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furnished upon

band of war or goods destined to or proceeding

from ports within the belligerent territory af-
fected.’

“There is no doubt that our government will
insist upon this position; that is an 1mportant
thing, the exact date-of the note is not material.
My reason for desiring to have the matter pre-
sented to Great Britain at once, was not that
Germany had any right to ask it, but because 1
was anxious to make it as easy as possible for
Germany to arc pt the demands of the United
Btates and cease to employ submarines against
merchantmen. There is no reason why any Ger-
man-Americans should doubt the president's in-
I am sure that every-
one will, on reflection, recognize that our duty
to prevent loss of life is more urgent than our
duty to prevent interference with trade—loss of
trade can be compensated for with money, but
no settlement that the United States and Ger-
many may reach can call back to life those who
went down with the Lusitania—and war would
be the most expensive of all settlements because
it would enormously add to the number of deaq.

“Fourth: I hope that Germany will acquiesce
in the demands that have been made, and 1 hope
that she will acquiesce in them without eondi-
tions. She can trust the United States to deal
Justly with her in the consideration of any
changes that she may propose in the international
rules that govern the taking of prizes. The more
generously she acts in this matter the greater
will be the glory which she w!ll derive from it.
She has raised a question whic’ . is now receiving
serious consideration, namely, whether the in-
troduction of the submarine necessitates any
change in the rules governing the capture of
prizes. The position seemingly taken by Ger-
many, namely, that she is entitled to drown non-
combatants because they ride with contraband,
is an untenable position; the most that she could
insist upon is that, in view of the introduction of
this new weapon of warfare, new rules should
be adopted-—separating passengers from objec-
tionable cargo. If the use of the submarine jus-
tifies such a change in the law of blockade as
will permit the cordon to be withdrawn far
enough from the shore to avoid the danger of
submarine attack, may it not be found possible
to secure an international agreement by which
passengers will be excluded from ships carrying
contraband, or at least from those carrying am-
munition? It would require but a slight change
in the shipping laws to make this separation,
and belligerent nations might be restrained from
unnecessarily increasing the contraband list if
they were compelled to carry contraband on
transports as they now carry troops. Personal-
1y, 1 would like to see the use of submarines
abandoned entirely, just &s I would like to see
an abandonment of the use of aeroplanes and
Zeppelins for the carrying of explosives, but 1
am not sanguine enough to believe that any ef-
fective instrument of warfare will he abandoned
a8 long as war continues. The very arguments
which the advocates of peace advance against
the submarine, the aeroplane and the Zeppelin
are advanced in favor of them by those who con-

' duet war. The more fatal a weapon is the more
~ M iIs in demand, and it is not an unusual thing

to see a new instrument of destruction denounced
as inhuman by those against whom it is em-
ployed, only to be employed later by those who,
ouly a little while before, denounced it.

“The above suggestions are respectfully sub-
mitted to those of German birth or descent, and
they are submitted in the same spirit to natural-
ized citizens from other countries. To the na-
turalized citizen this is the land of adoption, but
in one sense it may be nearer to him than it is to
us who are native born, for those who come here
are citizens by voluntary choice, while we are
here by accident of birth. They may be said to
have paid a higher compliment to the United
States than we who first saw the light under the
stars and stripes. But, more than that, it is the
land of their children and their children's child-
ren, no matter for what reason they crossed the
ocean. They not only share with us the shaping
of our nation's destiny, but their descendants
have a part with ours in all the blessings which
the present generation can, by wise and patriotic
action, bequeath to the generations that are to
follow.

“W. J. BRYAN

First and Second German
Notes

issned the following statement

Mr. Bryan
June 13:

“My attention has been called to a number of
newspaper editorials and articles which, in vary-
ing language, ask the question, ‘Why did Mr.
Bryan sign the first note to Germany and then
refuse to sign the second?’ The argument pre-
sented in the question is based upon the supposi-
tion that the two notes were substantially the
same, and that the second note simply reiterates
the demands contained in the first. Then they
declare it inconsistent to sign one and refuse to
sign the other. The difference between the two
cases would seem obvious enough to make an
answer unnecegsary, but, lest silence on the sub-
ject be taken as an admission of inconsistency,
the following explanation is given.

“The notes must be considered in connection
with the conditions under which they were sent.
The first note presented the case of this govern-
ment upon such evidence as we then had. It
was like the plaintiff’s statement in a case, his
claim being based upon the facts as he presents
them. I did not agree entirely with the lan-
guage of the first note, but the difference was
not so material as to justify a refusal to sign it.
Then, too, 1 was at that time hoping that certain
things would be done which would make it eas-
ier for Germany to acquiesce in our demands. The
three things which I had in mind which, in my
judgment, would have helped the situation, were,
first, an announcement of a willingness upon our
nart to employ the principle of investigation em-
bodied in eur thirty peace treaties; second, ac-
tion which would prevent American citizens from
traveling on belligerent ships or on American
shins carrying contraband, especially if that con-
traband consisted of ammunition; and, third,
further insistence upon our protest against inter-
ference of our trade with neutrals. 1 thought
that these three things were within the range
of possibilities, and that two or at least one was
probable. Some weeks have .elapsed since the
first note was sent and we have not only failed
to do any of these things hoped for, but Germany
has in the meantime answered, and in her answer
has not only presented a number of alleged facts
which, in her judgment, justified the deviation
which she has made from the ordinary rules
applicable to prize cases, but she has suggested
arbitration. “

