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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION
Purpose of This Study
During the first half of the twentieth century, America's
future was being charted.

Great men, as in the present and past,

were weaving her history.

One of these men was Morris Sheppard.

He was elected to the House of Representatives in 1902; elected
to the Senate in 1913, where he served until his death April 9,
1941.
The purpose of this study is to make a rhetorical analysis
of selected speeches of Morris Sheppard, spanning his illustrious
career in the Congress of the United States of America.
Justification of This Study
Communication has always been a vital element of man's society,
and more especially in a democratic one.

Effective democratic gov-

ernment depends, in a large measure, on understandable communications.
Sixty years ago, men were unable to address great crowds of people
through the means of mass media such as radio and television, since
they were still in the future.

Therefore, much importance was placed

on the political rallies, the town square meetings, private conversations, and the newspapers, for sharing of information of common
concern to people.

One justification for this study is the significance of the
occasions and the issues involved in the speaking of Morris Sheppard.
This study will not deal with history except as such events in
history are important to the occasions when Morris Sheppard spoke.
The events of the twentieth century set the stage for many of the
speeches of Senator Sheppard.

Some of these events are:

The debate

and legal action of the prohibition era, World War I, the period of
financial depression, and the conflict in Europe which later enveloped the world.
Senator Sheppard is known as the father of the Eighteenth
Amendment to the Constitution of the United States of America.

His

address on the floor of the Senate immediately prior to the passage
of the prohibition amendment is one of the speeches to be studied in
this paper.

Sheppard led the fight which resulted in the adoption of

the prohibition amendment to the Constitution and, regardless of
party platforms or political pressure or expediency, he stuck to his
guns on prohibition and never lost an opportunity to advocate it.
In 1917 he led a triumphal movement for a "dry" District of Columbia,
and in April 1917 he introduced another prohibition amendment in
Congress.

This time it was passed; the last necessary state ratified

it January 29, 1919, and on January 16, 1920, the Eighteenth, or
prohibition amendment became the law of the land.
Aside from his work in Congress, he was frequently requested
to deliver orations on patriotic occasions.

One such occasion resulted

in his speech titled, "In God We Trust".

This was related to keeping

the symbolic inscription upon the coinage of the United States of
America.
A second justification for this study is the oratorial ability
of the late Senator Sheppard.

He was an effective speaker.

Effective

speaking has been designated as an art:
Effective speaking is an art, founded upon the science of
psychology, an art the mastery of which demands the same
thought, the same persistent practice, the same careful
technique as the mastery of painting or music.'
Morris Sheppard was an artist in this sense of the word.

The Winches-

ter (Indiana) Democrat said that his addresses were, "free from any
abuse and a model from the standpoint of logic, consistency and
2
rhetorical phraseology."
A third justification for the rhetorical analysis of selected
speeches of Morris Sheppard is the audience response, both immediate
and lasting, to the Senator's speeches.

The audiences of Morris

Sheppard varied in size, as he was often called on to speak for
special occasions, as well as on the floor and in committees of
the House and Senate.
Audience reactions to his speeches were as varied as the occasions upon which he spoke.

When he was speaking in Congress during

William S. Sanford and William H. Yeager, Principles of Effective Speaking (New York: Thomas Nelson and Sons, 1934), p. 6.
2
Lucile Keyes, Morris Sheppard (Washington:
P r i n t i n g O f f i c e , 1934), p. 7.

U. S. Government

the Bosnian crisis, the Agadir incident, and other pressing crises
facing this nation just prior to World War I, the Honorable Nat
Patton recorded the audience reaction for the pages of history.
As the painful days of the Bosnian crisis passed and the
Agadir incident took its place, Morris Sheppard was speaking
in behalf of defense and preparedness. A Congressman alone
in the din of a House dedicated to everlasting peace and
prosperity had to command much respect to be heard. Morris
Sheppard was heard - and some few heeded his message. Too,
too many did not. The Balkan troubles in 1912 and 1913 came
into history. Morris Sheppard pointed his finger at the
cancer. Be it said to the credit of Texas that Sheppard
was heard and his worth was recognized - and he was elevated
to the Senate in the midst of that Balkan crisis.^
Often, as Morris Sheppard addressed the House, Senate, or
special occasion audiences, his speeches were interrupted with applause and cheers from the crowd.

He seemed always to be popular

and attentively heard by his listeners. When he concluded his
speech at the Republican Club's Annual Lincoln Dinner, there was
4
"great applause and cheering."
Because of the foregoing considerations, a rhetorical analysis
of the selected speeches of Morris Sheppard is justified.
Definition of the Problem
The guide for this study will be the classical definition of
rhetoric and will employ the five canons of rhetoric:

inventio.

3
Nat Patton, Memorial Addresses - Morris Sheppard (Washington:
U. S. Government P r i n t i n g O f f i c e , 1943), pp. 43-44.
4
Proceedings at the Twenty-Second Annual Lincoln Dinner of the
Republican Club of the City of .\ew York, reDri^ary 12, 1908, p. 36.

dispositio, elocutio, pronuntiatio, and memoria.

These will be ex-

plained in detail as the study progresses.
The study will also be concerned with ethos, pathos, and logos,
as revealed in the speeches studied.

Many of the speeches of Morris

Sheppard were designed to persuade his audience.

Raymond Howes says

of these three important elements of rhetoric:
The student of rhetoric looks upon each oration as an effort in
persuasion; he must learn what he can of the audience to which it
was addressed; he takes note of the appeals that are made, with
reference to the motives that are touched, the emotions that are
aroused. He must know the character and reputation of the speaker
at the time the speech was made.5
This study will give attention to the types of speeches given
by Mr. Sheppard.

Speeches have been classified as being:

forensic

or judicial, deliberative, and epideictic, which is sometimes called
panegyrical.

The divisions, times, ends, and aims distinguish these

three types of speeches. The judicial or forensic speech is concerned
with justice or injustice.

The deliberative speech is concerned with

exhortation and discussion; and the epideictic is given to praise and
blame.
Method of Study
The rhetoric classification of the ancient rhetorician-philosopher
Aristotle, will be the basic guideline of the study.
Rhetoric, will be employed throughout the study.
5

His work, the

The concepts of

Raymond Howes, editor. Historical Studies of Rhetoric and
Rhetoricians (New York: Cornell University Press, 1961), p. 5.

rhetoric of Cicero and Quintilian will also have bearing on this study
of the problem.
Chapter III of the study will give particular attention to the
ancient concepts of rhetoric and oratory, the place of ancient concepts in the analysis of a speaker and his speeches, contemporary
rhetoric and oratory of Morris Sheppard's day, and the place of ancient rhetoric as applied to this study.
Materials of Study
Four speeches of Morris Sheppard have been selected for this
study.

The time period between the first speech to be studied and

the last one, is thirty-eight years. The speeches vary in kind and
occasion.

The four speeches and the dates they were given are:

1.

"Trusts" - January 20, 1903

2.

"Annual Lincoln Dinner Address" - February 12, 1908

3.

"Prohibition" - July 30, 1917

4.

"Military Affairs" - February 27, 1941.

CHAPTER II
BACKGROUND AND HISTORICAL MATERIAL CONTRIBUTING TO
MORRIS SHEPPARD'S DEVELOPMENT AS AN ORATOR
Morris Sheppard, member of the United States Congress for almost forty years, was born in Wheatfield, Texas, May 28, 1875.

He

was the oldest son of John Lewis and Alice (Eddins) Sheppard.

The

John Sheppard family lived on a farm in Morris county, having come
to Texas from Alabama and Louisiana, respectively.
In the period of time just prior to 1877, John Lewis Sheppard
completed his study of law and soon set up a law practice in Daingerfield, Texas.

This set the stage for Morris to follow his father

into the United States House of Representatives.
An ardent Democrat, he was elected in 1902 to the Fifty-seventh
Congress to fill the unexpired term of his father, who had died,
and was re-elected to the Fifty-eighth, Fifty-ninth, Sixtieth,
Sixty-first, and Sixty-second Congress.^
At an early age, young Morris was encouraged to develop his
talent as an orator.
poems.

His father taught him several speeches and

He also taught him to read and write before he ever entered

school. Among the poems he learned were Thomas Campbell's "Hohenlinden"
and Longfellow's "A Psalm of Life".

When he was six years of age, he

The National Cyclopaedia of American Biography, p. 301.

8
had already read the New Testament through.

The Houston Post gave

the following account of young Sheppard's o r a t o r i c a l

ability.

One Sunday when [Morris] was s t i l l in that s t y l e of dress
known as knickerbockers, there was an excursion to Hughes
Springs, now, as then, a watering place between Pittsburg
and Jefferson. The future Congressman wanted to go with
the excursionists, but did not have the money and did not
know where i t could be obtained--at l e a s t , f o r the purpose
f o r which he wanted i t . At the depot, j u s t before the t r a i n
was to leave, a man who had heard him r e c i t e the lines of
Campbell, . . . asked him to favor those present with a
r e c i t a t i o n . He said that a r e c i t a t i o n was worth something.
The crowd agreed to raise a purse. He gave them "Hohenlinden"
in his best s t y l e and the purses of the men there were
opened wide. He had enough to pay his r a i l r o a d fare and to
l i q u i d a t e his other expenses of the t r i p . That f i r s t speech,
he says, paid a bigger dividend than many he has made since,
although he has been i n demand as an orator f o r many years.^
Between his law practice and his farming operation, John Sheppard found plenty of manual labor f o r young Morris and as a r e s u l t ,
he developed p h y s i c a l l y , along with his i n t e l l e c t u a l growth.
The pre-university education began f o r young Morris Sheppard
in schools located in Daingerfield, Cumby, P i t t s b u r g , Linden and
A u s t i n , Texas.

The classical languages were a part of his early

education.

In the 1880's, Morris' uncle, Joshua Crawford, was conducting
a small school at Cumby (then called Black Jack) near Mt. Vernon,
Texas, and it was here that Morris Sheppard received his earliest
training in the class'ical languages. Mr. Crawford himself had
graduated from Emory College in Georgia. Before the Civil War
he had operated a school at Douglass, Texas, which was attended
in one year by almost three hundred pupils - an unheard-ofnumber for the time and place. At the school which Morris
Keyes, op. cit., p. 18.

attended, Greek and Latin were taught by Professor DeLyons, who
had come from Yale University at the request of Mrs. Crawford,
the former Lou Eddins (Morris' mother's sister). In 1888, Mr.
Crawford moved to Austin; Morris was sent there to live with the
Crawfords and to study at the West Austin School. The Pittsburg
Gazette reported that Morris returned from Austin with first
honors in the eighth grade.^
Following Morris' return from the school in Austin, he attended
a private school conducted by Professor Looney and his wife.

This

school was located at Linden, Texas. Morris Sheppard was listed
among the students who had "Perfect" in "Reed's Word Lessons and
Second Dictionary".
By the time Morris Sheppard reached the age of sixteen years,
he was ready for study at the university level.
for the fall term in the University of Texas.

In 1891, he enrolled

He received his B. A.

degree in 1895 and completed his law studies at the University in
1897.

He was an excellent student at the University as he had been

in public and private schooling.

His major interests while at the

University were in history, English, government and the classical
languages.
Phi Beta Kappa had no chapter at the University at this time.
In 1905 he was awarded membership in this society as a result of his
scholarship.
Morris Sheppard needed recommendations from some of his professors to enter the Harvard Law School.
Waggener, wrote Dean Langdell, saying:
^Ibid., p. 20.

His English professor, L.

10
He is a young man of fine character and nas energy, enthusiasm,
and talent. As a matter of fact, I know of no other young man
of whom I could so confidently predict a successful career in
the profession he nas wisely chosen.^
Morris Sheppard was awarded an L.L.M. at Yale School of Law in
1898.

At the time of his graduation he was presented the Wayland

Prize for debate and delivering the master's oration at the school's
commencement exercise.
He was admitted to the Texas bar in 1897. He began his law
practice as a member of his father's law firm, Sheppard, Jones and
Sheppard.

This practice was located in Pittsburg, Texas.

At the

end of one year in this capacity, he moved to Texarkana, Texas and
from there embarked on his long career in the United States Congress.
His advent into political life came when he was elected in 1902 to
serve his father's unexpired term in the House of Representatives.
The Washington Post wrote of Morris Sheppard in the light of
serving notice that here was a member of the House who was not to
be taken lightly and that his speaking ability was worthy of notice.
Sheppard delivered his maiden speech in Congress on January 20, 1903,
on the subject of the trusts.

The Washington Post reported:

NEW ORATOR IN THE HOUSE
Morris Sheppard Surprises Colleagues by
Grasp on Public Questions
It was discovered yesterday that the House has a new orator
and a young member of brilliant promise in Representative
^Ibid., p. 21.
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Morris Sheppard. Not only did he show hiniself a ready and
forceful speaker, but his grasp on tne subject was a revelation
to older members, who paid him the compliment of close attention
throughout.
As Mr. Sheppard progressed with his speech the seats, especially
on the Dem.ocratic side, rapidly filled. Democratic applause frequently interrupted him, and at the conclusion of his speech he
was given a genuine ovation. Democrats crowded about to congratulate him, and even the Republicans crossed the hall to shake
hands with the new member who had acquitted himself so well.'^
In Texas young Morris Sheppard had proven himself to be a man
of deep and abiding convictions. A man who at times preferred to
stand against the current rather than to compromise his sincere
convictions.

Americans have always admired courageous single-handed

opposition, if directed against manifest evil, entrenched stupidity,
political powers, or mere apathetic inertia.

Thus, even his opponents

admired the man Morris Sheppard and respected his opinions, even
though in strong disagreement with their own.

Representative Worley

of Texas, said of Morris Sheppard at the time of his death:
A national magazine once wrote an article about him entitled
"The Art of Being a Little Senator". He was little in size; he
never tried to shake the world, but he did his job so well that
when death plucked him by the ear, he left the world without
any known enemies.
With him many disagreed, but none hated. He was too honest,
too earnest, for anyone to hate. "He never sold the truth to
serve the hour, nor faltered with Eternal God for power," as
Tennyson wrote of Wellington.''
Morris Sheppard served eleven years in the United States House
of Representatives and twenty-eight years in the United States Senate,

i°ibid.
Worley, Memorial Messages - Morris Sheppard, p. 33.

12
for a total time of service of thirty-eight years, five months, and
twenty-nine days; a record unequaled by that of any other individual,
with two exceptions, since the foundation of our government.

Repre-

sentative Wright Patman of Texas, said of Sheppard at the time of
his death:
. . .From his life and his ideals shall you gain an insight
into the character of a true democrat and a firm advocate of
the right. Someday, perhaps in the dark dim future, if democracy should not withstand the pressure of the dictators, someday
when future scholars probe in the past, someday when a student
or a scholar will bring to light the career of Senator Morris
Sheppard. To that age Morris Sheppard will gleam light, the
light that shines to us in the careers of the prophets and the
great of Greece and Rome. "Here," they will say, "here was a
forerunner of our day. Here," they shall announce, "here was
a man who lived before his time and who predicted the world to
come. Here," they will announce to that future world, "was
Morris Sheppard, living in a world of the blind and greedy,
proclaiming the world of the day and of Christ.""^^
Morris Sheppard was not given to impulsive speech making.

His

long, illustrious and faithful tenure of service in Congress was not
punctuated with unnecessary speeches. The New York Times reported,
"Although a member of important Senate committees, among them Chairman of the Military Affairs Committee, Senator Sheppard spoke
infrequently on the floor.'

rather

13

Perhaps he spoke more often on prohibition than on any other
one subject.

"On almost every

anniversary of the enactment of the

prohibition amendment. Senator Sheppard would address the Senate."
^^Ibid.
'''^New York Times, April 10, 1941, p. 1.
^^Ibid.

14

13
Humor was an important part of Morris Sheppard's life. His
size and youthful appearance, when he first entered Congress, were
the basis for much good natured jesting.

He often said he was

mistaken for a page and commanded to run errands for his fellow
Congressmen.

The Washington Post, December 3, 1902, covering the

taking of the oath by the new members of the United States House of
Representatives wrote:
. . . most people thought Mr. Lanham had miade a mistake and was
bringing forward one of the pages instead of the Congressmanelect. Mr. Sheppard is twenty-seven years old, but doesn't
look it. He v/as visibly embarrassed at having so conspicuous
a place in the limelight, but no more than some of the older
men who were entering on their careers in Congress. It will
take the older members some time to get to know Mr. Sheppard,
so that they will not try to send him on errands for them."^5
Representative R. Ewing Thomason of Texas summarized Sheppard's
life when he wrote:
He always cast his vote without fear or favor and in accordance
with his convictions of the right, as he was given to see the
right. Nothing was permitted to interfere with his attendance
at sessions of the Senate and he missed none. No man who ever
served in that body paid more meticulous attention to the business before it.
His understanding of the events unfolding about him and his
unimpeachable honesty of purpose was recognized by his colleagues,
who all regarded him not only with veneration for his worth, but
with affection for his generous and lovable personality.
He will always be remembered for his devotion to the cause of
temperance, and his authorship of the Eighteenth Amendment to
Constitution. In spite of the repeal of that law, no person
ever doubted his conviction or sincerity and none failed to
praise his tolerance.^S
15

Keyes, op. c i t . , p. 54.

•J c

R. Ewing Thomason, Memorial y,e$sages - .Morris Sheppard, pp. 31-32.

EXAS TECH LIBRARY

CHAPTER III
THE GUIDELINES FOR ANALYSIS OF MORRIS SHEPPARD'S SPEECHES
Rhetoric had its beginning as a form.al study about one hundred
and fifty years before Aristotle.
for the training of speakers.

Sicily was the spawning ground

Individuals needed to know how to

better defend themselves in the courts of law and this gave birth
to rhetoric as a formal study.
The first treatise on rhetoric was written by Corax, a Sicilian,
and limiting rhetoric narrowly to the conouct of legal dispute was
urged by some teachers throughout antiquity. In this narrow view
the whole aim of rhetoric was to win cases, to win the verdict by
hook or by crook, and if truth was trampled on in the process, so
much the worse for truth.''7
Gorgias, a pupil of Empedocles, introduced rhetoric to the
Athenians, "both the rhetoric of the law courts and the rhetoric of
18
literary artifice."
Plato disliked the rhetoric of his day and
forbade it to be taught in his Academy, "but then Plato disapproved
19
of almost everything in human life as he saw it about him in Athens."
However divergent Plato's view of rhetoric may have been, it served
to influence Aristotle, Cicero and Quintilian.
York:

These three ancients

Donald Lemen Clark, Rhetoric in Greco-Roman Education (New
Columbia University Press, 1957), p. 25.
^^Ibid.
"'^Ibid.

14

15
are still considered the great authorities in the field of rhetoric.
Aristotle, although a pupil of Plato, did not agree with the idea
that true rhetoric had to be an instrument of righteousness and that
all else classed as rhetoric was disiionorable.
Aristotle . . . tried to understand the nature, aims and uses
of rhetoric in the phenomenal world in which we live. Great
classifier and systematizer of human knowledge, he approached
rhetoric as he approached ethics, logic, psychology, politics,
physics, biology or astronom,y--in a scientific spirit.
In his opening paragraph [of the Rhetoric] Aristotle claims
a close kinship between rhetoric, the art of public speaking,
and dialectic, which he considers as the art of logical discussion. He claims rhetoric to be an art in the face of Plato's
denials.20
Aristotle's foundations of rhetoric, as set down in the Rhetoric,
have stood the tests of over two thousand years of analysis by the
critics of ewery age and have remained the foundations of rhetoric
for today.

The Rhetoric is acclaimed by scholars as the superior

work in the field of rhetoric:
Its true distinction is that it does not stand alone without
predecessors and successors, but that it stands apart and preeminent even where the predecessors and successors are so
numerous; it is the most philosophical work ever composed on
the subject.21
His discussion of rhetoric is a psychological implication; he
conceived rhetoric to be the ability to determine and practice the
possible ways of persuading men on any given subject.

He classifies

the methods of persuasion with (1) the impact of the speaker's
20
W. Rhys Roberts, Greek Rhetoric and Literary Criticism (New
York:

Longmans, Green and Company, 1928), p. 35.

^hbid.

16
character. Ethos, upon his audience, (2) the arousing of emotions,
Pathos, and (3) the advancement of pertinent argument, Logos.
Of means of persuading by speaking there are three species: some
consist in the character of tne speaker; others in the disposing
the hearer in a certain way; others in the thing itself which is
said, by reason of its proving or appearing to prove the point.22
Ethos, the character of the speaker, is inclusive of the total
moral and mental nature of the speaker.

It is expressed through in-

telligence and good will as well as character.

"Persuasion is effected

by means of the moral character, when the speech shall have been spo23
ken in such a way as to render the speaker worthy of confidence."
Quintilian contended that the orator should be a good man speaking.
Pathos, the arousing of the emotions or the means of affecting
the perception of the audience, is given an important place in
Aristotle's concept of rhetoric.
[Persuasion is effected] through the medium of the hearers,
when they shall have been brought to a state of excitement
when influenced by pain or joy, or partialijv or dislike,
award our decisions in the same way. . . ."^^
The orator cannot ignore emotion because people are emotional.
Therefore he should know their causes and the way in which emotions
are excited.

Donald Clark says:

When Aristotle names appeals to the emotions as a second mode
of persuasion, his notion resembles somewhat Plato's plea for a
22
Aristotle, Treatise on Rhetoric, ed. by Theodore Buckley (London
Henry G. Bohn, 1846), p. 12.
23
^'^Ibid.
^^Ibid.

17
psychology of the audience.
"The emotions," Aristotle says, "are those feelings that so
change men as to affect'their judgments and that are also attended by pain or pleasure. . . . Let us now'proceed to analyze
the subject before us." This he analyzes in eleven chapters of
Book 11.25
Emotions are powerful and Aristotle felt that the effective
speaker will be aware of their place in audience analysis. The
speaker is not to use the art of trickery where the emotions are
concerned but know their value; the speaker's ethos, according to
Aristotle, would insist on fair play with emotions. Oliver says of
pathos:
Emotion is a powerful and persuasive component of human living.
We feel perhaps more than we think, though it is difficult and
artificial to make the distinction, since the two reactions are
commonly closely interwoven. In persuasive speeches, where a
speaker is attempting to change the feelings, beliefs or action
of his audience, carefully directed emotional appeals are indispensable to success.26
Quintilian believes that the orator must feel the emotion
within himself that he wishes his audience to experience.

