much to prevent the continuance of war. War
is fought by boys. It is a matter of record that
the soldiers who have offered themselves as fool
for powder are nearly all under twenty-four years
of age. It is fought on credit, because the nation
that makes war is compelled to borrow from othor
nations the monaey necessary for its enormous ex-
penditures. If is worth while to think whether
the suggestion which Mr. Bryan has made, name-
ly that the borrowing of money, should be a3
illegal as the buying of guns and warlike mateérial
is not right and just and proper. I offer this
merely as a suggestion, but it seems to me that
it is worth comnslderation.

Now that the United States has allowed two
telegraph companies, which in fact are one, to
control the whole business of telegraphy it seems
fair to contrast what Is being done abroad and
what is being done here. We think that we ar®
the most progressive people; we think, and with
some reason, that we are using the telegraph
more than any other people on earth. But within
one month we have found that we are the victims

of a monopoly and that this monopoly is not mere-
ly over-charging us for its service, but it Is killing
our goose that lays for it the golden eggs. 'The
Western Union and the Postal Telegraph company
might do much; they are doing nothing, unless
they are doing us. I have at hand a consular
report which shows the. difference between the
use of the telegraph in Gréat Britain and in the
United States. Like all consular reports, it is
full of figures and would be uninteresting if I
detailed it bere. Therefore I summarize it. If
anybody cares enough about It to wish for the
original, a letter to me will bring it. Between
1870 and 1906 the population of Great Britain
increased 32 per cent, and the population of the
United States 121 per cent. In the same time the
use of the telegraph in Great Britaim increased
888 per cent and in the United States 788 per cenf.
The population of our country Increased nearly
five times as much as that of Great Britain and
the business of cur telegraph companies fell shovt
of the increase there! Why? Because under the
present system of telegraphy the people are con-
pelled to pay extortionate prices find to guestion
whether their messages are ever properly de-
livered. Business men know that a letter Is al-
ways delivered to them and that a telegram Is ear-
ried by a slovealy boy, and if the office happens
to be closed n notice is left saying that the tele-
gram may be had at the central office of the com-
pany. The mail service is so much better than the
telegraphic service that it has come to be the fact
that men are sending Important matters by mail
rather than by telegraph. That is what has resulted
from the present domination of the telegraph
companies. Some time the government will take

over the telegravl system and handle it as it does
and should handle the postoffice department,

The vote in the Pennsylvania legislature last
week rejecting by a large majority a resolution
endorsing Theodore Roosevelt for a third term.
Is very significant. Coming as it does at a
time when it is alleged that Senator Penrose, of
conspiracy dinner fame, is gong to declare with
Senator Bourne, of Oregon, for a third term for
Roosevelt, and when Senator Knox, close friend of
the president, has objected to the use of his name
as a presidentinl possibility, it points to the way
the wind blows. That the two United States sen-
ators from Pennsylvania should be brought into
line for Roosevelt at a time when a resolution en-
dorsing the, president for a third term is Intro-
duced into the Pennsylvania legislature, may be
a mere coincident, but I think not. Too many of
these resolutions -have been Introduced into state
legislatures lately, too many men in public life
have shown a disposition to eall in newspaper men
and dictate long intérviews endorsing Rooseveit
for a third term, to be reconciled upon any theory
of mere colncidence,

- Why all these gratuitous interviews? Why
all these requests from the president to numerous
politicians everywhere to confer with him at the
White House? Why all these resolutions endors-
ing Roosevelt for a third term Introduced In state
legislatures throughout the land? Why the politl-
cal war in Ohio? Why the wholesale discharge
of anti-Roosevelt men from the public service?
Why the wholesale use of public patronage to bulld
up a mighty Roosevelt machine. Why does Knox
decline to allow his name to be used? Why is
Penrose whipped into line by a threat that Henry

. €. Frick of Homestead sirike and steel trust in-

famy, will be given a senatorial toga if be doesn’'t
behave? Why is a foolish story of gigantic cor-
porate conspiracy against the Roosevelt policizs
sednously circulated from the White House? Why
aré all thése things and much more done at the
dietation of the president?

For Taft?

Or for Roosevelt? ‘
WILLIS J. ABBOTL.