“A rejection of the . arguments, which
she presented and of the allegations made, to-
gether with a reiteration of the original demands
creates a very different situation from that which
existed when the first demand was made. As 1
have before stated, my fear has been that, owing
to the feeling existing in Germany, the govern-
ment might, upon receipt of such a note under
such circumstances, break off diplomatic rela-
tions and thus create a situation out of which
war might come without the intention of either
side. T am sure the president does not want war
and I am confident that our people do not want
war; I have no reason to believe that either the
German government or the German people de-
sire war. But war, a calamity at any time, is
especially to be aveided ncw because our nation
is relied upon by both veutrals and belligerents
as the one nation which can exert mosi influence
toward bringing this war to an end, It we wérﬁ.

‘pedient as a matter of anti-democratic

——

by accident, to be drawn into the oy, -
would not only surrender the opportunis ,,; 1'1
as a mediator, but we might become res ., o
for drawing other nations into t}ig "t
When we see how one nation after ano
been dragged into this war, we can p0f have
confidence in the ability of anyone t, calenlate
with certainty upon the results that migy, fol-
low if we became embroiled in the war. N (.
will be happier than I if the president's plan re.
sults in a peaceful settlement, but no one W
in a position to say what effect our note woy|g
have upon Germany, or what results would fol-
low if she in anger broke off diplomatic el
tions, and I was not only unwilling to assume
the responsibility for the risks incurred—rigke
which no one could with any degree of accyracy
measure—but I felt that, having done all | could
in the cabinct, it was my duty to undertake, out-
side the cabinet, the work upon which 1 have
entered. 1 have no doubt that the country will
unanimously support the president during (e
war, if so great a misfortune should overtake
us, but I believe the chances of war will he lece.
ened in proportion as the country expresses
itself in favor of peace—not ‘Peace at any price’
—but peace in preference to a war waged for
the redress of such grievances we have against
Germany; at least against war uiiil we have
given Germany the opportunity which we are
pledged to give to Great Britain, France and
Russia—to have every difference of every char-
acter submitied to an international commission
of investigation. I would contend as earnestly
for the application of the treaty princinle to the
Allies as T contend for it in the case of Germanv.
If the principle is sound, it ought to be applied
to every country with which we have a differ-
ence, and if it ought to be applied to all. T think
it is better to suggest it in the beginning than
to aceept it later after a seeming reluctance to
apply it.

“I understand that Secretary Lansing has al-
ready given out a statement correcting an inac-
curacy which appeared in this morning’s papers.
T appreciate his kindness. It is true that I saw
the final draft of the note just before my resig-
nation took effect, but it ecntained an important
change. I had no knowledge of this change at
the time my resignation was tendered and ac-
cepted. This change, while very much soffening
the note, was mnot however sufficient, in my
judgment, to justify me in asking permission to
withdraw my resignation. As Germany had sug-
gested arbitration, I felt that we could not ('ln
less than reply to this offer by expressing a wil-
lingness to apply the prineiple of the peace trea-
ties to the case. These treaties, while providing
for investigation of all questions, leave the na-
tions free to act independently after the inter-

national commission has concluded the investiga-
tion.
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“W. J. BRYAN."

STATEMENT OF MR. BRYAN

Mr. Bryan issued the following statement,
June 11, 1915:

“I am glad to note the change in the tone of
the press in regard to the note to Germany. From
the time the papers began to publish forecasts
down to yesterday, the jingo editors have beeu
predicting that the matter would be dealt with
with ‘great firmness,’ that Germany would be
told that there must be no more delay in the “_'i
ceptance of this eountry’s demands, etc. Insteal
of waiting until the note was issued they l'”;
their own construction upon it in advance “I_l_,k
colored it to suit their own purposes. It is a ¢
lief to find the papers now emphasizilg ”,H'
friendly tone of the note and pointing oul HiA
it does not necessarily mean war. hunlt-tln’ilf;'
has been gained if the warrior journalists af 1}.1-r
realize that the country does not want wal, m
that, on the contrary, it will support the Pres
ident in his efforts to find a peaceful solution th_
the difficult problem raised by the use ol =U
marines against merchantmen."”

A great deal of unnecessary debate is -h:’.]r!'f
indulged in as to whether the progressi‘e will
publicans who left the party with Roose.vf:ll! vy
return if he goes back. Thoese who f°”°“.”., be:
cause Roosevelt repregsented principles the; i'r ‘n._
ished won't come back because he tm“k;ﬂwim.
Those who followed him because they ”“;“f}'l':
he would lead them to victory will prove o
face about if he does. And meanwhile (h¢ v
guard is preparing to pick out the ticket for
wanderers to support in 1916.