He believes

the emotional attitudes are the most powerful attitudes of an audience
and, therefore, require the utmost skill of the orator to properly
channel them.
There is scope for an appeal to emotions, as I have already
said, in every portion of the speech. Moreover, these emotions
present great variety and demand more than cursory treatment.
25

Clark, op. cit., p. 46.

Robert I. Oliver, The Psychology of Persuasive Speech, 2nd.
ed., (New York: David McKay Company, 1957), p. 270.

18
since it is in their handling that the power of oratory shows
itself the highest.27
Logos, the application of logic, receives much attention in
the Rhetoric. Aristotle points up the importance of logical argumentation in rhetoric.

Of the three modes of persuasion, Aristotle

considers logos to be the most important.
The enthymeme, a rhetorical adaptation of deductive logic, was
called by Aristotle, "a rhetorical syllogism".

To the three standard

forms of syllogism used in the field of logic, Aristotle added a
fourth and applied it to the art of rhetoric. The fourth he called
the enthymeme, while modern writers often call it the "rhetorical
syllogism".
Aristotle contended that the enthymemes are the substance of
persuasion.

It would be most difficult to place too great an empha-

sis on the importance of the enthymeme in Aristotle's system of
rhetoric.
He tells himself that "the enthymeme is the most effective
among the various forms of persuasion," and that "whenever men
in speaking effect persuasion through people, they do so either
with example or enthymemes; they use nothing else.28
In Aristotle's system, the enthymeme is derived from four major
sources.

They are " (1) probabilities, (2) examples, (3) infallible
29
signs, and (4) ordinary [fallible] signs."
27
Quintilian, Institutio Oratoria. Translated by H. E. Butler,
Volume II (New York: G. P. Putnam and Sons, 1921), p. 418.
28
—
The Rhetoric of Aristotle. :ranslated by Lane Cooper (New York
Appleton-Century-Crofts, 1932), p. 24.
^^Ibid., p. 178.
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The argument based on what as a rule is thought to be true is
taken from probabilities.

The argument which proceeds by induction

from one or more parallel cases allowing the speaker to abstract a
general rule is from example.

The argument stemming from the neces-

sary and invariable truth is from infallible signs, while the argument
which proceeds from what is possibly true is from fallible signs.
It is obvious, therefore, that a system arranged according to
the rules of art is only concerned with proofs; that proof is a
sort of demonstration, since we are most strongly convinced
when we suppose anything to have been dem.onstrated; that rhetorical demonstration is an enthymeme, which, generally speaking, is
the strongest of rhetorical proofs; and lastly, that the enthymeme is a kind of syllogism.-^^
The rhetorical syllogism (enthymeme) differs from the three
standard forms of syllogism in the field of logic. There are two
significant differences between the formal syllogism and the rhetorical
syllogism:
First, the enthymeme or rhetorical syllogism is abbreviated.
It assumes audience acceptance of the major premise and does not
complicate the thinking process of the listeners by mentioning
I w •

•

•

•

Second, the rhetorical syllogism may deal with probabilities
rather than with certainties. When this is the case, the
oi
syllogism ceases to be logical and becomes merely psychological.
The ethos and pathos are vitally connected with the enthymeme
because the character of the speaker is projected upon the audience
as he makes use of the rhetorical syllogism.
30

The Art of Rhetoric.

The personality of the

Translated by John Freese (London:

Harvard University Press, MCMXLVIL), p. 9.
^^Oliver, op. cit., pp. 239-240.
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speaker must play some part in the persuasion of the audience and
the emotional appeal of the syllogism has a direct ratio to the
ethos and pathos of the one addressing the audience.
The Rhetoric of Aristotle divides speeches into three classifications, deliberative, epideictic and forensic:
It follows that there must be three kinds of speeches in
Rhetoric: (1) deliberative, (2) forensic, and (3) epideictic.
[That is, there are (1) speeches of counsel or advice (deliberation)--as political speeches addressed to an assembly or to the
public on questions of State, but also, for example, a speech
addressed to an individual (a ruler, or, indeed any person who
is to be advised); (2) judicial speeches, used in any prosecution
and defense (more generally, in any kind of attack or defense);
and (3) panegyrical or declamatory speeches, in the nature of
an exhibition or disolay, eulogies--in general speeches of
praise (or blame).]^2
Deliberative speaking has as its aim advantages and injury.
The Rhetoric of Aristotle lists five subject divisions for the deliberative speaker:

(1) ways and means, (2) war and peace, (3)

defense of the country, (4) exports and imports, and (5) legislation.
Ways and means requires the speaker to know the sources of
public revenue. This aspect of Aristotle's Rhetoric will be brought
to focus on Morris Sheppard's "Military Affairs" speech delivered in
1941.

"He must know all the public expenses, so that any useless
33

outlay may be cut off, and any excessive outlay reduced."
The "Military Affairs" speech will be analyzed in connection
with Aristotle's views of the deliberative speaker dealing with the
32
Freese, op. cit., p. 17.
^^Ibid., p. 21.
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issue of "war and peace".

"With regard to war and peace, one must

know the forces of the State, their actual strength, and the strength
34
they can develop."
Defense of the country, Aristotle's third division of the deliberative speech, requires that the speaker be acquainted with the
details and the extent and "character of the protection and the situation of the forts."'^^
Morris Sheppard's maiden speech in Congress dealt with "Trusts"
and had a direct relation to

"exports and imports".

Aristotle

believed that the deliberative speaker, when dealing with exports and
imports should:
. . . know what total outlay will suffice for the state, the
nature of the supplies produced at home or obtainable from
without, which articles the citizens need to export and which
must be imported; these last, in order that treaties and
agreements may be made with the proper states; for there are
two sorts of alien powers with which we must see to it that
our citizens maintain good relations—the stronger and those
that are useful for comimerce.26
As important as the foregoing divisions are to the deliberative
speaker, especially one in the working arena of his government, as
was Morris Sheppard, the fifth division of the deliberative speech
is of extreme importance, perhaps the most important of the five:
. . . but above all he must be competent in legislation, for
the salvation of the State is in its laws. Accordingly, one
^^Ibid., p. 31.
^^Ibid., p. 22.
"^^Ibid., pp. 22-23.
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must know how many types of government there are, what conditions
are favorable to each type, and what things inherent in the type
itself, or antagonistic to it from without, naturally lend to
destroy it.-^'
The speech which Senator Sheppard delivered at the annual
Lincoln Dinner of the Republican Club of the City of New York was
epideictic in nature.

The epideictic speech is, in general, a

speech of praise or blame.

To the epideictic speaker belongs the

present; he praises or blames with regard to existing conditions,
"though a speaker often adds to his resources with reminiscences
38
from the past and conjectures about the future."
An example of
this type of speech is the Funeral Oration by Pericles.
Aristotle discusses virtue and vice, the noble and the base,
under epideictic, since these are objects of praise and blame.

Vir-

tue will enable a speaker to make people accept himself or another.
Praise may be applied to inanimiate things as well as to humans or gods.
The "noble" is that which is desirable in and for itself, and
also wins praise; or if that which is good, and also pleasant
because good. If this definition is right, then it must follow
that virtue is noble, since virtue is good and is worthy of
praise. The elements of virtue are:
Justice
Courage
Temperance

Magnificence
Magnanimity
Liberality

Gentleness
Prudence
Wisdom

^^Ibid.
38
Dudley Bailey, ed. Essays on Rhetoric (New York:
University Press, 1965), p. 66.
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Now if we regard virtue as a faculty of beneficence, then the
greatest virtues must be those that are most useful to other
persons.25
. . . .
The forensic (legal) speech makes accusations or defense
concerning past actions. Forensic is concerned entirely with judgment.

It is the speech of the law courts.

It is addressed to judges

of things past, such as juries. Forensic concerns itself with
accusation and defense.

In Aristotle's Rhetoric, he says of forensic

rhetoric:
Passing to the subject of accusation and defense we have next
to enumerate and describe the premises from which the speaker
should have constructed his syllogisms [enthymemes]. The
points to be ascertained are three: first, the nature and
number of the motives from which men do wrong; secondly, the
states of mind in which they do it; and thirdly, the kinds of
persons who are wronged and their situations.^^
Since this paper will not involve any of Senator Sheppard's speeches
delivered in court, the forensic speech is not discussed in depth.
In summary of the three types of speech classifications of
Aristotle, the following visual illustration is given:
Type
Purpose

Epideictic
Praise

Blame

Forensic
Accusation Defense

Deliberative
Exhortation

Discussion.

Thus, we conclude from Aristotle that the epideictic speech is
given to praise and blame, the forensic speech is given to accusation
and defense and the deliberative speech is given to exhortation and
39
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discussion.

It is within the above framework that the speeches of

Morris Sheppard will be classified and studied.
The Classical Canons of Rhetoric
The five classical canons of rhetoric will be applied in the
analysis of the selected speeches of Morris Sheppard.
be employed in this paper they are:

As they will

invention, disposition, style,

memory and delivery.
The five subdivisions of rhetoric were in existence long before
the time of Cicero.

Donald L. Clark says:

The five subdivisions of the vis oratoris had been well established long before the time of Cicero. Crassus in the De Oratore
describes the five parts as com.mon-place in his schooldays;
"Since the speaker's resources are subdivided into five parts, he
ought first to find out what he should say; tnen to dispose and
arrange what he has found, not only in an orderly way, but with
a certain weight and judement; then to clothe and adorn his matter with language; then to secure it in his memory; and finally
to deliver it with dignity and grace.^"^
The five rhetorical canons and their accepted brief definitions
follow:
(1)

Inventio:

"To find out what he should say."

(2) Dispositio:

"To dispose and arrange what he has found."

(3) Elocutio:

"To clothe with language."

(4) Memoria:

"To secure it in his memory."

(5) Pronuntiatio or
actio:
"To deliver it."
41
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Clark quotes from Ad Herennium when he says:

"This terminology

and analysis was well established in the first century B. C.

It is

implicit in Aristotle--and was habitual in the rhetorical treatises
of the Middle Ages and the Renaissance."
In the Ad Herennium, the author says of the five canons of
classical rhetoric:
The speaker, then, should possess the faculties of Invention,
Arrangement, Style, Memory and Delivery. Invention is the devising of matter, true or plausible, that would make the case convincing. Arrangement is the ordering and distribution of the
matter, making clear the place to which each thing is assigned.
Style is the adaptation of suitable words and sentences to the
matter devised. Memory is the firm retention in the mind of
the matter, words, and arrangement. Delivery is the graceful
regulation of voice, countenance and gesture.43
An overview of the ancient canons of rhetoric as will be applied to the selected speeches of Morris Sheppard is as follows:
I.

Inventio:
A.

Inartistic proof
1. Evidence
^.p
2. Laws, oaths, tortofes, contracts, letters
B. Artistic proof
1. Logi cal--enthymeme
2. Pathetic--subject matter
3. Ethical--good character, good sense, good will
C. Stasis--point at issue
1. Conjectural--question of fact
2. Definitive—what is it
3.^fQaulitative
4. Transitory

42
Ibid., p. 70.
43.Ad C. Herennium Libri IV De Rati one Dicendi. Translated by
Harry CapIon (London: Harvarc university Press, MCMLIV), p. 7.
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D.

Topics
1. General
a. Possible and impossible
b. More or less
c. Past fact
d. Future fact
2. Special
a. Opposites
b. Inflections
c. Correlative terms
d. More and less
e. Time
f. Opponent's utterances turned against him
g. Definition
h. Ambiguous terms
i. Division
j. Induction
k. Existing decisions
1. From the parts to the whole
m. Simple consequences good and bad
n. Crisscross consequences
0. Inward thoughts and outward show
p. Proportional results
q. Identical results: identical antecedents
r. Altered choices
s. Attributed motives
t. Incentives and deterrents
u. Incredible occurances
V. Conflicting facts
w. How to meet slander
X. From cause to effect
y. Course of action
z. Actions compared
aa. Previous mistakes
bb. Meaning of names
E. Subjects of deliberation

II.

III.

Dispositio
A. Standard arrangement
1. Exordium
2. Narratio
3. Parti tio
4. Confirmatio
5. Refutatio
6. Peroratio
B. Arrangement to fit the particular case
C. Arrangement of arguments
Elocutio - clothe in language - style
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A.

Types of style
1. Plain - proving
2. Intermediate - teacning
3. Grand - persuading
B. Elocutio Verborum - figures of speech
1. Tropes
2. Figures of thought
3. Figures of language, etc.
C. Compositio Verborum - rhythm of sentences
1. Sentence rhythm
2. Types of sentence
a. Loose
b. Periodic

IV.

Pronuntiatio (delivery)
A. Use of voice
B. Use of bodily action

V.

Memoria
A. Complete memorization
B. By visual imagery
C. By sequence
Invention
Invention is the means whereby the subject matter for a speech

is discovered.

It concerns the discovery of reasoning which contri-

butes to the persuasive force of a speech. Aristotle maintained that
arguments could be divided into the inartificial and the artificial.
The inartificial arguments are the ones that inhere in the nature of
the case being argued, such as: contracts, evidence obtained by
torture, witnesses, letters, etc., while the artificial arguments are;
. . .those that the speaker must invent; they are (1) logical,
proceeding inductively from the example or deductively from the
enthymeme; (2) ethical, proceeding, roughly speaking, from the
hearer's estimate of the speaker's character; and (3) emotional,
proceeding from the speaker's appeal to the listener's emotions.
. . . Aristotle is saying, in effect, that all proofs are either
discoverable (by research?) or that the speaker can invent them
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by considering the logic of the case, the establishment of his ^^
own moral character, and the appeal to the listener's emotions.
Invention, as well as being first in time, is also considered
first in importance. The art of finding out what the speaker is to
say is primary.

Quintilian contends that since a speaker speaks on

any subject, he is obligated to study for the occasion and then speak.
Cicero contended that the speaker must investigate the facts thoroughly,
Morris Sheppard's speeches studied in this paper give strong
evidence of a thorough knowledge of his subject matter. The critics
of his day, some of whom will be quoted later in this paper, give
Sheppard a high rating for knowing his subject. This was especially
true of his maiden speech in Congress and the speech he delivered
concerning the League of Nations. This was in keeping with the
theories of the ancients. Cicero stated, "For no one can speak,
45
without disgrace, on a subject which he has not mastered."
Aristotle believed that once the speaker has completed his investigation and, to the best of his ability, mastered the subject
matter; has determined the status on which the case turns, he should
then seek to discover all possible means to persuade his audience.
The modes of persuasion to be employed, ethos, pathos, and logos,
have already been discussed in this paper. However, since the element
of persuasion is strong in some of the speeches of Morris Sheppard,
44
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the following outline of classical criteria concerning invention,
from the thesis of Bennie Jon Gilchrist, is of value to this study:
I. Those supplied by the argument proper
A. Logical proofs
1. Inductive reasoning
a. Generalization
b. Analogy
2. Deductive reasoning
a. Probability
b. Sign
II.

III.

Those which reside in the character of the speaker
A. Ethical proofs
1. Force of personal character
a. Liberality
b. Justice
c. Courage
d. Temperance
e. Magnanimity
f. Prudence
g. Gentleness
h. Wisdom
i. Genuine interest in the welfare of the listener
j. An inclusive term for all respected qualities
of the discerning speaker
2. Prevalence of good will
a. Friends
b. Appearance
c. Absence of grudges
d. Even temper
Those which consist in producing certain attitudes in the
hearer
A. Pathetic proofs
1. Happiness
a. Good birth
b. Many friends
c. Good friends
d. Wealth
e. Children
Many children
g- Happy old age
h. Health
i. Beauty
j. Strength
k. Stature
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1.
m.
n.
2.

3.

4.

Athletic ability
Fame
Honor
0. Good luck
P- Virtue
Goods
a. Happiness
b. Virtues of the soul
c. Virtues and graces of body
d. Wealth
e. Friends
f. Honor and reputation
g- Power in speech and action
h. Natural intelligence
i. Arts and sciences
j . Life
k. Justice
Emotions
a. Anger
b. Mildness
c. Friendship
d. Fear
e. Boldness
f. Shame
g. Shamelessness
h. Kindness
i. Unkindness
j . Pity
k. Indignation
1. Envy
m. Emulation
n. Contempt
Pleasures
a. Habits
b. Release from restraint
c. Desires
d. Memory and anticipation
e. Revenge
f. Victory
g- Games
h. Debate
i. Honor
j. Reputation
k. Friendship
1. Change
m. Learning
n. Wonder
0. Beneficience
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p.
q.
r.
s.
t.
u.

Artistic
Imitation
Ambition
Sport
Relaxation
Laughter46

Morris Sheppard was keenly aware of the value of understanding human
nature, and his invention in his speeches to persuade, reflect that
knowledge.

He mastered the art of knowing "what it is that makes

people tick".

"The most persuasive speakers in any field are the
47
experts in human nature."
Arrangement
Arrangement:

Dispositio--to dispose and arrange what the

speaker has found in his invention, is the department of rhetoric
that embraces all theories of effective organization in speech.
After the speaker has gathered all of the available means cf persuasion, it becomes necessary to select, adapt, and arrange the material.
Cicero felt that the best arrangement available to the orator
included these parts:

(1) Exordium, an opening to render the ajdience

attentive and friendly, (2) Narratio, a statement of facts colore;'
in the speaker's favor, (3) Divisio or Partitio, a forecast of the
main points which the speaker plans to make, (4) Confirmatio, the
Bennie Jon Gilchrist, "A Rhetorical Analysis of Selected
Discourses of Brighani Young", Unpublished Master's Thesis, Texas
Technological College, 1964, pp. 48-50.
^^Ibjrd., p. 38.
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affirmative proof, (5) Confutitio, a refutation or rebuttal, and
(6) Conclusio or Peroratio, the conclusion.
Aristotle has four divisions in his arrangement of the speech.
They are:

(1) Introduction, (2) Prologue, (3) Narration, and (4)

Conclusion.
Lysias divided the speech into four divisions:

(1) Proem,

(2) Narrative, (3) Proof, and (4) Epilogue.
Corax used five divisions of speech and they are:

(1) Proem,

(2) Narrative, (3) Arguments, (4) Additional remarks, and (5)
Peroration.
Aristotle's four major divisions of the speech were further
broken down as follows:
I.

II.

III.

Proem
A. Uses
1. Begins the speech
2. Paves the way for what follows
3. Appeals to hearers' indulgence
4. Remove or excite prejudice
5. Secure good will
6. Engage attention
Narration
A. Object
1. Remind audience of happenings in the past, with a view
to better plans for the future
Argument
A. Means in epideictic speaking
1. Amplification
2. Eulogy
3. Moral character
4. Enthymemes
5. Moral persuasion
B. Means in deliberative speaking
1. Contend that a certain thing cannot be done
2. Grant that it can be done
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3.
4.
IV.

a. That it is unjjst
b. That it will do no good
c. That it is not important
Examples
Enthymemes

Peroration
A. Uses
1. Secures favorable attitude to speaker
2. Amiplification and extenuation
3. Arouse passions of audience
.o
4.

Awaken audience's recollections

Quintilian shows that the most expedient disposal of the arguments cannot be determined until the speaker has thoroughly mastered
his facts, has determined the status of the case, and has invented,
or chosen, the arguments which can oe used in support of his cause.
He divides the speech into these four major divisions which coincide
with those of Aristotle and Cicero:

(1) Exordium, (2) Statement of

fact, (3) Argum.ent, and (4) Peroration.
The rigid outline of arrangement determined by the ancient
orators "was so influential that it dictated form in many instances
49
well into the nineteenth century."
These basic divisions of arrangement will be the guide in
studying the arrangement of the selected speeches of Senator Sheppard.
Style - Elocutio
Crassus, in De Oratore, states that the third task of a speaker
is to clothe and adorn his matter with language. This art of
putting proper words in proper places is with us called "style".
No other aspect of rhetoric or poetry in antiquity received so
Cooper, op. cit., pp. i4l-,- - 142o .
49
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much attention in surviving treatises. Aristotle gave almost
all of Book III of his Rhetoric to style (lexis). Almost half
of the Ad Herennium is devoted to style (elocutio). Cicero
devotes at least one third of tne De Oratore and all of the
Orator, to style. Quintilian devotes Books VIII and IX to
style. Dionysius of Halicarnassus and Demetrius-and "Longinus"
devoted whole treatises to style. By the late middle ages
rhetoric had come to mean style alone.bU
Aristotle, in the Rhetoric, says that the definition of style
has meaning to both language and diction. He felt that all the virtues of style could be included under either clearness or appropriateness.

Clearness is achieved through clear sentences composed of

correct usage of nouns, verbs and adjectives. The periodic sentence
is easily remembered.

Chapters II through XII in Book III of

Aristotle's Rhetoric are devoted to style and the following outline
is derived from these chapters:
A.

Definition of style (m.eaning both language and diction)

B.

Qualities of style
1. Clear
a. Clear sentences
b. Right connectives or conjunctions
2. Specific words
3. Avoidance of amibiguous language
4. Grammar should be correct and agree in gender and
number

C. Appropriateness of style (it must suit the subject and
speaker)
1. Better to use a style known to be appropdrate than
to be in doubt
2. Appropriateness applies to both the written word and
the spoken word
50
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3.

Ornamentation must be appropriate for a particular
situation
a. Kinds, i.e., metaphors, etc.
b. Do not over use.adjectives and adverbs

D.

Some faults of style
1. Overuse of poetic, compound, and archaic words
2. Faulty figures of speech
3. The wrong use of words

E.

How to make style impressive
1. Describe the object instead of just naming it, i.e.
"little spotted dog, vs. dog"
2. Use figures of speech correctly
3. Use the definite article correctly
4. Use negatives occasionally
5. Use connectives to tie ideas together
6. Use plurals rather than singulars, i.e., "we - they our vs. me - mine - yours"

F.

Rhythm

1.

Should not be too m.etrical and yet not completely void
of rhythm

2.

Use parallel structures, contrast or repetition to
provide rhythm

Style has been classified by most writers as plain, intermediate
and grand, or forcible.
While Quintilian distinguishes three general sorts of style-the plain, the intermediate and the grand or forcible—and while
he clearly considers the last of these the most exalted, it is
well to notice that he is aware that no three-fold division is
sufficient to describe all possible styles and that he is insistent that the style be fitting to the occasion if it is to be
admired.51
Quintilian discusses correctness of grammar and its relation to
rhetoric.

Donald L. Clark, in his book, Rhetoric in Greco-Roman

Education, asks:
51

"What is correct?", then answers himself.

Bailey, op. cit., p. 105.
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What is correct? Standards of correctness in the use of
language were to a degree uncertain in antiquity, as they are
today. Quintilian lists four criteria: (.1) reason derived
from study of analogy and etymology, (2) antiquities, (3) the
authority of the best authors, ana (4) custom - not what the
majority say, but the "concensus of the educated." To Quintilian, as to Horace, good current usage was the best criterion
for establishing correctness in language. "For it would be
almost ridiculous to prefer the languaae which men have spoken
to the language which they now speak."52
Morris Sheppard's comimand of style was based on the concept
that, "While many approve of things that are bad, no one disapproves
of that which is good."
Edwin DuBois Shurter summarizes style in his article "Cicero
and Aristotle".
Cicero says there are nearly as many kinds of oratory as there
are orators; that language may possess purity, pleasantry, gravity,
and gayety. Style may be refined and polished, energetic, weighty
and copious, bold, vehement, full of energy and action, fortified
and guarded, spirited, acute, explicit, dwelling upon every circumstance, pursuing with eagerness, terrifying, supplicating or '
varying in language. Aristotle, however, limits his division of
style to the kinds of rhetoric, literary, political, forensic,
and epideictic.53
Memoria - Memory
"Now let me turn to the treasure house of the ideas supplied
by Invention, to the guardian of all the parts of rhetoric, the
memory."
52
53

A retentive memory is a basic requirement for a public

Clark, op. cit., p. 85.

Edwin DuBois Shurter, "Cicero and Aristotle", Quarterly Journal
of Speech, Vol. 4, (1918), p. 62.
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speaker, whether he plans to speak from a manuscript or to speak
extemporaneously after mastering his material.
The story of how Simonides of Ceos came to invent the art of
memory is told by Quintilian in the Institutio Oratoria and by Cicero
in De Oratore.

Simonides was called from a banquet hall and while

he was outside, the roof of the building collapsed, crushing the
people so badly that identification was impossible.

However, Simon-

ides was able to identify each person at the banquet by remembering
where each was seated.

This gave birth to the system of miemory

by association.
Quintilian tells in some detail how the system works. The
speaker familiarizes himself with a series of visual images
such as the room.s of a house and furniture in each room. He
then associates part of what he has written or planned with
each chair, statue, or the like in a room. Then, when he
speaks he imagines that he is going into the vestibule of the
house, for instance, and is reminded of the words or thoughts
associated with it. As he imagines himself going through the
other rooms in order, he is in turn reminded of other associated
words and thoughts in the order wnich he had planned.55
The Ad Herennium divides mem-ory into two categories, one
natural and one the product of art.
The natural memory is that memory which is imbedded in our
minds, born simultaneously with thought. The artificial memory
is that memory which is strengthened by a kind of training and
system of discipline.^5
Memory, as one of the classical canons, has come to mean a
mastery of the subject matter in the speech.
^^Ibid., p. 108.
^^Ad Herennium, p. 207.

Whether it is better
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to memorize a speech word for word or to genuinely grasp a knowledge
of the subject matter and thus have freedom of expression is left
to the discretion of the speaker, but it is imperative that he know
his subject.

This, Morris Sheppard did.
Pronuntiatio - Delivery

Demosthenes, when asked what he considered to be of first
importance in oratory, answered "Delivery".

When asked what was

second, he answered, "Delivery"; and then gave the same reply for
the third place of importance.

Cicero contended that, "Delivery is
57
the one dominant power in oratory."
And Aristotle said, "Success
in delivery is of the utmost importance to the effect of a speech."
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The art of delivery has to do with the voice: with the right
managem.ent of it to express each several emotion - as when to
use a loud voice, when a soft, and when the intermediate; with
the mode of using pitch - high, low, and intermediate; and with
the rhythms to be used in each particular case. These are, in
fact, the three things that receive attention: volume, modulation
of pitch, and rhythm.59
Aristotle states that prior to his time there was no systematic
treatise on delivery, and that the whole subject of utterance was
slow in being brought to the front.

He feels delivery must be cared

for, "not on grounds of justice; but as something we are bound to
do."^0
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CHAPTER IV
SELECTED SPEECHES OF MORRIS SHEPPARD
Twelve of Morris Sheppard's speeches were studied and the four
previously mentioned, were selected for analysis for the following
reasons:
1.

Tney provide a good coverage of his entire political life.

2.

The "Trusts" speech, his maiden speech in Congress, reveals

his grasp of the political situation.
3.

The "Annual Lincoln Dinner" speech was chosen for its

unusual setting and its epideictic nature.
4.

Morris Sheppard is referred to as the "father" of the

Eighteenth Amendment. The historic occasion, nation-wide prohibition,
makes the "Prohibition" speech important to this study.
5.

The "Military Affairs" speech was chosen for two reasons;

first, it was delivered in a time of national and world crisis.
Second, this was his last major speech delivered in Congress before
his death.

It was delivered over thirty-eight years after the first

speech selected for this study.
The texts of these speeches, with one exception, came from the
Congressional Records. The exception is the Annual Lincoln Dinner
speech, which is recorded in pamphlet form.

The texts of all four

speeches are included in this paper as an appendix.
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This writer went to Texarkana to conduct personal research
on Morris Sheppard and was privileged to visit the home of the
late Senator and to go through boxes of books from his personal
library.

In one instance, the writer found a workbook of Mr. Shep-

pard's speeches which had been corrected by the Senator.

This

workbook of speeches was evidence of his constant striving to
improve the subject matter, the language and the delivery of his
speeches.

It is regrettable that the speeches of this study could

not be found in their original form.

CHAPTER V
EVALUATION OF SELECTED SPEECHES
'Trusts
The grasp of his subject matter, the arrangement of his
material, his eloquent language, his recall and delivery of his
maiden speech in Congress caused the Washington Post to write of
Morris Sheppard:
He severely arraigned the Republican party for its inactivity
since coming into control of the government in 1897, using
exceedingly strong language in his denunciation of the existing
conditions of affairs. He was unsparing in his ridicule of
the present avowed anxiety of the Republicans to enact antitrust legislation and declared that in view of President
Roosevelt's performance, the latter's Minneapolis speech
against trusts was a "disheartening mockery".
To talk of Mr. Roosevelt as the anti-trust candidate for 1904,
he said, "is the most colossal jest of time." He also denounced
John D. Rockefeller and J. Pierpont Morgan, declaring that
through their accumulated wealth they have grown greater than
the government of the people and are a menace to the republic."'
This speech was delivered Tuesday, January 20, 1903.

The

United States House of Representatives had met at 12:00 noon and had
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

By a unanimous consent, "general debate" was to begin

at this time and continue for two hours.
61
Keyes, op. cit., p. 61.
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Thirty minutes of the
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allotted time was given to "the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sheppard]"."
The opening words of the speech were designed to capture attention.
They reveal something of his audience analysis, ethos, logic and
style.

The opening paragraph set the stage for all that was to

follow.
Invention:
According to the ancient rhetorical divisions of speech, this
oration is classified as deliberative.

Representative Sheppard

sought to exhort the audience to action regarding the national laws
and trusts, and the incumbent administration's attitude toward this
injustice.

He employed the components of logical argument by using

examples, analogies and signs. He quoted the words of Russell Sage
as an example of the growth of the steel trust:
In an article in the North American Review which appeared when
the steel trust was in process of formation and when its capital
was reputed to be $1,000,000,000, Mr. Sage said:
"The steel combination now forming, we are told, is to start
off with a capital of $1,000,000,000. It will be seen, therefore, that this company's issue of securities will represent
practically one-half the entire volume of money in America.
In a year or two, if precedents count for anything, this capital
will be very largely increased, and that in spite of the fact
that the stockholders in the steel company, which was the basis
of the new combination, got three shares of stock in the new
company for one in the old, scores of millions being thus added
to the interest-bearing securities of the United States by merely
the stroke of a pen. When wealth is created in that way what
^^U. S., Congressional Record, January 20, 1903, p. 1004.
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security is there for the whole scheme? Not another furnace
added to the plant, simply a lifting process, and what was one
million before is three millions now."^^
Mr. Sheppard made use of the analogy to further stress his
belief that the trusts were being permitted special privileges. He
pictured the injustice by contrast:
If a poor man takes that which is not his he is pronounced a
thief and promptly punished. But if a great industrial combination m.onopolizes an article and robs the people in plain
defiance of the law, the directors are applauded and called
the kings and captains of our industries.54
Other evidence of his invention is seen in the repeated use
of questions and testim.ony from Senators, as well as the President.
He quoted the senior Senator from Massachusetts, contending that
information "coming from so high and so Republican a source, this
summary may be taken as a complete presentation of the record of
65
the administration on this subject."
This speech is not void of pathos. He made use of flattery
when he said, "The people of the North are too intelligent and
too generous to be influenced by such deplorable tactics."

And

again he resorted to pathos when he stated, "Sectional divisions in
^^Ibid.

^^Ibid.
^^Ibid.
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America are no more . . .

we are brothers of a com,m.on country . . .

not as a Texan, . . . not as a Southerner, . . . but as an American."^^
Arrangement:
In order to better analyze the arrangement of this speech on
"Trusts" and to compare the arrangement with the six divisions of
the Ad Herennium, the following outline was developed from Mr.
Sheppard's speech.

It would have been most profitable huci his

original outline been available for this study.

The outline uses

the more common form of introduction, body, and conclusion.
I.

Introduction (Exordium: an opening to render the audience
attentive and friendly).
Mr. Chairman, with hesitation that may be pardoned, and with
embarrassment that may be condoned, I rise for the first time
to address this historic body. I would not dare to break the
silence in which a new member is supposed to be entombed were
I not prompted by a sense of duty to my constituents which my
diffidence cannot conquer nor my timidity repress. I cannot
witness the passing of another session of Congress without
protest against Republican inaction on the question of the
trust.58
A. Theme (Narratio)
The Republican party is writing the m.ost shameful and
humiliating chapter in American history.

II.

Body (Divisio or Partitio)
A. Since the beginning of the Republican ascendancy in 1897,
the trusts have grown enormously in numbers and in power.
1. Before the first inauguration of McKinley, an organization with a capital of ten million was regarded as
unusual.
2. The Democratic party is not opposed to honest wealth.
^^Ibid.
^^Ibid.
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3.

The steel t r u s t . . . capital reputed to be $1,000,000,000
(Example: Mr. Sage) [Confirmatio]
B. I t is not, t h e r e f o r e , a matter of surprise that the owners
and beneficiaries of the trusts are rapidly absorbing the
e n t i r e wealth of the people. (Example: Oil Trust) [Confirmatio]
1. The income of Mr. John Davis Rockefeller, i n 1901, was
about $100,000,000.
2. Mr. Morgan controls over three b i l l ion in r a i l r o a d s e c u r i t i e s and nearly two b i l l i o n in corporation s e c u r i t i e s .
3. A p e t i t i o n was addressed to President Roosevelt from the
c i t i z e n s of Wilkesbarre.
C. Republicans, have I overdrawn the picture?
D. Then t e l l me how a Democrat can overdraw the p i c t u r e . [Confutatio]
1. The death of President McKinley
2. Was i t destiny?
3. I f i t was, destiny f o r once, made a gigantic mistake.
E.\ I t is a laughable f a c t that not one of the measures proposed
by the Republicans is as vigorous as the remedies'already
provided by the national statutes.
1. I f a poor man s t e a l s , he is punished.
2.
I f a t r u s t robs, the directors are applauded.
F. In the attempt to d i v e r t the attention of the people of the
North from the record of the Republican party on the question
of the t r u s t , the President and his advisors have reopened
and aggravated the unhappy race issue i n the South.
1. The people of the north are too i n t e l l i g e n t and too
generous to be influenced by such deplorable t a c t i c s .
2. Sectional divisions are no more.
III.

Conclusion (Peroratio)
There is but one conclusion--the Republican party i s the shield
and a l l y of the t r u s t .

Style

Style occupied a very prominent place in oratory around the
latter part of the nineteenth century and the early part of the
twentieth. A careful perusal of this speech reveals the many stylistic devices used by Mr. Sheppard.

As has previously been stated

in this paper, his opening remarks reflect his florid language. Another example of his flowery language is evident in the following:
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Secure in the knowledge of the f a c t that the Republican party
w i l l not enforce the laws which sleep i n g l o r i o u s l y on the
s t a t u t e s , . . . they continue with an insolence which cries to
God f o r punishment to oppress the land and to consume the substance of the people.59
Figures of s t y l e , especially the epanaphora and hypophora, are
evident in t h i s speech.

He made excellent use of the epanaphora,

r e p e t i t i o n of a phrase, i n the following paragraph of the speech:
. . . Think of a l l the oppressions of the pastl Think of the
conquerors who have ravaged the worldl Think of the thrones that
have been b u i l t upon the necks of serfsl Think of the woes of
the people i n the shadowy centuries of the crown and sword 1 Think
how they passed l i k e chattels with the s o i l l Think how they
cowered i n the shelter of mediaeval castles to do obeisance f o r
t h e i r l i v e s l Think how hunger and despair aroused them to
revolt1 Think of the blood, the sorrow, and the tears they paid
f o r freedom--for the shackling of forcel Think how we are t o l d
by Mr. Roosevelt that as i n the past i t was necessary to shackle
f o r c e , so i n the future i t w i l l be necessary to shackle cunning.70
Mr. Sheppard's use of the hypophora, asking a question and
answering the same, is another example of his use of figures of
speech.

He asks, "Republicans, have I overdrawn the picture?"

Then

he proceeds to answer his question by c a l l i n g attention to a speech
delivered by Theodore Roosevelt at Minneapolis on Labor Day of 1901.
Referring to the death of President McKinley, he asks, "Was i t
destiny?"

And again he answers by saying, " I f i t was, destiny, f o r

once, made a gigantic mistake."

He asks, "Has he shackled the t r u s t s ? " ,

and answers, "The t r u s t s have m u l t i p l i e d and prospered."
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Emotion packed words are found throughout this speech.

For

example:
The echoes of this courageous declaration of Mr. Roosevelt
had hardly died, the applause of the people who believed a new
David had arisen was still ringing from the mountains to the
seas, when a hush fell upon the world. A pistol's lips spoke
death to McKinley and oronounced Theodore Roosevelt President
of the United States.^2
Memory and delivery are very
a speech.

difficult to evaluate from reading

Especially is this true where they are no comments written

about the speech.

It is impossible to ascertain whether the speech

was given extemporaneously or read from a manuscript.

There are

several bracketed [applause] markings dispersed throughout the
recorded speech in the Congressional Record--House, which is indicative
of a listening audience.

And usually an audience will not listen

intently if the speaker's delivery is not conducive to good listening.
The Congressional Record reports that there was "[loud and prolonged
applause on the Democratic side.]"

The Washington Post reported that

some Republicans crossed the floor of the House to congratulate the
young Congressman.
"Annual Lincoln Dinner Speech"
The Republican Club of the city of New York met for the twentysecond annual Lincoln dinner at the Waldorf Astoria Hotel.

They were

celebrating the ninety-ninth anniversay of the birthday of Abraham
Lincoln, on Wednesday, February 12, 1908. The purpose of the meeting
''^Ibid.

4p
was to honor the memory of Abraham Lincoln.
The committee in charge of the dinner took the position that
the fame of Lincoln had passed beyond sectional lines, and that the
inspiration of his life and its work had permeated the entire country.

The Hon. Morris Sheppard, a southern Democrat, was chosen the

deliver the principal address.
Invention:
This speech is e p i d e i c t i c in nature and is concerned with
lavish praise f o r Abraham Lincoln.

The audience, by i t s very nature,

would be receptive to a speech e x t o l l i n g the praises of i t s hero;
and Morris Sheppard rose to the occasion.

The following idea o u t l i n e

is given to aid i n grasping the emotional impact of the speech.
In e p i d e i c t i c r h e t o r i c "there are places of v i r t u e and v i c e ,
f o r the speaker must answer the question, ' I n what respects is my
subject praiseworthy?'"
I.

II.

73

Begins with true story from Lincoln's l i f e
A. Transition to Southern background
B. Transition to motherhood
1. Lincoln's mother-death, graveside
2. Lincoln's step-mother and her devotion
Lincoln's personal ethos
A. Desire to be useful to mankind
B. His humble background (rearing)
1. Farmer's son
2. Scant formal schooling
3. Self-educated
4. School of 1ife
a. Influence of great men
b. Influence of Christian religion
73
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C.

III.

No hate in his l i f e
1. Quote from Lincoln's advice to young men
2. Quotes Aleyn verse

Lincoln's ethos in public l i f e
A. His attitude toward South
B. Quotes Lincoln again concerning slavery in the South

IV.

The Civil War and Lincoln
A. His awesome responsibility
1. American relations (internal)
2. Foreign relations (external)
B. Studied art of war and demonstrated military talent of
highest type
C. "He exercised prerogative of pardon with tenderness and
enthusiasm
D. Mighty as was his brain, s t i l l mightier was his heart."''^
E. Lincoln's desire to see nation's wounds healed--premonition
of death

V.

Death of Lincoln--comment to wife, "There is no city I desire so
much to see as Jerusalem."

VI.

VII.
VIII.

Morris Sheppard makes mention of being a Southerner and a Democrat,
among Northerners and Republicans, as fellow-countrymen, friend
and brother
A. Lincoln's dream of a united America is reality
B. Relates story of tender care the graves of Southern soldiers
have received from the North
C. Reiterates oneness of America
Concludes speech with poem
Audience response: "Great applause and cheering"^^

Arrangement:
Since the primary purpose of this speech was to give pleasure
to the audience and to honor the memory of Abraham Lincoln the sequence
Sheppard, op. cit., p. 33.
^^Ibid., p. 36.
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could be, "chronological, from genus to species, from large to small,
or the reverse. Or it may follow any form which may contribute to
76

variety."
Exordium:
The opening words of the speech are called the proem, introduction or entrance, and are designed to make the audience well
disposed towards the speaker, to be attentive, and willing to receive
information from the orator.

Aristotle believed the exordium could

be adapted to "make the hearer feel that the eulogy includes either
himself or his family or his way of life or something or other of
the kind."

Morris Sheppard's introduction conformed:

Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Republican Club:
On the wall of a Southern hor.ia there is to-day a l e t t e r in a
frame, a l e t t e r which reads: "Executive Mansion, Washington,
Feb. 10, 1865. Hon. A. H. Stephens: According to your
agreement, your nephew. Lieutenant Stephens, goes to you bearing
this note. Please in return to select and send me that officer
of the same rank, imprisoned at Richmond, whose physical condition most urgently requires his release. Respectfully, A.
Lincoln." In a corner of the frame is a photograph of Lincoln
bearing his signature in his own handwriting. At the close of
the Hampton Roads Conference early in 1865 Lincoln had asked
Alexander Stephens, the Vice-President of the Confederacy and
one of the Southern Commissioners, if he could do anything for
him personally. "Nothing," said Stephens, "unless you can send
me my nephew who has been a prisoner on Johnson's island for
20 months." "I shall be glad to do i t ; l e t me have his name,"
was the prompt reply. A few days later Lieutenant Stephens
left for Richmond, where the exchange was effected, bearing
the l e t t e r and the picture before described, both the gifts of
7fi

Clark, op. c i t . , p. 82.
^^Ibid., p. 113.
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Lincoln, and for more than forty years they have remained the
chief treasures of a Dixie fireside. This incident was but one
of a host of others, shov/ing in Lincoln a spirit that poised on
wings of light above the wrath and gloom of war.78
The introduction used by Morris Sheppard captured the attention
of his audience and served as an ingenious transition from the exordium
to the narratio and all indications are that his audience followed him.
Narratio:
"The statement of a case is an exposition of what has been
79
done, or is supposed to have been done, adapted to persuade."
The forms of virtue are justice, courage, temperance, magnificence,
80
magnanimity, liberality, gentleness, prudence, wisdom."
The
virtues of Lincoln being already known by the audience, Morris Sheppard needed only to color them.

This being the case there is no

statement of a case in this oration.
Divisio or Partitio:
In this section of an epideictic speech there is a forecast
of the main points the speaker plans to make.

Following his exordium,

Morris Sheppard said, "But for other and wider reasons it is proper
81
that the portrait of Lincoln should adorn this Southern home."
He
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begins the several sections of praise with a t r i b u t e to Lincoln's
ancestry, and p a r t i c u l a r l y praising his mother and step-mother.
(1) He was born of Southern parentage on Kentucky s o i l .
(2) His father was a V i r g i n i a n ; (3) his grandfather was a
V i r g i n i a n ; (4) his m.other was a V i r g i n i a n . His mother! The
very word hallows the l i p s that u t t e r i t . The world has not
y e t grasped i t s debt to the mothers of mankind. The mother
is the l u s t e r and the hope of h i s t o r y . She is the central
f i g u r e of a l l human s a c r i f i c e . L i f e is the flower of her
agony, the f r u i t a g e of her pain. Humanity is cradled i n her
tears. That men may be, she fronts the grave, yes, at each
b i r t h endures a l i v i n g c r u c i f i x i o n .
Lincoln's mother possessed i n marvelous m.easure the q u a l i t i e s
t h a t make maternity sacred. He never forgot her prayers,
prayers that made the cabin in the wilderness a temple grander
than St. Peter's or Cologne. His f a t h e r , always in deepest
poverty, had but recently removed from Kentucky largely because
the spread of slavery and the aristocracy surrounding i t
tended to degrade the status of the whites who were compelled
to labor with t h e i r hands. Thus i n his e a r l i e s t years was
permanently impressed on Lincoln's soul the ideas of l i b e r t y ,
equality and personal rectitude which led him l a t e r to acclaim
that day the happiest of history when there should be neither
slave nor drunkard i n the world. Such was his mother's i n f l u ence that he afterward ascribed to her a l l that he was or hoped
to be. The clumsy, hand-hewn c o f f i n in which she was i n t e r r e d ,
the lack of ceremony due to the f a c t that few ministers v i s i t e d
t h a t remote v i c i n i t y , the lonely grave in the c l e a r i n g , deepened
the sadness t h a t solitude and hardship had implanted in his
nature. He did not rest u n t i l several months afterward he knelt
i n the snow while a wandering preacher, sumanoned at his earnest
instance, delivered a funeral sermon over her grave. I t should
be said here t h a t the devoted woman, a native of Kentucky, who
succeeded Lincoln's mother i n the Lincoln home, recognized at
once his unusual capacities and employed every m.eans to encourage
and develop them. To her he gave a love and reverence t h a t were
r e f l e c t e d i n his spotless conduct. The teachings of these two
women gave gentleness and grace to a l l his acts and must have
prompted deed a f t e r deed of mercy in the memorable c o n f l i c t with
which his name is forever associated.
P e r i c l e s ' "Funeral O r a t i o n " , delivered about 431 B. C. " i n
the f a i r e s t suburb of Athens over the bodies of those who had f a l l e n
^ ^ I b i d . , pp. 28-29.

)J

in the first Peloponnesian War,'"^"^ was divided into four major
divisions:

(1) The Athenian People, (2) The Noble Dead, (3) Those

Present, and (4) Conclusion.

It appears to this writer that Morris

Sheppard divided this masterful speech of praise into four similar
divisions.

These divisions are: (1) The American People (Northern-

ers and Southerners), (2) The Honored Dead, (3) The People Present
on This Occasion, and (4) Conclusion.

Confirmatio
"Among the places of argument m.ost useful to the e p i d e i c t i c
speaker," says A r i s t o t l e , " i s amplification (auxesis), which
magnifies and heightens the e f f e c t where we take our hero's
actions as admitted f a c t s , our business is simply to invest
these with d i g n i t y and n o b i l i t y . " S 4
Morris Sheppard began to heighten and magnify the character
of Abraham Lincoln i n his f i r s t mention of Lincoln's public l i f e .
He s a i d , "When Lincoln i n 1832, announced his candidacy f o r the
I l l i n o i s l e g i s l a t u r e , he stated that his supreme purpose was to
win the esteem of his fellowman by being worthy of i t . "

Sheppard

asserted t h a t the basic impulse of Lincoln's career was "the ambition
to be useful to mankind."

Sheppard added to the ethos of Lincoln

by making mention of his l i m i t e d formal ecucation.
His e n t i r e schooling did not comprise twelve months. Yet he
managed to obtain and study with absorbing eagerness Bunyan,
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Aesop, Weems' Washington and the Bible. Perhaps Aesop inspired
his celebrated habit of reinforcing argument with parable and
anecdote. With what prophetic interest must he have followed
the trials of Washington and the patriot armies in founding the
nation he was to be summoned to preserve. He seems to have been
especially impressed with Washington's unvarying trust in God, a
sentiment he approved and emulated. In the Bible, of which he
was a constant student, he found the doctrine that supplied the
definition of his existence, the doctrine embodied in Christ's
answer to the lawyer in the temple, the doctrine of the fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man, the doctrine that
Lincoln considered of itself sufficient to form the basis of a
church, the doctrine his life proclaimed and his death ennobled,
the doctrine of which the American Declaration of Independence
is but another form, the doctrine on which rests all liberty
and progress. Such were the materials with which this youthful
Vulcan hammered his being into heroic mould and purpose. In
that stern pioneer age labor of severest form was honor's essence, equality was the natural state, and men were loved for
what they could contribute to the general good. In such a
school he developed a gentle soul, a giant stature and an
iron will. His was a universal sympathy with all human
aspiration. Hate found no lodgment in his heart; there kindness and mercy, like twin Portias, pleaded always against the
pound of flesh.S5
Aristotle said, "The aim of those who praise and blame concerns
honor and dishonor, and such speakers likewise subordinate the other
87
considerations to these".
Since Morris Sheppard's primary motive
was to praise Lincoln, he continued throughout the speech to extol
his virtues.
. . . It was during this term in Congress that he wrote a letter
to his young law partner containing certain rules of conduct
which every young man ought to engrave upon his heart, a statement comprising a sounder and more healthful philosophy than
any similar number of words in all literature, a statement
breathing brotherhood in every line: "The way for a young man
to rise is to improve himself every way he can, never suspecting
^^Ibid., pp. 30-31.
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that anybody wishes to hinder him. Allow me to assure you that
suspicion and jealousy never did help any man in any situation.
. . . In a speech a few years before he had expressed another
phase of his love of humanity in this sentence: "If you would
win a man to your cause first convince him that you are his
sincere friend."
. . . The ideal of human brotherhood was with him ever uppermost. Toward the South he exhibited the most tolerant and
affectionate spirit. In his speech at Peoria in 1854 he said:
"Before proceeding let me say I think I have no prejudice against
the Southern people. They are just what we would be in their
situation. If slavery did not exist among them they would not
introduce it. If it did now exist among us we should not
instantly give it up. When Southern people tell us they are
no more responsible for the origin of slavery than we, I
acknowledge the fact." The keynote of his position was opposition
to the extension of slavery.
. . . The opening of the American Civil War made him the
chief figure of the most colossal crisis in his country's life.
Every element of his character was brought into instant and effective play. It is difficult to appreciate the magnitude of
the task he met and mastered. . . . He studied the art of war
and demonstrated military talent of the highest type. . . .
Modest himself to the line of self-effacement, he held himself
the humblest of all the Presidents. . . . He exercised the
prerogative of pardon with tenderness and enthusiasm. Mighty
as was his brain, still mightier was his heart.
. . .His death was one of the profoundest calamities that
ever shocked the earth.S8
Conclusion
The peroration, epilogue, or conclusion, is in general brief
and in the form of a summary. Aristotle says of the epilogue, "You
should give a summary review . . . begin by noting that you have done
what you undertook to do. You m.ust then state what you have said
89
and why you have said it."
^^Ibid.
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Morris Sheppard, in concluding this speech, appeared to follow
the rule-of-thumb precepts quoted by Donald L. Clark.

"Tell 'em what

you're going to tell 'em. Tell 'em. Then tell 'em what you've told
•em."^0
. . .Invoking his memory I, a Southerner and a Democrat, true to
every principle that animates my patriotic, valorous and incorruptible people, come among you to-night. Northerners and
Republicans, equally true to your convictions, as fellow-countryman, friend and brother. New York is my country as well as
Texas. Massachusetts, California, Illinois are as dear to me
as Louisiana, Georgia or Tennessee. The memory of Abraham
Lincoln is one of the fundamental buttresses of the reunited and
unconquerable America of the twentieth century. In fulfillment
of his desires and dreams the American people are to-day a
mighty and a deathless brotherhood. Forgotten are the discords
of the past; departed are the specters of civil strife. Near
Columbus, Ohio, was situated Camp Chase, one of the military
prisons of the North during the Civil War. There thousands of
Southern soldiers died, far from the land of their birth and love,
But their graves have received the tenderest care from Northern
hearts and hands, and an arch has been erected on that solemn
spot bearing the word "Americans". This word expresses the
spirit of patriotism that to-day uplifts and thrills the nation,
the spirit in which Lincoln moved and spoke and prayed. It
hallows the past, it inspires the present, and 0, may it animate
the endless reaches of the future. It arouses love for every
part of our common country, for every city and every state,
every mountain and every shore, every forest and every plain-love for our traditions and our history, love for the home of
freedom, the hope of liberty, the liqht of time, the radiance
of the ages, our own United States.9'

^^Clark, op. cit., p. 128.
91
Keyes, op. cit., p. 32.

57
"Prohibition"
The Occasion
The question of prohibition had occupied a place of importance
in the general social and economical life of America for some time.
Morris Sheppard had sponsored legislation which would miake the sale
of alcoholic beverages an illegal act. Congress was convened for
the purpose of debating and voting on the submission of a constitutional amendment for nation-wide consideration.

Debate was to run

for two days and four o'clock on Wednesday, August 1, 1917, the
discussion was to end and the vote to be taken. The opening remarks
of this speech are directed to the occasion:
Mr. President, this is a historic occasion. For the first
tim.e in its annals the Senate is to vote on the submission of
a constitutional amendment for nation-wide prohibition. The
method ordained by the Federal Constitution for its own alteration is being strictly followed. If the proposed amendment should be adopted by three-fourths of the States, the
traffic in intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes would
be forbidden anywhere within the American Republic. Prohibition would be imbedded in the organic law of the Nation.
At the outset an inquiry may arise as to why a subject of
this kind should have assumed such importance as to justify
the proposal of an amendment to the Federal Constitution.
Let Abraham Lincoln give answer:
The liquor traffic is a cancer in society, eating the vitals
and threatening destruction, and all attempts to regulate it
will not only prove abortive but will aggravate the evil. There
must be no attempts to regulate the cancer. It must be eradicated, not a root must be left behind, for until this is done
all classes must continue in danger of becoming victims of strong
drink. * * * Slavery is abolished. The next great question
would be the overthrow of the legalized liquor traffic. And you
know, Merwin, that my head and my hearty my nand and my purse,
will go into that work. In 1842, less than a quarter of a
century ago, I predicted that the day would come when there
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would be neither a slave nor a crunkard in the land. I have
lived to see one prediction fulfilled; I hope to see the other
realized.91
Invention
Aristotle, Cicero, and Quintilian insist that public speaking
has three modes of proof:

(1) logical, (2) ethical, and (3) emotional.

Morris Sheppard employed all three of these in this speech on "Prohibition".
statistics.

The logical proof includes stated facts, quotations, and
The ethical proof, "a good man skilled in speaking",

92

comes primarily from his long association with his fellow congressmen and his reputation as a man of irreproachable character and
sincerity.

The emotional proofs are evident in this speech; first

in the feelings of Morris Sheppard and secondly, as he attempts to
stir the emotions of his listeners, "fire alone can kindle; and
moisture alone can wet, nor can one thing impart any color to
93
another save that which it possesses itself."
Examples of his logical proof are as follows:
"Why vote for the amendment?"
Let one of the foremost s c i e n t i f i c and professional bodies of
the Nation, the American Medical Association, give answer: At
i t s s i x t y - e i g h t h annual session i n the c i t y of New York, i n
June of t h i s year, the following resolutions were adopted:
Whereas we believe that the use of alcohol as a beverage is
^""u. S . , Congressional Record, July 30, 1917, p. 4780.
go

Quintilian, op. cit., p. 385.
^^U. S., Congressional Record, July 30, 1917, p. 5549.
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detrimental to the human economy; and
Whereas its use in therapeutics, as a tonic or a stimulant,
or as a food, has no scientific basis; Therefore
Resolved, That the American Medical Association opposes the use
of alcohol as a beverage; and be it further
Resolved, That the use of alcohol as a therapeutic agent should
be discouraged
Let Arthur Mee and Stuart Hoi den, noted students of the drink
problem in England give answer:
The drink trade in these 50 years has deprived the country
of man power equivalent to the whole of the British Army under
arms. * * * if you would know how we destroy our children, there
is a little new book that will tell you. It is Dr. Norman
McLean's noble book, "Stand Up, Ye Dead." * * * You will learn
from it that we sacrifice one-third of our possible growth of
population losing in the way of France, which cries in vain to-day
for her best men. There are other causes than drink for these
things, but there is tragic meaning in the words of one of our
great medical officers of health, Dr. Millard, of Leicester,
which says that were he offered the abolition of drink alone
or of all the other enemies of public health put together, he
would choose the abolition of drink. * * * Is it nothing to us
that these social Zeppelins of ours, not content to have stolen
our man power in the past, not content to imperil our land to-day,
not content to turn the happiness of millions into misery through
all the years they live, saps the very foundations of our future
and writes across the entrance of the world for millions of
children who come through its gates--"All hope abandon, ye who
enter here"?. . . .
Let the New York Tribune give answer:
Upon what does the liquor traffic depend? Upon debased manhood, wronged womanhood, and defrauded childhood. It holds a
mortgage on every cradle, a deed written in the heart's blood
on every human life
Let Dr. Howard A. Kelly, medical professor of Johns Hopkins
Hospital, give answer:
(1) Alcohol is nonefficient as a food, a most awful, wasteful
substitute.
(2) May be classed as a drug and a poison.
(3) Has no rightful position as a medicine.
(4) Destroys individual, domestic and civil felicity.
(5) Increases taxation by filling prisons, madhouses and workhouses.
(6) Greatest foe to civilization in heathen lands.
(7) Therefore could be wholly abolished with profit.^^^
94
Keyes, op. cit., p. 5549.
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Col. L. Merv/in Mans, who served 41 years i n the Medical Corps
of the United States Army, who organized the Public Health Service
in the P h i l i p p i n e s , and who made a profound study of the e f f e c t of
alcoholic liquors on the human race, says that probably a l l the crime
committed i n the army, d i r e c t l y or i n d i r e c t l y can be traced to
alcohol.

He holds i t mainly responsible f o r our 200,000 insane, our

250,000 feeble-minded, our 100,000 deaf and dumb, our 100,000 b l i n d ,
our 50,000 j u v e n i l e delinquents. . .
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Examples of his emotional proof are as follows:
Another charge against beverage alcohol must now be added-t h a t of economic waste. Over a hundred m i l l i o n bushels of grain
and vast quantities of other foodstuffs intended by nature to
be used in supporting l i f e are converted into a beverage that
corrupts and destroys i t
M i l l i o n s of American people have petitioned Congress to submit
an amendment to the Federal Constitution destroying the l i q u o r
t r a f f i c i n every part of the Nation
Let me i n t e r r u p t here to say that a few days ago a Senator
who has everything the world can give to make l i f e b e a u t i f u l ,
u s e f u l , i n s p i r i n g , and worth w h i l e , who has eloquence, genius,
and charm, who has i n him the making of a President, said i n
my hearing, "What possible harm can come from a glass of sherry
in the home?" And that Senator is going to vote against t h i s
amendment. He is going to vote to continue a t r a f f i c which w i l l
send m i l l i o n s of men and women to careers of crime and shame
because personally he can see no harm i n a glass of sherry i n
his p a l a t i a l home.^^
Arrangement:
Following the c r i t e r i a which A r i s t o t l e established the arrangement
of t h i s speech on " P r o h i b i t i o n " outlines as f o l l o w s :
^ ^ I b i d . , p. 5550.
^ ^ I b i d . , pp. 5551-5552.
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I.

II.

The proem--paves the way f o r what f o l l o w s :
"Mr. President, t h i s is a h i s t o r i c occasion."^^ and at
the same time engages a t t e n t i o n .
Narration: A statement of facts colored in the speaker's
f a v o r , to remind the audience of happenings i n the past, with
a view to a better f u t u r e . Senator Sheppard's narration is
worded thus:
"At the outset an inquiry may arise as to why a subject
of t h i s kind should have assumied such importance as to j u s t i f y
the proposal of an amendment to the Federal Constitution.

Let Abraham Lincoln give answer:"^^
III.

Argument: Aristotle, Quintilian, and Cicero's conceptions
of "logical argument, example, analogy, casual argument and
sign,"^^ are evident throughout this speech. Examples are:
A.

Logical argument.
Other disasters follow the presence of alcoholic poison
in the brain tissues. Quickness and accuracy of judgment,
memory, perception, coordination, ability to receive
and transmit impulses, appreciation of the highest standards and motives of human conduct, faculties of initiative
and originality, thrift, energy, all are affected at the
very fountains of their being. The resulting loss to
the individual and to society is beyond all estimation. In
an age of machinery and of business transactions on a
scale more enormous and complicated than ever before the
clear eye, the quick brain, and the steady nerve are
imperatively demanded. Society is more dependent to-day
on the man at the machine than at any previous period.
We are coming to understand that the engine of the body
must have the same care as the engine of the aeroplane,
the battleship, the railway train, the steamship, or the
automobile; that the trade in alcohol is a form of sabotage
which the human machine can not endure; that it is no more
to be tolerated than would be the business of making and
selling scrap iron to be dropped into the delicate and
complex machinery of modern manufacture, transportation,
and commerce

^^Ibid.
^^Ibid.
99

G i l c h r i s t , op. c i t . , p. 60.
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But alcohol does not confine i t s devastations to the
b r a i n . Nor are i t s ravages l i m i t e d to the production of
i n e f f i c i e n c y , unm.orality, and crime. Permeating a l l the
organs of the body and attacking t h e i r component tissues
i t weakens them to such an extent as to i n v i t e and hasten
the inroads of disease. I t finds i t s way into the blood
vessels that carry nutriment to every part of the human
anatomy. I t paralyzes, more or l e s s , both the red and
white corpuscles in the blood, i n j u r i n g the diseaser e s i s t i n g power of the former, the microbe-destroying
function of the l a t t e r . Entering the stomach, i t produces
with continued use, gastric catarrh and disturbs the
e n t i r e digestive apparatus. I t alters the tissues of the
l i v e r , d i l a t i n g the c e l l s , i n t e r f e r i n g with the l i v e r ' s
basic f u n c t i o n s , producing c i r r h o s i s , with possible comp l i c a t i o n s of dropsy, swollen veins, and jaundice i n i t s
train
The indictment is not yet complete. This alcoholic drug
adds poverty of the blackest, d r e a r i e s t , and most hopeless sort to the l i s t of i t s offenses. Such is i t s power
t h a t men w i l l take bread money from t h e i r families and
make i t blood money f o r drink. Such is i t s power that
the American people are expending two and a h a l f b i l l i o n
dollars f o r i t every year, an average consumption of
about 22 gallons f o r every man, woman, and c h i l d i n the
.Republic. Nearly a l l of the American people must earn a
l i v i n g with the labor of t h e i r hands. Keep i n mind the
f a c t that those who bear most of the Nation's burdens,
produce most of the Nation's wealth, and constitute
the chief source of the Nation's v i t a l i t y are the i n d i v i d u a l s , male and female, who earn a l i v i n g by manual
labor.100

B.

Example:
Let Rudyard Kipling give answer. He had seen two young
men in a concert hall in one of our American cities
get two young women drunk and then take them into a dark
street. He had not been a total abstainer himself, nor
had he commended temperance in his writings, but he wrote
as follows of that scene:
Then, despite previous opinions, I became a prohibitionist,
Better it is a man should go without his beer in public
places and content himself with swearing at a narrowminded majority; better it is to poison the inside with
very vile temperance drinks and to buy lager furtively at

Keyes, op. cit., p. 5550.
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C.

IV.

back doors than to bring temptation to the l i p s of young
fools such as the four I had seen. I understand now why
the preachers rage against drink. I had said: "There
is no harm i n i t , taken moderately;" and yet my own demand
f o r beer helped d i r e c t l y to send these two g i r l s reeling
down the dark s t r e e t to--God alone knows what end."101
Casual argument and sign:
I f the l i q u o r t r a f f i c is to be eradicated, the aid of
the Federal Government must be invoked
The pending amendment, therefore, violates the rights
of neither State nor Federal Government. I t deprives
both of the power to authorize an immoral, unhealthful,
c o r r u p t i n g , and dangerous t r a f f i c , and leaves both with
an equal power to destroy i t . I t is a declaration of
t r u t h and r i g h t and duty f o r Nation and f o r State. Such
are the facts which call f o r j o i n t national and State
action against the l i q u o r t r a f f i c and j u s t i f y at least
the consideration of the necessary means to such an end
in the manner provided by the Federal Constitution f o r
i t s amendment
The nation-wide amendment puts the States i n a f a r more
d i g n i f i e d position in regard to the l i q u o r t r a f f i c than
that they now o c c u p y . . . . . .
Were I opposed on p r i n c i p l e to nation-wide p r o h i b i t i o n ,
I would vote to submit the amendment to the States i n
order that they might exercise one of t h e i r fundamental
r i g h t s . An issue is thus presented by the nation-wide
amendment e n t i r e l y independent of p r o h i b i t i o n , and
t h a t issue is expressed i n two questions:
(1) Shall Senators and Representatives in Congress,
e i t h e r wholly or p a r t l y , substitute themselves f o r the
States as the amending power of the C o n s t i t u t i o n , thereby
c e n t r a l i z i n g sovereignty at Washington to a degree
threatening the e x t i n c t i o n of the State?
(2) Shall they refuse the people the r i g h t of petition?102

Conclusion: Morris Sheppard concluded t h i s speech with an
appeal to the members of Congress to allow the states the r i g h t
to decide f o r themselves the destiny of the amendment.
At the close of t h i s debate we w i l l have an opportunity
to enable the States to exercise t h e i r highest f u n c t i o n - - t h e
r i g h t to shape, a l t e r , and develop the Federal C o n s t i t u t i o n .

^ ° ^ I b i d . , pp. 5552-5553.
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They are the proper tribunal to decide the fate of this
amendment. They compose the mightiest array of free Commonwealths united in a federated whole the world has ever seen.
There are chapters in the history of each that add honor to
American citizenship. If there is anything in the amendment
subversive of their liberties and their welfare, they can be
trusted to condemn it. Let not Congress assume to judge for
them. Let Congress discharge its preliminary task of submission and stand aside. Let it put in motion the referendum
provided by the Nation's organic law—the method of amendment
the States themselves established when they created the Constitution. Let the States perform the duty which remains
the sole instance of their sovereignty over the Federal Government itself . If the State and Nation may each retain the
attributes contemplated in the Constitution, if each shall
be kept within its sphere and permitted to perform its
appointed agency--the most beneficent system of government
yet devised will be strengthened and glorified for all
time.'03
V.

Peroration: Quintilian says the enumeration should be brief,
"For if we dwell upon them, we will have not an enumeration but
a sort of second speech."104 Aristotle says, "Finally you have
to review what you have already said."105 Morris Sheppard
followed this advice:
As I view the matter, the member of either branch of the
American Congress who denies the power of amendment to the
States, especially an amendment which vast numbers of the
people desire the States to consider, violates the basic principles both of the Constitution and of popular government,
repudiates the fundamental rights of the States and overturns
the two most sacred privileges the people possess, the privileges of referendum and of petition.105

^^-^Ibid., p. 5554.
Quintilian, op. c i t . , v i . i .
""^^Aristotle, op. c i t . , I l l , p. 18.
1 Dfi

Keyes, op. c i t . , p. 5554.
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"Military Affairs S|)eedi';
Occasion:
Morris Sheppard saw the need for immediate action if America
was to meet the demands of her own security in a world of mounting
military conflict. The principal motivation was grave warning of
the results of inaction.

The speaker was profoundly disturbed by

the threat which Germany and Japan's increasing military aggressiveness presented to the United States and her allies. Congress was
debating this subject; and as chairman cf the Military Affairs
Committee, Sheppard was deeply involved in this debate. His
possessing thorough knowledge of the nation's defense qualified
him to speak on this occasion.
This speech was delivered at a late hour on February 27,
1941, in the Senate Chamber of the United States Congress. The
Seriator from New Mexico had finished speaking in opposition to
the increase in Presidential pov/er and had requested that a letter
from the "Church League of America" be printed in the record as a part
of his remarks. The final paragraph of the letter reads as follows:
We are bewildered--and as citizens we have a right to ask our
Senators for a clear explanation before this final and irrevocable step is taken.10/
^^'^U. S., Congressional Record, January 20, 1903, p. 1004.
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Morris Sheppard next addressed the Senate urging the extension
of Presidential powers in the area of military preparedness and
national defense.
The Speech:
This speech was delivered thirty-etght years after Sheppard's
maiden speech in Congress. His maiden speech is a part of this
study and it is of interest to this paper to contrast the opening
paragraph of the two speeches giving attention to style. Style was
of great importance in the field of oratory at the turn of the 20th
century, but by middle of the century style did not occupy so prominent
a position.

The opening paragraphs of both speeches are recorded

here to contrast the vivid language of the first with the simple direct
language of the second.
The opening paragraph of the first speech:
Mr. Chairman, with hesitation that may be pardoned and with
embarrassment that may be condoned, I rise for the first time
to address this historic body. I would not dare to break the
silence in which a new member is supposed to be entombed were
I not prompted by a sense of duty to my constituents which my
diffidence can not conquer nor my timidity repress. I can not
witness the passing of another session of Congress without
protest against Republican inaction on the question of the
trust.'08
The opening paragraph of the second speech:
Mr. President, on account of the lateness of the hour I request that I be not interrupted in the course of the delivery
of the few remarks I shall now submit.109
''^^Keyes, op. cit., p. 1004.
^"^^Ibid., p. 1492.

67
However, the main interest to the paper is the invention of
this speech.
Invention:
Senator Sheppard utilized logical, emotional and ethical proof
throughout this speech.

The invention of this speech is evident in

the following outline; notice that he mves

immediately to his first

major argument.
I.

Mr. President, an important background of the present measure
is the part taken in the pending world drama in the interest
of peace by the President of the United States.
r

A.

Over 2 years ago, in January 1939, President Roosevelt
announced in two messages to Congress that the hostile
attitudes of certain tremendously armed, dictator-controlled
and imperialistic nations were becoming more and more a
menace to the democratic countries of the world.
B. Since then, events have demonstrated that the principal
dictator nations have determined to conquer the world.
C. About 8 months after the President's January messages,
the storm of war descended on Europe.
1. German forces swept over Poland
2. Subjugated Denmark and Norway
3. Subdued Holland, Belgium and Luxemburg
4. Sudden overthrow of France
D. As a result a gigantic military machine, directed by a
dictator, dominates Europe and threatens modern civilization
E. Recently the war has spread into Africa.
F. Only the United States and the rest of this hemisphere are
at peace.
1. The President is devoted to peace.
2. In his course toward the rest of the world he has pursued an equally effective program.
G. President Roosevelt foresaw the European conflict in all
its implications.
H. By a stroke of superb statesmanship he acquired for the
United States a succession of naval and air bases extending
from Newfoundland to the northern crest of South America.
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II.

The measure now pending before the Senate is intended to carry
out this purpose.
A.
B.

C.
D.
E.

III.

This measure also contem.piates such material or physical
aid to any country whose defense the President deems vital
to the defense of the United States...
This measure does not authorize the President to dispose
of any defense article to any other government except
when he finds that the defense of the United States is
involved...
The struggling democracies need aid; we need time.
We must arm and prepare against the invasion of aggressors,
but we must do so expeditiously.
The issue before the' people of the United States today is
one of immediate national defense
1. Our obligations arising out of the Monroe Doctrine
2. The struggle of totalitarian nations.

Today we are confronted by a policy of force and military
aggression asserted by three powerful nations, two upon our
Atlantic coast and one upon our Pacific coast, all joined
together in a military pact.
A.
B.
C.
D.

The Axis Powers have joined together for the enforcement
of the policies which they believe to be essential to
their future existence.
We must determine the course we believe to be essential
to our future safety...
It is my opinion that we have ignored too long our responsibilities, our opportunities, and our relationship in
the Western Hemisphere.
Modern aggressors are determined upon world conquest,
economic as well as physical, political as well as philosophical, and we must be prepared to resist the invasion
of their methods of economics, of philosophy, of politics,
and of force into our land.

Conclusion:
The purpose of totalitarian agression is world conquest.

The

measure before Congress is an act to promote the defense of the United
States and may save us from war, it is my opinion that it should pass.
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Peroration:
Government of the people, for the people, and by the people
must not be permitted to perish from the earth.I'O
Invention is the investigation of subject matter, "in order
to discover lines of reasoning which contribute to the persuasive
111
force of the speech."
The following quotations from this speech
reveal Sheppard's investigation.
About 8 months after the President's January messages, the
storm of war descended on Europe.
German forces swept over Poland, mastering that country in
a few weeks and making that free and sturdy people a subject
race. A few months later these forces invaded and subjugated
Denmark and Norway. By May of 1940 they had subdued Holland,
Belgium, and Luxemburg. Quickly thereafter the world was
shocked by the sudden overthrow of France.
As a result a gigantic military machine such as the world has
never seen before, directed by a dictator the most ruthless in
history, dominates the continent of Europe and threatens
modern civilization.
Recently the horrible holocaust of war has spread into Africa
while in Asia the conflagration rages with intermittent fury
Under our obligations arising out of the Monroe Doctrine
or as a result of our more rigid insistence upon the observation of its principles, express or implied, or in the
furtherance of those recent economic interests which we too
long have left undeveloped, it will be difficult to avoid conflict with totalitarian aggressors as they extend their policy
of interpenetration, economic and physical. The struggle of
totalitarian nations today is one for new frontiers for expanding
populations, for sources of essential raw materials, and for
markets for industrial and finished products.H^

"Olbid.
"'^^Gilchrist, op. cit., p. 48.
^^^Keyes, op. cit., pp. 1492-1493.

CHAPTER VI
CONCLUSIONS
Morris Sheppard was recognized among his fellow members of
Congress as a man of great ethical and intellectual character.

His

life was characterized by personal and professional integrity.

Even

those who disagreed with him respected his convictions.

Morris

Sheppard is worthy of study by the student of rhetoric and oratory.
Several major pieces of legislation were piloted through the
United States House of Representatives and Senate by this man.
of these are worthy of mention here:

Two

(1) The National Prohibition

Act, the Eighteenth Amendment, and (2) The Selective Service Act.
Morris Sheppard is recorded in history as the father of the
Eighteenth Amendment.
The purpose of this study was to select four speeches of
Morris Sheppard and to analyze them in the light of the ancient
concepts of rhetoric and oratory, these concepts being:

(1) Inven-

tion, (2) Arrangement, (3) Style, (4) Memory, and (5) Delivery.
The latter two received less attention than the others, due to the
inability of the printed page to depict memory and delivery as
readily as the first three. An attem.pt was made to vary the method
of analyzing each of the four speeches.
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7T
This study has stimulated an interest in other men who lived
and worked with Morris Sheppard, and the following recommendations
are made for future study:
1. A comparative study between Morris Sheppard's speech on
the League of Nations and that of Woodrow Wilson on the same subject.
2. A study of Morris Sheppard's contribution to the political
and civil life of his home town, Texarkana, Texas.
3. A study of the epideictic speeches of Morris Sheppard,
which were delivered outside Congress.
4. An evaluative study of Morris Sheppard's contribution
to the present Selective Service Act.
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"Trusts'
Mr. Chairman, with hesitation that may be pardoned and with
embarrassment that may be condoned, I rise for the first time to
address this historic body. I would not dare to break the silence
in which a new member is supposed to be entombed were I not prompted
by a sense of duty to my constituents which my diffidence cannot
conquer nor my timidity repress. I cannot witness the passing of
another session of Congress without protest against Republican inaction on the question of the trust.
The Republican party is writing the most shameful and humiliating chapter in Am.erican history. Six years of Republican supremacy
have marked the establishment of an industrial tyranny more powerful
than all the thrones and empires of the past. Within this period
the wealth of the country has been concentered in the hands and coffers of the few to such an extent that the people are threatened with
economic vassalage. Republican enactments and policies have facilitated
the creation of monopolistic organizations in almost every important
industry--monopolies which are crushing labor, corrupting legislation,
destroying competition, controlling production, confiscating the
fruitage of the people's toil, and stifling the ambitions of youth.
The latest and most dangerous form which monopoly has assumed
in America is popularly known as the trust. In a sense strictly
technical, a trust is a combination of corporations acting through
a representative board. But in the political lexicon of the hour
the term "trust" includes every organization of individuals or of
companies which through combination, merger, purchase, destruction
of rival enterprises, or other means ootains, or attempts with varying
degrees of success to obtain, exclusive control of a given industry
or commodity whereby prices are arbitrarily fixed, production limited,
competition abolished, natural causes interrupted, and the consumer
pillaged. In some instances the organization extends no further
than a mere agreement or pool by which these results are secured.
This modern trust is the fortress of greed in the twentieth century.
It is the most powerful agency for the concentration of wealth in
the economic annals of the world. It is the most menacing feature of
the tim.e. It represents the barbarism of wealth, the anarchy of
avarice.
Since the beginning of Republican ascendancy in 1897 the trusts
have grown enormously in numbers and in power. More trusts have been
formed since March 4, 1897, the date of McKinley's accession to the
Presidency, than in all the previous history of the country. There
are more than 300 industrial trusts in the United States with a total
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capitalization of over seven billions--an amount which stuoefies
the imagination, an amount which exceeds the entire stock of money
in the United States both in circulation and out of circulation by
more than four and one-half billions. They control alm-ost every
article and comimodity which the people use in the maintenance of
civilized life.
^Before the first inauguration of McKinley an organization with
a capital of ten millions was regarded as unusual. But since
January 1, 1899, 82 trusts have been established, not one of which
has less than ten millions of capital, many of which possess from
three to ten and twenty times ten millions, while towering like a
helmeted Colossus above them all is the m.onarch of combinations,
the steel trust, with a startling capitalization of over one billion
three hundred and fifty millions. The trusts exist in utte.^ defiance of all justice and all law. Secure in the knowledge of the
fact that the Republican party will not enforce the laws which sleep
ingloriously on the statutes, and that this party of monopoly and
.empire dares not enact more stringent legislation, they continue
with an insolence which cries to God for punishment to oppress
the land and to consume the substance of the people.
In no way have the Republicans, including the President himself, attempted more shrewdly to shield the capitalistic freebooters
and to confuse the people than in the endeavor to establish the
impression that the present clamor against the trusts is a hasty
and ill-considered attack on corporations because they are unprecedentedly large; that "the big corporations," to use an elusive
expression of our once strenuous Chief Executive, are alleged to
be the main offenders regardless of monopolistic attributes. We
say that it matters not how large or how small an enterprise may
be. If it has the character of monopoly in any effective degree
it is a trust. It is the principle involved which concerns the
Democratic party as the stay and refuge of the people and not the
size or extent of the organization.
The Democratic party is not opposed to honest wealth. It condemns neither individuals nor companies whose business affairs may
be conducted on a large, or even a gigantic scale, on account of the
mere size of their holdings and transactions. Individuals and companies may engage in extensive enterprises with tremendous capital
and achieve marked success without the aid or design of monopoly
and without special privilege from the Government. The Democratic
party stands upon the demand that the entire business of the country
shall be conducted in a pure and legitimate way. It is against the
injustice and piracy in modern establishments that it would direct
the popular wrath. It is monopoly, an evil which threatens the
extinction of American liberty, that it would fling from the Tarpeian
Rock of public indignation. Let me quote the words cf Mr. Russell
Sage concerning the steel trust, the .tost notable type of the modern
industrial combination.
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In an a r t i c l e i n the North American Review which appeared when
the steel t r u s t was i n process of formation and when i t s capital
was reputed to be $1,000,000,000, Mr. Sage said:
The steel combination now forming, we are t o l d , is to s t a r t
o f f with a capital of $1,000,000,000. I t w i l l be seen, therefore,
t h a t t h i s company's issue of Securities w i l l represent pract i c a l l y one-half the e n t i r e volume of money i n America. In a
year or two, i f precedents count f o r anything, this capital w i l l
be very l a r g e l y increased, and that in spite of the fact that
the stockholders i n the steel company, which was the basis of
the new combination, got three shares of stock in the new company f o r one in the o l d , scores of millions being thus added
to the interest-bearing securities of the United States by
merely the stroke of a pen. When wealth is created i n that way
what security is there f o r the whole schem.e? Not another furnace
added to the p l a n t , simply a l i f t i n g process, and what was one
m i l l i o n before is three m i l l i o n s now.
When we know that Mr. Sage underestimated the capital of the
steel t r u s t by more than three hundred and f i f t y m i l l i o n s ; when we
know t h a t the properties of t h i s company i n actual value do not
exceed f i v e hundred m i l l i o n s , but l i t t l e more than one-third of i t s
c a p i t a l i z a t i o n , we may begin to grasp the appalling fraud which
permeates the e n t i r e system. We may reasonably i n f e r from t h i s
instance that p r a c t i c a l l y one-half the seven b i l l i o n s of capital
represented by the dividend-bearing securities of the i n d u s t r i a l
t r u s t s is purely f i c t i t i o u s . I t is c e r t a i n , at any r a t e , that the
amount of imaginary capital on which the American people must pay
exorbitant i n t e r e s t in the shape of a r b i t r a r y prices is so enormous
as to c o n s t i t u t e the most f l a g r a n t example of public plunder by
private monopoly i n human h i s t o r y .
I t is n o t , t h e r e f o r e , a matter of surprise that the owners
and beneficiaries of the trusts are rapidly absorbing the e n t i r e
wealth of the people; that an aristocracy has arisen which dominates
the i n d u s t r i a l and social world. This aristocracy may be perpetuated
by the transmission of t r u s t stock from father to son. The power
which the t r u s t s have centered in the gilded few is astounding.
Mr. Sage, i n speaking of the o i l t r u s t , s a i d :
The chief owners of the Standard Oil business have become
so enormously wealthy that i n t h e i r individual as well as t h e i r
corporated capacity they dominate wherever they choose to go.
They can make or unmake almost any property, no matter how
vast. They can compel any man to s e l l them anything at any
price.

These are the words of a man whose authority on this and kindred
subjects is universally respected, it is oifficult to conceive a more
alarming condition. The incom.e of Mr. John Davis Rockefeller, the
principal owner of the oil trust, was in 1901 about $100,000,000.
H e i s soon to become the first billionaire in the history of the world.
This inconceivable wealth has been acquired within fewer than thirty
years. The story of his trimphs over all competitors, of their submission or their ruin, of his successful evasion and defiance of all
law, until he had established the m.ost invincible monopoly earth ever
saw, will, if ever written, form a gloomy cor.i.nentary upon the age.
There were 9,000 civil suits pending against this economic
despot at one time--a suit in almost every county of every State in
the American Union. But the people and the people's laws were helpless, and today he towers above Congress, above the President,
above the legislatures and the courts, above the people, a silent
symbol of industrial tyrar.ny.
Associated with him is Mr. J. Pierpont
Morgan. These two men are the m.ost com.mancing figures of contemporary history. Mr. Morgan controls over three billions of railroad
securities and nearly two billions of corporation securities. An
illustration of his power may be found in the recent coal strike.
It was within his will to stop that terrible conflict at any time;
a conflict which resulted in suffering so universal and intense
that the poor have been comipelled to burn the pictures of their
dead for fuel, and in some instances to steal. A petition was addressed to President Roosevelt from the citizens of Wilkesbarre, the
storm center of the strike, which concluded as follows:
Mr. Morgan has placed a ban upon us which means universal
ruin, destitution, and bloodshed. Is J. P. Morgan greater than
the people? Is he mightier than the Government? Will he be
permitted to retain this menacing power? We appeal to you, Mr.
President, to stay the juggernaut which crushes us. We appeal
from the king of the trusts to the President of the people.
This appeal is the saddest and miost significant occurrence
since Republican rule began. It shows the overshadowing power of
organized wealth. Connected with Rockefeller and Morgan are an
increasing number of multi-millionaires, and together they constitute
an omnipotent oligarchy of gold. They are the Vandals, Goths, and
Visigoths of our modern time. Tney are the economic tyrants of the
United States and their increasing strength is a menace to every
principle and every institution of popular government.
Republicans, have I overdrawn the picture? Let me direct your
attention to a speech delivered by Mr. Theodore Roosevelt at Minneapolis on Labor Day of 1901, shortly before he became the official
head of the nation. In reference to the trusts he said:
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We shall find i t necessary in the future to shackle cunning
as in the past we have shackled force. The vast individual and
corporate fortunes, the vast combinations of capital which have
marked the development of our industrial system, create new
conditions and necessitate a change from the old attitude of
the State and nation toward property.
The glory of San Juan Hill is in these sentences.
If a Democrat had made a statement half so sweeping he would
have been denounced as an anarchist, an agitator, and a demogogue.
Let us analyze these utterances of the most prominent Republican in
the country. He says that i t will become necessary in the future
to shackle cunning as in the past we have shackled force. Now, the
entire history of the world is the story of the long struggle of the
common people to put shackles on force. Think of all the oppressions
of the pastl Think of the conquerors who have ravaged the worldl
Think of the thrones that have been built upon the necks of serfs!
Think of the woes of the people in the shadowy centuries of the
crown and sword! Think how they passed like chattels with the soill
Think how they cowered in the shelter of mediaeval castles to do
obeisance for their lives! Think how hunger and despair aroused them
to revolt! Think of the blood, the sorrow, and the tears they
paid for freedom--for the shackling of force! Think how we are told
by Mr. Roosevelt that as in the past i t was necessary to shackle
force, so in the future i t will become necessary to shackle cunning.
Then t e l l me how a Democrat can overdraw the picture. But
this is not a l l . Mr. Roosevelt evidently believed that the hour for
the shackling of the trusts had struck, because he further said
that the vast individual and corporate fortunes and the vast combinations of wealth had created new conditions and that they necessitated
a change from the old attitude of the State and nation toward property.
If human greed through the industrial trust is oppressing, or is
about to oppress, the people as in tne past they have been oppressed
by force--if these modern aggregations have become so dangerous as
to necessitate a revolution in established relations between the state
and property--then the situation m.ust be black with peril.
The echoes of this courageous declaration of Mr. Roosevelt had
hardly died, the applause of the people who believed a new David had
arisen was s t i l l ringing from the m.ountains to the seas, when a hush
fell upon the world. A p i s t o l ' s lips spoke death to McKinley and
pronounced Theodore Roosevelt President of the United States. Was
i t destiny? The preacher whom Mr. Roosevelt invited to deliver at
Oyster Bay a sermon on the anniversary of McKinley's death thought
that i t was. The preacher practically said on that occasion that
God raised up an assassin to take the l i f e of the revered McKinley
in order to give Theodore Roosevelt an opportunity to forge the
Minneapolis philippic into the avenging thunderbolts of tne law. So,
I ask again, was i t destiny?
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If it was, destiny for once made a gigantic mistake. [Ihen Theodore Roosevelt assumed the Presidency, a marvelous transformation
seems to have occurred. He seems to have put the people out of his
heart. In the light of his record as Chief Executive with regard
to trusts, his Minneapolis speech is a disheartening mockery. Has
he shackled the trusts? For mre than a year he has been charged by
solemn oath with the execution of his country's laws, and yet the
trusts have multiplied and prospered. He chose for Attorney-General,
the nation's right arm in the enforcement of the nation's laws, Mr.
Philander Knox, of the steel company, the most prominent trust attorney in the United States. Thus the Republican President has
paralyzed the law.
While pretending to seek new remedies, he has neglected to
enforce existing ones. His messages and speeches on the subject of
the trusts have been models of apology and evasion. And yet the
New York Herald calls him the people's antitrust candidate for the
Presidency in 1904. It is the most colossal jest of the time. His
course in this matter is typically Republican, for the Republican
party is equally chargeable with failure to restrain the trusts.
Bills have been introduced, but never passed. A favorite trick is
to pass an antitrust bill through the House, and send it to a quick
death in the catacombs of the Senate.
It is a laughable fact that not one of the measures proposed
by Republicans is as vigorous as the remedies already provided by
the national statutes. The criminal clause of the present Federal
law has been absolutely ignored. Its enforcement would do much to
shackle cunning. But it is a neglected law, and it will so remain
as long as the Republican party controls the Government. If a poor
man takes that which is not his he is pronounced a thief and promptly
punished. But if a great industrial combination monopolizes an
article and robs the people in plain defiance of the law, the directors
are applauded and called the kings and captains of our industries.
In his message at the beginning of tne present session of Congress
the President speaks of the "big aggregations" as "inevitable developments of modern industrialism," and adds that their destruction
"would work the utmost mischief to the entire body politic."
In a recent speech in the United States Senate the senior
Senator from Massachusetts spoke tenderly of the "great private virtues" of the modern plunderers, of their "public spirit, sagacity,
patriotism, and large civic wisdom." For what relief can the people
hope when Republicans indulge in utterances of this character? In
another part of his speech the senior Senator from Massachusetts
summarizes the efforts of the Republican Administration to control the
trusts. Coming from so high and so Republican a source, this summary
may be taken as a complete presentation of the record of the Administration on this subject. Tne venerable and eloquent Senator states
that the Administration has destroyed the Addystone pipe ccmoination,
the beef trust, and a pooling arranoe.T.3nt among Southern railroads.
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He states that the Attorney-General has brought fourteen suits
i n equity against another r a i l r o a d combination, obtaining injunctions
which are s t i l l i n f o r c e , and that he has also brought a s u i t in
equity against a proposed merger of transcontinental railroads. This
is_the Republican record as presented by a Republican. When we
think of the hundreds of monopolies that have'arisen under Republican
domination, when we know that tnese vultures are fattening to-day
as never before, tnese e f f o r t s appear so feeble as to excite the
profoundest r i d i c u l e and contempt".
In the attempt to d i v e r t the attention of the people of the
North from the record of the Republican party on the question of the
t r u s t , the President and his advisers have reopened and aggravated
the unhappy race issue in the South. I t means that Republicans regard
the s i t u a t i o n as desperate when for p o l i t i c a l advantage they deem i t
advisable d e l i b e r a t e l y to humiliate the proud and loyal people of
the South and to awaken passions born in the flaming hours of f r a t r i cidal c o n f l i c t , passions which^shoula be permitted to die in an era
of r e c o n c i l i a t i o n and peace. The people of the North are too
i n t e l l i g e n t and too generous to be influenced by such deplorable
t a c t i c s . On the essential phases of the race problem the great common
people of the North are in sympathy with the people of the South.
One touch of nature makes the whole world k i n .
Sectional divisions in America are no miore. Every problem
which confronts any portion of the people or any part of the country
is an American problem. We are brothers of a common country. Not
as a Texan, although I worship that imperial State; not as a Southerner I
although I adore that chivalrous land; but as an American who loves
every s t a r on the f l a g I pronounce such action unnecessary and unjust.
I t is useless to hope that the Republican party w i l l destroy
or curb the t r u s t s . For s i x years i t has controlled every branch of
the American Government. I t has f a i l e d to r e s i s t the incursions
of marauding c a p i t a l . I t has made the Am.erican Republic a spectacle
f o r the p i t y of the h i s t o r i a n and the compassion of the philosopher.
In the endeavor to conceal i t s real a t t i t u d e with regard to trusts
i t presents the supremest i l l u s t r a t i o n of human i n s i n c e r i t y since
Metternich preserved a throne with i n t r i g u e and Talleyrand taught
that l i p s were made to l i e . I t has polluted the temples and desecrated the a l t a r s of a u t h o r i t y . The t r u s t s are f l o u r i s h i n g i n
contempt of law. They prosecute t h e i r m.erciless schemes of s p o i l a t i o n
undisturbed. There is but one conclusion--the Republican party is
the shield and a l l y of the t r u s t . I f the t r u s t is to be abolished,
i f i n d u s t r i a l Caesarism is to be destroyed, the Republican party
must be whipped from power by the scorn and anger of a plundered
people. A vote f o r the Republican party is a vote f o r economic
s l a v e r y , a vote f o r stupendous wrong, a vote f o r criminal c a p i t a l ,
a vote f o r the inhumanity and com.munism of lawless wealth.
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"Annual Lincoln Dinner Speech"
Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Republican Club:
On the wall of a Southern home there is to-day a letter in a frame,
a letter which reads: "Executive Mansion, Washington, Feb. 10,
1865. Hon. A. H. Stephens: According to your agreement, your nephew.
Lieutenant Stephens, goes to you bearing this note. Please in return
to select and send me that officer of the same rank, imprisoned at
Richmond, whose physical condition most urgently requires his release. Respectfully, A. Lincoln." In a corner of the frame is a
photograph of Lincoln bearing his signature in his own handwriting.
At the close of the Hampton Roads Conference early in 1865 Lincoln
had asked Alexander Stephens, the Vice-President of the Confederacy
and one of the Southern Commissioners, if he could do anything for
him personally. "Nothing," said Stephens, "unless you can send me
my nephew who has been a prisoner on Johnson's Island for 20 months."
"I shall be glad to do it; let me have his nam.e," was the prompt
reply. A few days later Lieutenant Stephens left for Richmond,
where the exchange was effected, bearing the letter and the picture
before described, both the gifts of Lincoln, and for more than
forty years they have remained the chief treasures of a Dixie fireside. This incident was but one of a host of others, showing in
Lincoln a spirit that poised on wings of light above the wrath and
gloom of war.
But for other and wider reasons it is proper that the portrait
of Lincoln should adorn this Southern home. He was born of Southern
parentage on Kentucky soil. His father was a Virginian; his grandfather was a Virginian, his mother was a Virginian. His mother!
The very word hallows the lips that utter it. The world has not yet
grasped its debt to the mothers of mankind. The mother is the luster
and the hope of history. She is the central figure of all human
sacrifice. Life is the flower of her agony, the fruitage of her
pain. Humanity is cradled in her tears. That men may be, she
fronts the grave, yes, at each birth endures a living crucifixion.
Lincoln's mother possessed in marvelous measure the qualities
that make maternity sacred. He r]ever forgot her prayers, prayers
that made the cabin in the wilderness a temple grander than St. Peter's
or Cologne. His father, always in deepest poverty, had but recently
removed from Kentucky largely because the spread of slavery and the
aristocracy surrounding it tended to degrade the status of the whites
who were compelled to labor with their hands. Thus in his earliest
years was permanently impressed on Lincoln's soul the ideas of liberty, equality and personal rectitude which led him later to acclaim
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that day the happiest of history when there should be neither slave
nor drunkard in the world. Such was his motner's influence that he
afterward ascribed to her all that he was or hoped to be. The
clumsy, hand-hewn coffin in which she was interred, the lack of
ceremony due to the fact that few ministers visited that remote
vicinity, the lonely grave in the clearing, deepened the sadness
that solitude and hardship had implanted in his nature. He did not
rest until several months afterward he knelt in the snow while a
wandering preacher, summoned at his earnest instance, delivered a
funeral sermon over her grave. It should be said here that the
devoted woman, a native of Kentucky, who succeeded Li neon's mother
in the Lincoln home, recognized at once his unusual capacities and
employed every means to encourage and develop them. To her he gave
a love and reverence that were reflected in his spotless conduct.
The teachings of these two women gave gentleness and grace to all
his acts and must has prompted deed after deed of mercy in the memorable conflict with which his name is forever associated.
When Lincoln in 1832 announced his candidacy for the Illinois
legislature he stated that his supreme purpose was to win the esteem
of his fellowmen by being worthy of it. Thus at the age of 23 he
proclaimed the basic impulse of his career, the ambition to be useful to mankind. This impulse was but prophetic of the principle of
brotherhood that was to mark the consummation of his efforts and to
signalize his relation to history. Probably no other man of commanding fame ever struggled so effectively against so unpromising
an environment. The family had removed from Kentucky to Indiana,
from Indiana to Illinois, following the frontier's westward sweep,
locating in secluded forests, felling trees with which to construct
the crudest shelter and opening land for cultivation. In the labors
of the farm and woods young Lincoln shared to the fullest degree.
The ordinary facilities of the most rudimentary education were beyond
his reach. His entire schooling did not comprise twelve months.
Yet he managed to obtain and study with absorbing eagerness Bunyan,
Aesop, Weems' Washington and the Bible. Perhaps Aesop inspired his
celebrated habit of reinforcing argument with parable and anecdote.
With what prophetic interest must he have followed the trials of
Washington and the patriot armies in founding the nation he was to
be summoned to preserve. He seems to have been especially impressed
with Washington's unvarying trust in God, a sentiment he approved
and emulated. In the Bible, of which he was a constant student, he
found the doctrine that supplied the definition of his existence,
the doctrine embodied in Christ's answer to the lawyer in the temple,
the doctrine of the fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man,
the doctrine that Lincoln considered of itself sufficient to form
the basis of a church, the doctrine his life proclaimed and his death
ennobled, the doctrine of which the American Declaration of Independence
is but another form, the doctrine on which rests all liberty and
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progress. Such were the materials with which this youthful Vulcan
hammered his being into heroic mould and purpose. In that stern
pioneer age labor of severest form was honor's essence, equality
was the natural state, and men were loved for what they could contribute to the general good. In such a school Lincoln learned to
revere humanity, truth and God. In such a school he developed a
gentle soul, a giant stature and an iron will. His was a universal
sympathy with all human aspiration. Hate found no lodgment in his
heart; there kindness and mercy, like twin Portias, pleaded always
against the pound of flesh.
These elements were slowly fusing in the fires of experience
and ambition, of conflicts, defeats, successes, for almost thirty
years from the date of his first announcement for office. His single
term in Congress was marked by faithful service and several comprehensive speeches. It was during this term in Congress that he wrote
a letter to his young law partner containing certain rules of conduct
which every young man ought to engrave upon his heart, a statement
comprising a sounder and more healthful philosophy than any similar
number of words in all literature, a statem.ent breathing brotherhood
in every line: "The way for a young man to rise is to improve himself every way he can, never suspecting that anybody wishes to hinder
him. Allow me to assure you that suspicion and jealousy never did
help any man in any situation. There may sometimes be ungenerous
attempts to keep a young man down; and tney will succeed, too, if
he allows his mind to be diverted from its true channel to brood over
the attempted injury." In a speech a few days before he had expressed
another phase of his love of humanity in this sentence: "If you would
win a man to your cause first convince him that you are his sincere
friend." There is a verse from Aleyn which elaborates this beautiful
idea, an idea so illuminative of Lincoln's soul:
The fine and noble way to kill a foe
Is not to kill him; you with kindness may
So change him that he shall cease to be so;
And then he's slain. Sigismund used to say
His pardons put his foes to death; for when
He mortify'd their hate he killed them then.
In his speech before the convention which nominated him for the
United States Senate, in opposition to Douglas, in the debates with
that master of the forum, in inaugural adcresses and presidential
messages, on the field of Gettysburg and elsewhere Lincoln gave deliverances that in chaste and lofty eloquence, in simplicity and
power stand unsurpassed. The ideal of human orotherhood was with
him ever uppermost. Toward the South he exhibited the most tolerant
and affectionate spirit. In his speech at Peoria in 1854 he said:
"Before proceeding let me say I think I have no prejudice against the
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Southern people. They are Just what we would be in t h e i r s i t u a t i o n .
I f slavery did not e x i s t among them they would not introduce i t .
If
I t did now e x i s t am.ong us we should not insta.itly give i t up. When
Southern people t e l l us they are no more responsible f o r tne o r i g i n
of slavery than we, I acknowledge the f a c t . " The keynote of his
position was opposition to the e;:tension of slavery.
The opening of the American C i v i l War m.ade him the chief f i g u r e
of the most colossal c r i s i s in nis country's l i f e . Every element
of his character was brought into instant and e f f e c t i v e play.
It
is d i f f i c u l t to appreciate the magnitude of the task he met and mastered. His was the responsible supervision of a l l c i v i l and m i l i t a r y
administration. The young party he had led to victory was naturally
f i l l e d with numerous and discordant groups a l l clamiorous f o r recogn i t i o n . Every phase of feeling as to the policy of the government
i n i t s most f r i g h t f u l emergency poured a stream of argument and
protest across his audience chamber. To harm.onize the clashing
sentiments and interests required superbest s k i l l . Relations with
other nations demanded the coolest and most thorough judgment. He
rewrote Seward's dispatch on the subject of England's recognition
of Southern belligerency, converting that violent document, which
would most probably have i n c i t e d war, into a m.odel of diplomatic
p r o p r i e t y . The selection of comimanders f o r the untried millions who
assembled at his c a l l involved the rarest penetration. Forbearance,
sympathy and keenest i n s i g h t marked his treatmient of the generals
in the f i e l d . He studied the a r t of war and demionstrated m i l i t a r y
t a l e n t of the highest type. His orders and inquiries showed a technical f a m i l i a r i t y with a l l the problems of the contest. He grasped
the essential features of the proper handling of the Union arms and
resource. From the beginning he foreshadowed the course of the
s t r i f e with such accuracy that com.petent authorities have pronounced
him one of the ablest s t r a t e g i s t s of that world-astounding war.
Throughout the changing fortunes of the c o n f l i c t he was the same
serene, unyielding, all-comipelling force that wielded every controversy and every defeat into f i n a l and overwhelming triumph. The
f i r e s of c r i t i c i s m and calumny found him unresenting, calm, yet undet e r r e d . Modest himself to the l i n e of self-effacement, he held himself
the humblest of a l l the Presidents. On his second election to the
Presidency he said there was in his gratitude to the people no
t a i n t of personal triumph and that he f e l t no pleasure i n succeeding
over others. He exercised the prerogative of pardon with tenderness
and enthusiasm. Mighty as was his b r a i n , s t i l l mightier was his
heart. He had begun a humane and peaceful reconstruction of several
States before he died, and had he l i v e d the nation's wounds, which
he f e l t were also h i s , would have f a r more quickly healed. The
knowledge that despite his love f o r a l l mankind his e f f o r t s f o r
human elevation would be d i s t o r t e a and assailed, that however glorious
the f i n a l v i c t o r y thousands c f American hcm.es were being desolated.
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that brother was emptying the blood of brother, and the premonition
that he would not o u t l i v e the struggle, wrapped him in i s o l a t i o n and
i n sorrow and gave his features an i n f i n i t e sadness in repose.
His death was one of the profoundest calamities that ever shocked
the earth. To his noble wife he remarked as the clandestine assassin
was about to f i r e , "There is no c i t y I desire so much to see as
Jerusalem." He was not permitted to see the old Jerusalem, but in a
few hours he was to stand am.ong the glories of the new. Now what is
the r e l a t i o n of his l i f e to the Republic he aided so materially to
preserve? I t is the development of the idea of brotherhood on which
the continued preservation of this Union depends. What lesson emanates from his spectral f i g u r e as i t rises from that April night in
1865 the shadows on which i t is upborne assuming the s i m i l i t u d e of
a cross? I t is the love of Abraham Lincoln f o r every man, woman
and c h i l d beneath the American f l a g . Invoking his memory I , a
Southerner and a Democrat, true to every p r i n c i p l e that animates my
p a t r i o t i c , valorous and i n c o r r u p t i b l e people, come among you t o - n i g h t ,
Northerners and Republicans, equally true to your convictions, as
fellow-countryman, f r i e n d and brother. New York is my country as
well as Texas. Massachusetts, C a l i f o r n i a , I l l i n o i s are as dear to
me as Louisiana, Georgia or Tennessee. The memory of Abraham Lincoln
is one of the fundamental buttresses of the reunited and unconquerable
America of the twentieth century. In f u l f i l l m e n t of his desires
and dreams the Am.erican people are to-day a mighty and a deathless
brotherhood. Forgotten are the discords of the past; departed are
the specters of c i v i l s t r i f e . Near Colum.bus, Ohio, was situated Camp
Chase, one of the m i l i t a r y prisons of the North during the C i v i l War.
There thousands of Southern soldiers died, f a r from the land of
t h e i r b i r t h and love. But t h e i r graves have received the tenderest
care from Northern hearts and hands, and an arch has been erected on
that solemn spot bearing the word "Amiericans." This word expresses
the s p i r i t of p a t r i o t i s m that to-day u p l i f t s and t h r i l l s the nation,
the s p i r i t i n which Lincoln m.oved and spoke and prayed. I t hallows
the past, i t inspires the present, and 0, may i t animate the endless
reaches of the f u t u r e . I t arouses love f o r every part of our common
country, f o r every c i t y and every s t a t e , every mountain and every
shore, every f o r e s t and every p l a i n - - l o v e f o r our t r a d i t i o n s and our
h i s t o r y , love f o r the home of freedom, the hope of l i b e r t y , the l i g h t
of time, the radiance of the ages, our own United States.
The poet sings of Sunny France,
Fair Olive laden Spain,
The Grecian I s l e s , I t a l y ' s smiles.
And I n d i a ' s t o r r i d flame,
Of Egypt's countless ages o l d .
Dark A f r i c a ' s palris and dates;
Let me acclaim the land I name.
My own United States.
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The poet sings of Switzerland,
Braw Scotland's heathered m.oor.
The shimmering sheen of Ireland's green.
Old England's rockbound shore.
Quaint Holland and the fatherland,
Their charms i n verse r e l a t e s .
Let me acclaim the land I name
My own United States.
I love every inch of her p r a i r i e land.
Each stone on her mountains' side,
I love every drop of the water clear
That flows in her rivers wide;
I love every t r e e , every blade of grass.
Within Columibia's gates.
The Queen of the earth is the land of my b i r t h
My own United States.
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"Prohibition'
Mr. President, this is a historic occasion. For the first time
in its annals the Senate is to vote on the submission of a constitutional amendment for nation-wide prohibition. The m.ethod ordained by
the Federal Constitution for its own alteration is being strictly
followed. If the proposed amendment should be acopted by threefourths of the States, the traffic in intoxicating liquors for beverage
purposes would be forbidden anywhere within the Am.erican Republic.
Prohibition would be imbedded in the organic law of the Nation.
At the outset an inquiry may arise as to why a subject of this
kind should have assum.ed such importance as to justify the proposal
of an amendment to the Federal Constitution.
Let Abraham Lincoln give answer:
The liquor traffic is a cancer in society, eating the vitals
and threatening destruction, and all attempts to regulate it
will not only prove abortive but will aggravate the evil. There
must be no attempts to regulate the cancer. It must be eradicated, not a root must be left behind, for until this is done
all classes must continue in danger of becoming victims of strong
drink. * * * Slavery is abolished. The next great question would
be the overthrow of the legalized liquor traffic. And you know,
Merwin, that my head and my heart, my hand and my purse, will go
into that work. In 1842, less than a quarter of a century ago,
I predicted that the day would come when there would be neither
a slave nor a drunkard in the land. I have lived to see one
'prediction fulfilled; I hope to see the other realized.
Senators, a vote for the amendm.ent now pending will help to
realize the dream of Lincoln.
Let one of the foremost scientific and professional bodies of
the Nation, the American Medical Association, give answer. At its
sixty-eighth annual session in the city of New York, in June of this
year, the following resolutions were adopted:
Whereas we believe that the use of alcohol as a beverage is
detrimental to the humian economy; and
Whereas its use in therapeutics, as a tonic or a stimulant, or
as a food, has no scientific basis: Therefore
Resolved, That the American Medical Association opposes the
use of alcohol as a beverage; and be it further
Resolved, That the use of alcohol as a therapeutic agent should
be discouraged.
,^
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To make the second resolution plainer, let it be said that
therapeutics is that branch of medicine dealing with the treatment
of disease.
Let Arthur Mee and Stuart Hoi den, noted students of the drink
problem in Engl and,give answer:
The drink trade in these 50 years has deprived the country of
man power equivalent to the whole of the British Army under
arms. * * * if you would know how we destroy our children, there
is a little new book that will tell you. It is Dr. .Norm.an
McLean's noble book "Stand Up, Ye Dead." * * * You will learn
from it that we sacrifice one-third of our possible growth of
population losing in the way of France, which cries in vain today
for her best men. There are other causes than drink for these
things, but there is tragic m.eaning in the v.'ords of one of our
great m.edical officers of health. Dr. Millard, of Leicester,
which says that were he offered the aoolitlon of drink alone or
of all the other enemies of public health put together, he would
choose the abolition of drink. * '' * Is it nothing to us that
these social Zeppelins of ours, not content to have stolen our
man power in the past, not content to imperil our land today,
not content to turn the happiness of mn11 ions into misery through
all the years they live, saps the very foundations of our future
and writes across the entrance of the world for millions of
children who come through its gates--"All hope abandon, ye who
enter here"?
Let the New York Tribune give answer:
Upon what does the liquor traffic depend? Upon debased manhood, wronged womanhood, and defrauded childhood. It holds a
mortgage on every cradle, a deed written in the heart's blood
on every human life.
Let Dr. Howard A. Kelly, m.edical professor of Johns Hopkins
Hospital, give answer:
(1) Alcohol is nonefficient as a food, a most awful, wasteful
substitute.
(2) May be classed as a drug and a poison.
(3) Has no rightful position as a medicine.
(4) Destroys individual, domestic and civil felicity.
(5) Increases taxation by filling prisons, madhouses and workhouses.
(6) Greatest foe to civilization in heathen lands.
(7) Therefore could be wholly aoolished with profit.
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(8) Therefore, as one of the human family, an individual member
has no right to introduce into tne household or use for his own
pleasure that which hurts even one other mem;ber or set at work
an evil influence he has no well-grounded hope of controlling.
* * * It is clear in the light of experience and of recent research work that alcohol ought to be classed in the list of
dangerous drugs, along with m.orphine, cocaine, and chloral, a
drug which may so affect the will power as to gain the complete
mastery over a patient and in the end destrov him. * * * As a
citizen, I note that it is alcohol which fifis our prisons,
whether taken in the form of a strong beverage as whisky, or
beer, as a representative of milcer beverages. It is at the
bottom of m.ost crim.es, dom.estic Infidelity, poverty, seductions,
murders; it is allied to all that is evil and destructive of the
high aims of civilization.
Let Rudyard Kipling give answer. He had seen two young men
in a concert hall in one of our American cities get two young women
drunk and then take them into a dark street. He had not been a total
abstainer himself, nor had he comm.ended temperance in his writings,
but he wrote as follows of that scene:
Then, despite previous opinions, I became a prohibitionist.
Better it is a man should go without his beer in public places
and content himself with swearing at a narrow-minded majority;
better it is to poison the inside with very vile temperance
drinks and to buy lager furtively at back doors than to bring
temptation to the lips of young fools such as the four I had
seen. I understand now why the preachers rage against drink.
I had said: "There is no harm in it, taken m.oderately;" and
yet my own demand for beer helped directly to send these two
girls reeling down the dark street--to God alone knows what end.
Let the following facts also give answer:
Alcohol is a liquid poison. It attacks the tissues that compose the various parts of the human organism. These tissues are
immersed in water containing salts, ana from the water and the salts
the organs of life obtain nutrition. Alcohol absorbs this vital
fluid, without which there can be no normal life, and then attacks
the organ itself. It thus disturbs, impairs, and finally destroys
the vital functions, the process being slow or rapid in proportion
to the amount consumed, the regularity and persistence of the drink
habit. Six or eight ounces taken at one time may produce death
very shortly, even in those long accustomed to Intoxicating liquors.
It produces structural changes in the tissues, making them more and
more dependent on its presence, as disintegration and decay proceed.
A forced and abnormal activity follows, a tem:pcrary sense cf warmth,
vigor, comfort, congeniality, requiring-larger and larger quantities
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to restore i t . And what is at f i r s t a mere craving for this drug
becomes in the end a clamor so resistless that the victim would
s a c r i f i c e anything--honor, hope, s e l f - r e s p e c t , p o s i t i o n , w i f e ,
children--for its satisfaction.
The most delicate tissues are those composing the brain and
nerves. Here alcoholic poison works especial havoc. I t impairs the
highest functions of the b r a i n , the sense of r i g h t , or moral conduct,
of proper o b l i g a t i o n to society and to God. I t thus imperils v i r t u e ,
i n t e g r i t y , respect f o r law and order—all that is sacred and pure in
c i v i l i z a t i o n . I t is a chief source of immorality and crime.
Madame Tarnowsky, in her famous study of "female offenders,"
says that 82 per cent of f a l l e n women were brought to ruin by alcoh o l . In a recent investigation the Massachusetts Bureau of Labor
S t a t i s t i c s found t h a t 84 per cent of the convicted criminals of that
State were made criminals by drink. A l o r d chief j u s t i c e of England
said that i f s i f t e d , nine-tenths of the crime of England and Wales
could be traced to drink. Col. L. Merwin Maus, who served 41 years
in the Medical Corps of the United States Army, who organized the
Public Health Service i n the P h i l l i p p i n e s , and who has made a profound study of the effects of alcoholic liquors on the human race,
says t h a t probably a l l the crime committed in the Army, d i r e c t l y or
i n d i r e c t l y , can be traced to alcohol. He says, f u r t h e r , that nearly
a l l crime may be traced to alcoholic drink. He calls alcohol "our
racial poison" and holds i t mainly responsible f o r our 200,000
insane, our.250,000 feeble-minded, our 100,000 deaf and dumb, our
100,000 b l i n d , our 50,000 j u v e n i l e delinquents i n i n s t i t u t i o n s , our
100,000 paupers, our 150,000 prisoners and criminals. Vance Thompson,
who has w r i t t e n a s t i r r i n g and impressive indictment of alcohol under
the i r o n i c t i t l e "Drink and Be Sober," says:
But alcohol is a curious t h i n g . I t is often as e r r a t i c i n i t s
manifestations as e l e c t r i c i t y . I t s ordinary way of work is to
degenerate i t s man, making f o r general organic degeneracy with
progressive waning of the i n t e l l e c t u a l f a c i l i t i e s . Now and then
i t has another way. Instead of slowly murdering i t s man i t a t tacks him f u r i o u s l y at i n t e r v a l s . Now and then, at an unforseen
moment, out of the blue a drinkstorm beats upon him and sweeps
him away from his usual moorings. * * * The best man who drinks
is never sure that crime may not get him; that when his moral
. d i s c r i m i n a t i o n , put to sleep by the drug, a strange new c r i m i n a l i t y may not s t a r t up i n him. The chance to take, and i t is
on the edge of t h i s p e r i l that one finds the most awful and the
most sad tragedies of l i f e . One such adventure in l i f e haunts
me. The youth I loved most was an undergraduate at one of the
English u n i v e r s i t i e s . Destiny had given him b i r t h in a famous
English family--near the head of i t . * * * Once, I remember, we
had wandered f a r a f i e l d , debating the old Utopian idea, and a
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winter night shut down on us. We went into a l i t t l e wayside
inn for dinner and took what we could get. It was an alehouse
and there was no wine to be had. And I remember his pathetic
exclamation, "How can a gentleman dine without a half pint of
claret?"
^
Let me interrupt here to say that a few days ago a Senator
who has everything the world can give to make life beautiful, useful,
inspiring, and worthwhile, who has eloquence, genius, and charm,
who has in him the making of a President, said in my hearing. "What
possible harm can come from a glass of sherry in the home?" And
that Senator is going to vote against this amendment. He is going
to vote to continue a traffic which will send millions of men and
women to careers of crime and shame because personally he can see
no harm in a glass of sherry in his palatial home.
But l e t us return to Vance Thompson and the story of his
i l l - f a t e d friend. He continues:
Now, in the horoscope of this grave and gentle lad was the
maddest night ever written by the s t a r s . I did not witness i t .
I was not even in England, but what happend I know and I know
the end. He had been studying hard and late and in the afternoon
he rode out for an hour or so--those were the days when youth
took i t s pleasure on a horse--and he came back and dressed to
dine in town with some friends. There you have him at a t r i f l e
before 8 o'clock. He had never been drunk in his l i f e ; he was
the half-pint-of-claret sort of a man; the man who wets his pipe
with a glass or two of whiskey and soda; a clean mannered man
who had as soon think of drinking to excess as of rolling in the
kennel like a dog. Where he went that evening I do not know.
The bolt from the blue struck him. At 10 o'clock he was a drinkmad maniac, scouring the streets of the town with an American
revolver--Heaven knows where he got i t ; I have forgotten--in his
hand, and five minutes later he shot and killed a constable who
expostulated with him in the kindly British way. They hanged
that boy. In spite of the mighty weight of his family name, in
spite of his dazed defense, in spite of the evident madness of
that drink storm they hanged him on a gallows. "I don't remember
anything about i t " was all he could say. How could he? Science
would have made clear today that he was in an alcoholic trance.
When he went out to kill the real man in him--the man I knew and
loved, the dreamer of Utopia--was deaf and blind. I do not
care to write any more about this boy's l i f e and death, only
t h i s : no man who plays with the :lawless force of alcohol knows
when or where the bolt from the blue will s t r i k e . No man knows.
For inexorably as a triangle is imbedded in a circle there is
hidden in alcohol the swift potentiality of crime.
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_ Other disasters follow the presence of alcoholic poison in the
brain tissues. Quickness and accuracy of judgment, memory, perception,
coordination, ability to receive and transmit impulses, appreciation
o t t h e highest standards and motives of human conduct, faculties of
initiative and originality, thrift, energy, all are affected at the
very fountains of their being. The resulting loss to the individual
and to society is beyond all estimation. In an age of machinery and
of business transactions on a scale more enormous and complicated
than ever before the clear eye, the quick brain, and the steady nerve
are imperatively demanded. Society is more dependent today on the
man at the machine than at any previous period. We are coming to
understand that the engine of the body must have the same care as the
engine of the aeroplane, the battleship, the railway train, the
steamship, or the automobile; that the trade in alcohol is a form of
sabotage which the human machine cannot endure; that it is no more
to be tolerated than would be the business of making and selling scrap
iron to be dropped into the delicate and complex machinery of modern
manufacture, transportation and commerce.
But alcohol does not confine its devastations to the brain.
Nor are its ravages limited to the production of inefficiency, immorality, and crime. Permeating all the organs of the body and
attacking their component tissues it weakens them to such an extent
as to invite and hasten the inroads of disease. It finds its way
into the blood vessels that carry nutriment to every part of the
human anatomy. It paralyzes, more or less, both the red and white
corpuscles in the blood, injuring the disease-resisting power of the
former, it produces, with continued use, gastric catarrh and disturbs
the entire digestive apparatus. It alters the tissues of the liver,
dilating the cells, interfering with the liver's basic functions,
producing cirrhosis, with possible complications of dropsy, swollen
veins, and jaundice in its train.
A prominent authority tells us that regular and moderate
drinkers are more liable to cirrhosis than those who indulge in occasional sprees. It attacks the tissues of the heart, causing in
time a fatty degeneration and leaving that vital organ weakened and
imperiled. In the kidneys it becomes one of the principal agencies
of Bright's disease. According to Prof. Woodhead diseases of the
heart, arteries, and kidneys are usually found in moderate drinkers.
Prof. Strumpell avers that to alcohol may be traced nearly all cases
of chronic inflammation of the stomach and intestines. Passing into
the lungs it again begins its war on the normal tissue. Here it
becomes the principal ally of tuberculosis, which is also engaged in
tearing down the tissues. By the same process everywhere it leaves
the entire body not only without the natural weapons against disease,
but especially susceptible to contagious maladies of every sort.
Perhaps it is most effective in the encouragement and transmission of
veneral trouble. It destroys self-control, unleashes the savage passions, goads them to satiety which, in a climax of deviltry, it crowns
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with foul contagion. I t makes the moderate drinker and the saloon
as well a breeder and a carrier of communicable disease. It is a
menace to the health as well as the morals of the Nation, and should
be abated like any other nuisance or any other malignant plague.
The indictment is not yet complete. This alcoholic drug adds
poverty of the blackest, dreariest, and most hopeless sort to the
l i s t of Its offenses. Such is i t s power that men will take bread
money from their families and make i t blood money for drink. Such
is i t s power that the American people are expending two and a half
billion dollars for i t every year, an average consumption of about
22 gallons for every man, woman, and child in the Republic. Nearly
all of the American people must earn a living with the labor of
their hands. Keep in mind the fact that those who bear most of the
Nation's burdens, produce the Nation's vitality are the individuals,
male and female, who earn a living by manual labor.
I t is not generally realized how large an element of our population they represent. With their families they compose about fivesixths of the American people, and many of them begin work at as
early an age as 10 years. Of these manual laborers over eleven and
a half millions are engaged in agriculture. I do not refer to the
million large farmers who either do not or need not perform the
actual labor of the farm. Over 10,000,000 are at work in manufacturing and mechanical industries. Over 900,000 are laboring in the
mines and in the o i l , gas, and salt wells. Over two and a half
millions are engaged in the different forms of transportation and
communication, such as water, road, s t r e e t , railway, express, mail,
telegraph, and telephone. Over 3,250,000 are workers in the wholesale
and retail trades, including the small merchants. Over 330,000 are
in the official service of county. State and Nation. Over three and
a half millions are doing domestic and personal service. Nearly a
million and three-quarters are in the clerical occupations. There
should be included the millions of women and children who comprise
the households and toil in the homes of these workers.
These figures are taken from the last census and refer to persons over 10 years of age in occupations requiring manual labor. They
account for practically 34,000,000 people, about 7,000,000 of whom are
women and g i r l s , and these 34,000,000, with their families, make fivesixths of the Nation. They produce, prepare, and deliver for
consumption the commodities that sustain the lives, clothe the bodies,
and make possible the occupations of the entire American population.
An analysis of the country's wealth will show that i t is mainly the
concrete expression of the muscle and sweat of these manual laborers.
Indeed, they are the bulk of society i t s e l f and form the buttress
of those social conditions, such as observance of law, preservation
of order, recognition of property, respect for individual rights and
contract obligations, which are essential to the peaceful accumulation
and undisturbed possession of wealth. And yet these workers, the
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principal p i l l a r s of this Republic, the main factors in the creation
ot Its wealth, whose bodies must be i t s chief defense in time of
war, get an average gross return of less than $700 a year.
Mr. President, with returns so small that they can barely provide their families with l i f e ' s necessities, the laboring millions
cannot afford to waste over t.vo oil lions a year on a beverage that
impairs strength, undermines health, corrupts morals, and sends an
ever-widening stream of defectives and incompetents to the asylum,
the penitentiary, the hospital, and the grave. Add to this the fact
that even the moderate drinker transmits the alcoholic taint to the
unborn child, predisposing the helpless l i t t l e being to disease, to
shame, and to sin, and the horror of i t all will begin to appear.
In view of the fact, Mr. President, that the toiling millions
are to be the principal beneficiaries of the abolition of the liquor
t r a f f i c , is i t not astounding that there should have been a definite
effort to enlist organized labor in behalf of this traffic? The
laboring hosts of America, with their families, seventy-five or
eighty millions strong, are asked to oppose prohibition, presumably
because 100,000 bartenders have a union, as well as probably most
of the 62,000 brewery, d i s t i l l e r y , and other beverage-factory operatives. Labor is asked to imperil i t s very existence, to take food
from the mouths and clothes from the backs of men, women and children,
to sustain a traffic meaning hunger, disease, insanity, and death for
the masses, while liquor barons thrive in luxury, on account of these
few men who would be infinitely better off in some other line. Also
workers in certain occupations, such as paper hangers, plumbers,
carpenters, teamsters, gas f i t t e r s , blacksmiths, boiler makers, ironship builders, joiners, carriage and wagon workers, coopers,
electrical workers, steam engineers, stationary firemen, journeymen,
horseshoers, leather workers on horse goods, machinists, and so
forth, are urged to take an active interest for the liquor traffic
because some of them are employed to a greater or less degree in
connection with the 68,000 saloons and the less than 2,500 breweries,
d i s t i l l e r i e s , and vinous liquor plants in the United States.
Let me again quote from Vance Thompson:
Taking five leading industries in this country, namely, textiles
and the finished products, iron and steel and their products,
lumber and i t s manufactures, leather and i t s finished products,
and paper and printing and comparing them with the liquor business (including the malting industry) with regard to the number
of wage earners employed, capital invested, and wages paid, we
arrive at some interesting conclusions. Based upon the figures
found in the Abstract of S t a t i s t i c s of Manufacture we discover
that the number of wage earners for each $1,000,000 invested in
each of these industries was as follows: liquor, 77; t e x t i l e s ,
578; iron, 284; lumber, 579; leather, 469; and paper, 367.
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_ In plainer words, every million dollars invested in the drink
industry gives employment to only 77 men, while a similar sum
invested in lumber, for example, gives a living to 579 men.
What is all this boast about what the liquor industry is doing
for labor? The ratio of wages paid to the workers in proportion
to the capital invested is so criminally small that i t should
not stand for an hour in the face of this sociological investigation which Mr. Stelzle and his associates have made. In the
t e x t i l e industries--and that fairly represents all the other
industries--the ratio of wages paid to capital invested is
23.9 per cent, a fair r a t i o ; in the liquor business the ratio
is 5.6 per cent.
I t is not much that the laboring man gets out of the millions
invested in alcohol. Small, indeed, is the financial harm he
would suffer were i t taken away.
What of the two billions the country spends a year in drink?
Simply t h i s : Were i t spent for food and clothing i t would
give employment to nearly eight times as many workers, who would
receive collectively five and a half times as much in wages.
Another charge against beverage alcohol must now be added-that ot economic waste. Over a hundred million bushels of grain and
vast quantities of other foodstuffs intended by nature to be used in
supporting l i f e are converted into a beverage that corrupts and destroys i t . Millions of tons of coal are employed in the processes
of d i s t i l l a t i o n and fermentation while human beings are suffering
for lack of warmth. Thousands of freight cars are required to haul
the brew of death while legitimate industries suffer i^rom lack of
transportation. Hundreds of thousands of laborers are engaged in
the liquor business when they could be contributing to the supply of
genuine economic needs. Lumber, glass, all other forms of building
material, warehouses, stores, autos, teams, wagons, could all be
enlisted in the promotion of some necessary industry instead of an
enterprise that answers no proper requirement.
Finally, the constant activity of the liquor interests in the
politics of the country is another peril to free institutions. They
understand that their business has no inherent constitutional right
of existence, that i t continues purely by tolerance, and that i t may
be destroyed by an aroused electorate at any time. They know that
the agitation against i t will persist as long as humanity is able
to protest against the traffic in broken hearts and ruined homes.
Therefore self-preservation keeps them always on the a l e r t . They
are thoroughly organized for the making and unmaking of men and Congresses and legislatures. There can be no satisfactory solution of
legitimate public questions so long as this formidable force measures
men by their attitude on liquor and endeavors by the lavish use of
money to bring about their success or defeat.
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As an illustration of this pernicious activity let me quote
various paragraphs from a memorandum furnished a few months ago by
the Hon. E. Lowry Humes, United States District Attorney, to the
court at Pittsburgh, in the case of the United States against the
United States Brewers' Association et al.:
In a report to the trustees of the United States Brewers'
Association it is said:
"The organization bureau: This department, which is our fighting
field force, is financed by a voluntary fund. It has taken an
active part during the past two years in State and local campaigns throughout the country. No less than 46 states and
territories have had the personal service of the bureau. The
statement with regard to the elections of November 8, 1910,
which has gone out to our members, indicates the extent of the
recent work. There were 27 state campaigns in which we were
interested, and we won substantial victories in all except one
of them. Surely this speaks for itself."
And again, under the heading "Federal relations," the report
says:
"Our counsel has guarded our interests in the matter of Federal
legislation with most remarkable success. During the last two
sessions in Congress over 200 bills adverse to our interest have
been introduced, many of which have had the backing of the entire
prohibition and temperance organizations in this country. Only
one measure affecting our interest has passed Congress in this
period, and that went through with our assent. You can readily
imagine what this has meant in winning and keeping friends in
congressional districts. It is also literally true that Congress has been kept from doubling the tax on beer by our unaided
efforts."
*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

"In addition to this the labor bureau might be of very great
value in our political organization by establishing a permanent
working connection with the other labor bodies who make up the
American Federation of Labor."
At about this time Mr. Percy Andreae became president of the
Interstate Executive Association. One of the representatives of
the organization bureau of the United States Brewers' Association
said in his report to the head of that bureau in referring to a
particular state: "I went over the state more with a view of
meeting with the most influential labor men and in securing their
support now and in the fight that may come, and I am sure that,
if it is necessary, we can muster to our support all the labor
men in the state, with one or two exceptions, and they believe
they can deliver the union-labor vote."
*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

The financial activities of the National Association of Commerce and Labor, in carrying out this comprehensive plan of Mr.
Andreae, are most interesting. During the year 1914 the United
States Brewers' Association turned over to Mr. Andreae the sum
of $330,138. The Wholesale Liquor Dealers' Association paid him
$90,000. These items and miscellaneous contributions which he
received aggregated in that year $525,116.28. The only activities of Mr. Andreae and his associates were political in nature.
They participated extensively in numerous state campaigns concerning themselves and using their funds to influence the election
of governors, lieutenant governors, United States Senators,
Members of Congress, and members of state legislative bodies.
*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

The extent of the operations of the United States Brewers'
Association in 1914 reached startling proportions. Because of
the alleged destruction of records, the Government has no assurance that it has a complete record of the funds raised and
distributed by that association. We do, however, have an
absolute record of the collection by the United States Brewers'
Association in 1913 of $755,385.18, a considerable portion of
which remained in the treasury of the association at the close
of its fiscal year. In 1914 we have an absolute record of
collections aggregating at least $999,300.88. How much more was
collected during that year, of which we have knowledge because
of the destruction of the association records, we can make no
estimate. We do know, however, that the bank accounts which we
have thus far succeeded in discovering show an aggregate in the
neighborhood of a million and a half dollars. The Pennsylvania
State Brewers' Association was one of the associated organizations
which constituted the general scheme of the defendant brewing
companies and their association to control the political affairs
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.
*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

The defendant companies, through the association, undertook
to control the nominations and election of practically every
public officer elected within the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
from governor down, including Members of Congress and United
States Senators. At a conference called by its representatives
in 1914, candidates for legislature and state senate, for Members of Congress, for United States Senator, and for governor
were selected, and not only the individual effort but the moneys
contributed to this association by the brewing companies who
have entered pleas in this case were used to put through the
slate thus selected.
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As a result of the cases in connection with which the above
memorandum was filed the brewer defendants practically pleaded
guilty to violations of the Federal corrupt-practices act and paid
enorm.ous fines.
That the United States Government helps pay the freight in
the political campaigns of the brewers comes out in a statement of
United States District Attorney Humes in a brief to the United States
Circuit Court of Appeals in re application of Hugh F. Fox, secretary
of the United States Brewers' Association, for writ of habeas corpus,
1916. Mr. Humes says:
The Government had information that brewery corporations for
many years past had been making illegal money contributions in
connection with national elections, and also, in order to cover
up their crimes, had been deducting from their tax returns sums
equivalent to the amounts thus criminally expended in connection
with elections, thereby adding crime to crime and cheating the
Government out of a large amount of revenue.
The Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Crowley
V. Christenson (137 U. S., 86) has the following to say regarding
the liquor traffic:
By the general concurrence of opinion of every civilized and
Christian community there are few sources of crime and misery to
society equal to the dramshop, where intoxicating liquors in
small quantities, to be drunk at the time, are sold indiscriminately to all parties applying. The statistics of every state
show a greater amount of crime and misery attributable to the use
of ardent spirits obtained at these' retail liquor saloons than
to any other source. * * * There is no inherent right in a
citizen to sell intoxicating liquors by retail. It is not a
privilege of a citizen of the State or of a citizen of the
United States.
That the trade in a poison like alcohol should have reached
the proportions it has assumed in the United States, and that its
promoters should have acquired the influence they possess is a matter no less of amazement than of humiliation. It is a menace to
the Nation's health, the Nation's morals, the Nation's efficiency,
and it is a stain on the Nation's name.
Is it not time that the Federal Government, the largest social
unit we have, should take a hand when the traffic in a poisonous
drug is taking from the earnings of the American people six times
as much as they expend for bread, ten times as much as they expend
for furniture, twice as much as they expend for clothing? The Federal
Government has already established nation-wide prohibition as to
other narcotic drugs through the Harrison law, prescribing the

IGG
minutest regulations as to its sale for medicinal purposes, punishing
violations with, rigorous and effective penalties.
Prohibition by state or local option now prevails in an area
equal to two-thirds of the United States, and that area contains
more than half of the American people. Millions of American people
have petitioned Congress to submit an amendment to the Federal Constitution destroying the liquor traffic in every part of the Nation.
It has obtained such a hold on some of the larger states that it can
never be ousted from this Republic by state action alone. No state
has the right to harbor a traffic which is a menace and a disgrace
to the Republic. For that matter, neither the Federal Government
nor any state may claim the right to license a wrong. In Stone v.
Mississippi (101 U. S., 816), the United States Supreme Court uses
this language:
No legislature
lic morals. The
servants. * * *
preservation and
for them.

can bargain away the public health or the pubpeople themselves cannot do it, much less their
Government is organized with a view to their
cannot divest itself of the power to provide

The pending amendment, therefore, violates the rights of
neither state nor Federal Government. It deprives both of the power
to authorize an immoral, unhealthful, corrupting, and dangerous
traffic, and leaves both with an equal power to destroy it. It is
a declaration of truth and right and duty for Nation and for state.
Such are the facts which call for joint national and state action
against the liquor traffic and justify at least the consideration
of the necessary means to such an end in the manner provided by the
Federal Constitution for its amendm.ent.
If the liquor traffic is to be eradicated, the aid of the
Federal Government must be invoked. I believe in fighting it in
every political division from precinct to Nation, but I realize that
its roots are in the Capitol at Washington. The partnership between
the liquor traffic and the Federal Government is one of the most
frighti^ul heritages of the Civil War. In order to obtain revenue
in that national crisis the Federal Government assumed jurisdiction
over the liquor traffic for purposes of taxation, and has shared in
its proceeds ever since. It now receives about two hundred and thirty
million tear-stained dollars a year in revenue from this traffic,
and thus reaps a sinister harvest from the chief agency of despair and
ruin within its borders. In order to make sure of its shameful toll
it keeps its hand on the deadly stuff from the still to the bar and
no state can take it off. No citizen can make an ounce of liquor
without the permission and supervision of the Federal Government,
although his pockets may be bulging with licenses from his state
authorizing him to do so. A citizen with a state license alone
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attempting to manufacture liquor within the state granting the license
would be put in a Federal jail, and if a state officer should interfere to protect that citizen in the exercise of the authority conferred
by the state, he would be jailed also. The Federal Government already
prohibits the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors anywhere
in the country except on its own terms, and has thus instituted nationwide prohibition to that extent. The Federal Government taxes the
manufacture of stills, and no still can be set up for the purpose of
distilling without its consent. Every still must be registered with
the Federal Government, whether intended to be used or not, and no
matter for what purpose it is to be used. Every person desiring to
become a distiller, or to continue as a distiller after the 1st of
May of each year, must give a notice to the Federal Government containing a minute description of his business, machinery, and premises.
The Federal Government may confiscate the land on which a distillery
is situated for unpaid liquor taxes, regardless of what taxes that
land may owe the state. The Federal Government requires the furnace
of every still to be so constructed that a Government lock may be
successfully attached; that there shall be painted on the fermenting
tubs their numbers and cubic contents in gallons in oil colors and
in figures not less than 3 inches in length and 2 1/2 inches in
breadth; that cisterns of a certain capacity shall be constructed
in a room so built that no person can enter it in the absence of the
Government gauger; that office accommodations shall be provided for
Government officials who weigh out the mash and supervise every
stage of distillation.
The Federal Government requires every distillery and wholesale liquor dealer to keep a conspicuous sign on the outside of the
establishment with letters not less than 3 inches in length, painted
in oil or gilded, containing name and business, under penalty of
$500 for not doing so. The Federal Government limits the height of
the fences that may be placed around distilleries and requires
distillers to furnish revenue collectors with as many keys to gates
and doors of distilleries as they may demand, and to keep the distilleries always accessible to officers with such keys. The Federal
Government requires every distiller at his own expense to provide a
warehouse for the storage of distilled spirits, which is to be
under the direction and control of the Government revenue collector
and in charge of a Government storekeeper, with no locks on its doors
but Government locks, which are at all times in the possession of the
storekeeper. Neither the distiller nor anyone else may enter except
in the presence of the storekeeper. No liquor may be taken from the
warehouse except by permission of the Federal Government. Distillers
must keep books in the form and manner prescribed by the Federal
Government. The Federal Government prescribes the hours of fermentation
and requires all locks and seals in a distillery to be procured by
Government officials and placed wherever they may deem necessary. The
Federal Government prohibits rectifiers, wholesale or retail liquor
dealers to purchase or receive distilled spirits in quantities exceeding
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20 gallons from any person not authorized by i t to d i s t i l l , r e c t i f y ,
or s e l l at wholesale, except at j u d i c i a l sales or sales by an authorized auctioneer; i t prescribes the books to be kept by r e c t i f i e r s
and wholesalers and permits no r e t a i l dealer to s e l l in quantities
of more than 5 gallons. The Federal Government forbids the d i s t i l l a t i o n
of alcoholic s p i r i t s except in a d i s t i l l e r y i t has authorized or the
use of the said s p i r i t s unless produced in such d i s t i l l e r y on penalty
of f i n e or imprisonment. Similar Federal regulations exist as to
the brewing of malt l i q u o r s , although they are not quite so elaborate.
And yet with the Federal Government exercising this minute and
r i g i d control of the l i q u o r t r a f f i c at every step, we are gravely
t o l d that the states through t h e i r police powers have exclusive cont r o l of the production and sale of liquor and that nation-wide
p r o h i b i t i o n deprives the states of such f u n c t i o n . Where are those
police powers today, i n so f a r as the liquor trade is affected, when
a state cannot enable i t s citizens to make or s e l l liquor unless he
f i r s t secures permission from the Federal Government and cannot
i n t e r f e r e with the extensive j u r i s d i c t i o n now held by the Federal
Government over the t r a f f i c ? I f a state should attempt to go into
the l i q u o r business i t s e l f , i t would have to pay a tax to the Federal
Government. This was s e t t l e d in a case before the Federal Supreme
Court involving the status of the South Carolina dispensary system.
What nation-widers want is to stop t h i s superior control by the
Federal Government and compel i t to j o i n with the States in eradication
of the l i q u o r t r a f f i c on equal terms. The elaborate supervision of
the l i q u o r t r a f f i c by the Federal Government, of which I have given
only a few i l l u s t r a t i o n s , requires a larger and more complex Federal
machinery than absolute p r o h i b i t i o n could possibly require.
The nation-wide amendment puts the states in a f a r more d i g n i f i e d p o s i t i o n i n regard to the l i q u o r t r a f f i c than that they now
occupy. At present the power of the states to authorize, c o n t r o l ,
and regulate is secondary to that of the Federal Government. The
nation-wide amendment clothes the Federal Government with a j u r i s d i c t i o n and power to p r o h i b i t and does not in any way deprive the
state of an equal power of p r o h i b i t i o n which they already exercise
w i t h i n t h e i r respective borders. I t deprives both the Federal
Government and the States of the power to authorize the l i q u o r
t r a f f i c , t r e a t i n g the Nation and the states absolutely a l i k e . The
amendment reads as f o l l o w s :
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
UnTted States of America i n Congress assembled (two-thirds of
each House concurring t h e r e i n ) , That the following amendment to
the Constitution be, and hereby i s , proposed to the s t a t e s , to
become v a l i d as a part of the Constitution when r a t i f i e d by
the legislatures of the several states as provided by the Constitution:

103
"Article_."
"SECTION 1. The manufacture, sale, or transportation of intoxicating liquors within, the importation thereof into, or the
exportation thereof from the United States and all territory
subject to the jurisdiction thereof for beverage purposes is
hereby prohibited.
SECTION 2. The Congress shall have power to enforce this
article by appropriate legislation * * *."
But they say that under our Constitution no state should be
deprived against its consent of power to authorize the liquor traffic.
I say that such a statement is contrary to the language and the
spirit of the Constitution. When the states met in convention at
Philadelphia in 1787 to frame the present Constitution the question
arose as to how it shoulc be amended if at any subsequent time any
change should be demanded by the public welfare. A provision was
submitted to the effect that the Constitution might be amended by a
vote of three-fourths of the states. A motion was made to strike
out the words "of three-fourths," so that the consent of all the
states would be required. Every Southern state voted "No" on this
motion, namely,' Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, South
Carolina, and Georgia, the only northern state voting with them being
Pennsylvania. The three states voting for the motion were Massachusetts, Connecticut, and New Jersey. To make the issue clearer a
motion was then made that no state should, without its consent, be
affected in its internal police or deprived of its equal representation in the Senate, and every Southern state, except Delaware,
voted "No." Later a provision that no state should, without its
consent, be deprived of equal suffrage in the Senate was added to
the amending clause. Thus by the votes of Southern states the power
to amend the Federal Constitution was vested in three-fourths of
the states, the only exception being the matter of equal representation in the United States Senate.
In his famous reply to Webster in the United States Senate
on February 26, 1833, John C. Calhoun, the greatest exponent and
defender of state rights in American history, said in regard to the
action of the states in framing the Constitution:
In this compact they have stipulated, among other things, that
it may be amended by three-fourths of the states; that is, they
have conceded to each other by compact the right to add new
powers or to subtract old by the consent of that proportion of
the states without requiring, as would have been otherwise the
case, the consent of all-—-a modification no more inconsistent
with their sovereignty than any other contained in the compact.
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In his notable work on Government, written shortly before his
death, he explained at length and with characteristic clearness why
three-fourths of the states had the right under the Constitution
to bind all the states. He said that it was as necessary to guard
against too much facility as too much difficulty in amending it,
that "if to require the consent of all the states for that purpose
would be in effect to prevent amendments which time should disclose
to be, or change of circumstances make necessary, so, on the other
hand, to require a bare majority only, or but a small number in
proportion to the whole, would expose the Constitution to hasty,
inconsiderate, and even sinister amendments on the part of the party
dominant for the time;" that the proportion of three-fourths was
sufficiently large to prevent the dominant portion of the Union or
combination of the states from opposing the weaker portion of the
Union or a majority of the states. Nothing can be clearer, therefore, than the expressions "state rights" and "state sovereignty"
mean under our Constitution no such thing as the right of one state
or any number of states not exceeding three-fourths to oppose the
will of the remainder of the states in the matter of amending the
Constitution, except only as to equal representation in the Senate.
If it is wrong for one state to say what another state shall do,
then it was wrong to have adopted the amendment of the Federal Constitution providing a Federal income tax. Two states rejected it,
namely, Connecticut and Rhode Island. It was imposed on them without
their consent. One of the highest forms of state rights under the
Constitution is the right of the states, acting through three-fourths
of their number, to change, add to, or take from the powers and
functions of the Federal Government, or to pass upon the advisability
of so doing. If, when the states pass upon the prohibition amendment,
three-fourths cannot be found to favor it, their constitutional
function will have been exercised, and their action will be final
until proper time arrives for another trial. Until, however, they
are permitted to judge its merits, they will have been deprived of
one of their most fundamental capacities.
Permit me now to say that not only did the Southern states in
the convention that created our present system vote solidly for
the right of three-fourths of the States to amend the Constitution,
but also that all 11 Southern states that seceded from the Union and
for four years yielded up their blood and treasure in defense of
their conception of state rights, gave majorities in the National
House of Representatives for the submission of the nation-wide
prohibition amendment with only the two exceptions of Louisiana and
Texas. South Carolina, the first state to secede, the very cradle
of state rights, voted solidly to submit the amendment. Arkansas
and Tennessee, where southern ideals are worshipped with a devotion
unsurpassed, did likewise. Virginia, state of Washington and Jefferson, Madison and Monroe, Jackson and Lee, stood 8 for to only 2 against.
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North Carolina, the state claiming to have been f i r s t at Bethel,
f a r t h e s t at Gettysburg, and l a s t at Appomatox, stood 7 f o r to 2
against, with 1 not voting and unpaired. Alabama, state of Pelham
and Semmes, was equally divided. F l o r i d a , as deeply attached to
southern t r a d i t i o n s as any other s t a t e , stood 3 f o r with 1 not
voting and unpaired. Texas, with seven-eights of i t s t e r r i t o r y
under p r o h i b i t i o n , stood only 4 f o r to 13 against, with 1 not voting
and unpaired. A d i f f e r e n t story w i l l be t o l d as to Texas, however,
when the vote is taken i n the House again. I t is true that the
Texas State Democratic convention in 1916 declared against nationwide p r o h i b i t i o n , but the question had not figured in the primaries,
and the people had given no i n s t r u c t i o n s . We have in Texas an
e l e c t i o n law providing f o r instructions on public questions by the
voters at primaries to convention delegates. In Texas 180 counties
are t o t a l l y dry, 22 counties wholly wet, 49 counties p a r t i a l l y dry.
In the 251 Texas counties there are 2,002 post offices in dry t e r r i tory and 528 in wet t e r r i t o r y .
Having vested the power of amending the Constitution in
three-fourths of t h e i r number, the states provided that Congress,
whenever two-thirds of both Houses should deem i t necessary, should
propose amendments, meaning, of course, whenever two-thirds of
Congress should deem proposal necessary. The states would have no
more delegated the amending power, or any substantial part thereof,
to the Federal Government--that i s , to Congress--than they would have
delegated to i t the r i g h t to make the Constitution in the f i r s t
instance. By reserving to themselves the unqualified and exclusive
r i g h t of amendment they kept i n t a c t t h e i r sovereign capacity i n so
f a r as the organic law of the Nation was concerned. The Member of
Congress who w i l l not vote f o r the submission of a constitutional
amendment to the decision of the s t a t e s , where i t belongs, unless
he personally believes i t should become a part of the Constitution
usurps the function of the s t a t e s , arrogates to himself and the
Federal Government a prerogative that belongs to the states and
violates the very essence of t h e i r sovereignty. Furthermore, over
12,000,000 of the American people have petitioned Congress to submit
the p r o h i b i t i o n amendment to the states. In refusing these people
the r i g h t to appeal to the only tribunal having the power of amendment,
the t r i b u n a l of the s t a t e s , f o r the redress of what they consider one
of the most t e r r i b l e grievances i n the Republic, Congress would deny
to them one of the most sacred of a l l popular r i g h t s - - t h e r i g h t of
p e t i t i o n . Were I opposed on p r i n c i p l e to nation-wide p r o h i b i t i o n ,
I would vote to submit the amendment to the states in order that they
might exercise one of t h e i r fundamental r i g h t s . An issue is thus
presented by the nation-wide amendment e n t i r e l y independent of p r o h i b i t i o n , and that issue is expressed in two questions:
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(1) Shall Senators and Representatives in Congress, either
wholly or partly, substitute themselves for the states as the
amending power of the Constitution, thereby centralizing sovereignty
at Washington to a degree threatening the extinction of the state?
(2) Shall they refuse the people the right of petition?
Senator George, of Mississippi, a vigorous and outspoken antiprohibitionist, was a member of the Senate Committee on Education
and Labor, to which was referred a national prohibition amendment
some 40 years ago. He joined in a favorable report for its submission
on the ground that to do otherwise would be to deny to millions of
people the right of petition. Let me quote from that report, which
was signed by both anti-prohibitionists and prohibitionists:
It is proper to say that there are members of the com.mittee
who concur in the report recommending the submission of the
proposed amendment to the states who do not, by such action,
indicate their approval of the adoption of the amendment as a
part of the Constitution, nor that they would themselves advocate
its ratification by the legislatures of the states; but in defence
to the immense mass of petitions for this amendment of the organic law, coming from the people in all parts of the country,
and believing that an opportunity should be given to them to be
heard upon the merits of their cause in the forum of the states,
where alone it can be heard and decided, the majority of the
committee would deem a refusal to submit the proposed amendment
to the state for consideration analogous to the denial of the
right of a party to be heard in court upon a question of private
right. The method provided in the Constitution for its own
peaceful amendment would be destroyed by failure to submit the
proposition for amendment in cases of grave moment involving
the approval and prayers of multitudes of the people, for where
the remedy sought is admitted to be without the jurisdiction
of the fundamental law, the petition is really addressed to the
only tribunal which can enlarge that jurisdiction--that is to
say, to the states themselves. Should, then. Congress in such
case refuse to submit the proposal to the states, such refusal
would constitute a substantial denial of the right of petition
itself.
The changes in the National Constitution, made indispensable
by the development of the Nation, can only be peacefully accomplished by a judicious and liberal exercise of the power of^
Congress to propose amendments to the states upon the petition
of those whoe desire to be heard in the great court of the people
exercising their sovereignty through the states, as in the
formation of the Constitution.
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I t is well known that but f o r the b e l i e f in the conventions
of the states that the opportunity to amend the Constitution
would be most l i b e r a l l y afforded by Congress in accordance with
the form.s provided in that instrument, the o r i g i n a l r a t i f i c a t i o n
never would have been obtained.
While the committee would by no means j u s t i f y the submission
of t r i f l i n g or uncalled-for propositions f o r the consideration
of the s t a t e s , yet they f i r m l y believe that the perpetuity and
peace of the country under the forms of constitutional government
demand that there be no captious or a r b i t r a r y denial of the
r i g h t of p e t i t i o n f o r the amendment of the fundamental law
through the forms of Congressional submission to the tribunal
of the people in the states.
The issues involved in the submission of the amendment are
by no means s i m i l a r to the constitutional issues of the American
C i v i l War. At no time during the controversies leading to that
c o n f l i c t was the r i g h t or power to abolish slavery through an
amendment to the C o n s t i t u t i o n , submitted and considered i n the manner provided t h e r e i n , questioned either at the South or at the North.
The Southern States seceded because they believed that guaranties
already embodied in the Constitution were being n u l l i f i e d and could
no longer be preserved w i t h i n the Union. The Northern States believed t h a t the South should have fought out i t s problems inside the
Union, and t h a t secession at any time should be f o r c i b l y prevented.
I t is e n t i r e l y probable that i f there had been an easier way of
amending the C o n s t i t u t i o n , the slavery question might have been submitted and s e t t l e d long before the t e r r i b l e tragedy of the C i v i l War.
At the close of t h i s debate we w i l l have an opportunity to
enable the States to exercise t h e i r highest function--the r i g h t to
shape, a l t e r , and develop the Federal Constitution. They are the
proper t r i b u n a l to decide the fate of t h i s amendment. They compose
the mightiest array of free Commonwealths united in a federated
whole the world has ever seen. There are chapters in the history of
each t h a t add honor to American c i t i z e n s h i p . I f there is anything
i n the amendment subversive of t h e i r l i b e r t i e s and t h e i r welfare,
they can be trusted to condemn i t . Let not Congress assume to judge
f o r them. Let Congress discharge i t s preliminary task of submission
and stand aside. Let i t put in motion the referendum provided by
the Nation's organic law--the method of amendment the States themselves established when they created the Constitution. Let the
States perform the duty which remains the sole instance of t h e i r
sovereignty over the Federal Government i t s e l f .
I f the State and
Nation may each r e t a i n the a t t r i b u t e s contemplated i n the Constitution;
i f each shall be kept w i t h i n i t s sphere and permitted to perform i t s
appointed agency--the most beneficent system of government yet devised
w i l l be strengthened and g l o r i f i e d f o r a l l time.
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As I view the matter, the member of either branch of the
American Congress who denies the power of amendment to the States,
especially an amendment which vast numbers of the people desire the
States to consider, violates the basic principles both of the Constitution and of popular government, repudiates the fundamental
rights of the States and overturns the two most sacred privileges
the people possess, the privileges of referendum and of petition.
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"Military Affairs
Mr. President, on account of the lateness of the hour I request that I be not interrupted in the course of the delivery of the
few remarks I shall now submit.
Mr. President, an important background of the present measure
is the part taken in the pending world drama in the interest of
peace by the President of the United States.
Over two years ago, in January 1939, President Roosevelt announced
in two messages to Congress that the hostile attitudes of certain
tremendously armed, dictator-controlled, and imperialistic nations
were becoming more and more a menace to the democratic countries of
the world and said that the situation called for the immediate expansion of our armed forces to the end that the possibility of any
attack upon us or any part of this hemisphere might be minimized,
if not entirely removed.
Since then, events have demonstrated that the principal dictator nations have determined to conquer the world, to destroy all
democratic forms of government, and to uproot the principles of
democracy and freedom from the earth. They realize that as long as
freedom and democracy flourish anywhere on earth their own existence
is in peril.
About eight months after the President's January messages, the
storm of war descended on Europe.
German forces swept over Poland, mastering that country in a
few weeks and making that free and sturdy people a subject race. A
few months later these forces invaded and subjugated Denmark and
Norway. By May of 1940 they had subdued Holland, Belgium, and Luxemburg. Quickly thereafter the world was shocked by the sudden
overthrow of France.
As a result a gigantic military machine such as the world has
never seen before, directed by a dictator the most ruthless in
history, dominates the continent of Europe and threatens modern
civilization.
Recently the horrible holocaust of war has spread into Africa
while in Asia the conflagration rages with intermittent fury.
Only the United States and the rest of this hemisphere are at
peace. Here in these great twin continents of North and South
Am.erican democracy still lives. Here we are resolved to remain at
peace, and the one man in this country in the best position by virtue of his experience and contacts to lead in preserving peace, is
President Roosevelt.
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He revoiced his devotion to peace when he said at Philadelphia
during the recent campaign that i t was f o r peace he had labored and
t h a t i t was f o r peace he would labor a l l the days of his l i f e .
Indeed, his primary concern at a l l times has been to keep the
United States and the remainder of t h i s hemisphere at peace.
In the year of his f i r s t inauguration he proclaimed at Montevideo
the good-neighbor policy f o r t h i s hemisphere, and i n his f i r s t inaugural
address he proclaimed i t f o r the world. His e f f o r t s promoted f r i e n d s h i p , trade, and s o l i d a r i t y among the American nations. As a r e s u l t
of his p o l i c i e s the Americas now present a strong and a united f r o n t .
This s o l i d a r i t y has already been e f f e c t i v e in keeping the
aggressor out of the Western hemisphere.
In his course toward the rest of the world he has pursued an
equally e f f e c t i v e program--a course consistently designed to keep
war from the Americas.
President Roosevelt foresaw the European c o n f l i c t i n a l l i t s
i m p l i c a t i o n s . Before i t began he was using every means i n his power
to delay or prevent i t . These e f f o r t s came when many of those now
most c r i t i c a l of his foreign policies were assuring the country there
would be no European outbreak. When i t did s t a r t , the President
did everything i n his power to prevent i t s spread.
By a stroke of superb statesmanship he acquired f o r the United
States a succession of naval and a i r bases extending from Newfoundland
to the northern crest of South America. These new bases when adequately manned and defended w i l l move the defense of our eastern
seaboard several hundred miles out into the A t l a n t i c and w i l l incomparably increase the effectiveness of our national defense.
In his two recent addresses of December 29 and January 6 to
the American people he showed the same vigorous and devoted watchfulness
t h a t has marked his course since the second world c o n f l i c t began or
was i n the making.
He pointed out in these addresses that the Nazi masters of
Germany had made i t clear that they intend not only to dominate a l l
l i f e and thought in t h e i r own country but also to enslave the whole
of Europe and then to use the resources of Europe to dominate the
world.
He said t h a t i f Great B r i t a i n goes down the Axis Powers would
control the continents of Europe, Asia, A f r i c a , A u s t r a l i a , and the
high seas; that these powers would be in position to bring enormous
m i l i t a r y and naval resources to bear against t h i s hemisphere; that
we would enter upon a new and t e r r i b l e era in which the whole world,
our hemisphere included, would face the p o s s i b i l i t y of domination
by brute force.
He declared that to prevent these happenings we must become
the great arsenal of democracy, that we must have more ships, more
planes, more guns, more of everything--that we must place defense
a r t i c l e s at the disposal of the democratic nations now so v a l i a n t l y
s t r u g g l i n g against invasion and destruction and whose defense is v i t a l
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to our defense; that in this way alone could we keep war away from
our country and from our people and best promote our own defense.
The measure now pending before the Senate is intended to carry
out this purpose. It is the result of an exigency in international
affairs which the United States is compelled to recognize, an exigency
growing out of conditions over which it has had no control. This
measure is intended primarily to aid the United States in the development of its own defense.
This measure also contemplates such material or physical aid
to any country whose defense the President deems vital to the defense
of the United States as will help such country to resist invasion
from aggressor nations whose political and economic philosophy is
that of totalitarian dictatorship as contrasted with the right of
free peoples to govern themselves.
This measure does not authorize the President to dispose of
any defense article to any other government except when he finds that
the defense of the United States is involved, and then only within
the limitations imposed by the Congress. It does not contemplate that
the United States shall deprive itself of any defense article which
it may now possess except in the interest of national defense, and
then only after consultation with the Chief of Staff of the Army or
the Chief of Naval Operations of the Navy, or both, and subject further
to the limitations now contained therein. It tends to encourage the
development of private-plant capacity by aiding private industry and
by stimulating private industry to improvement in production, both
in quantity and quality. It will promote our immediate defense needs
and it will contribute to our productive capacity in the years to
come.
It is my opinion that this measure enables us to gain the time
necessary for the development of our own defensive armament. The
struggling democracies need aid; we need time. These conditions
necessitating it are not of our creation, nor of our selection. They
constitute a challenge to that form of civilization which we believe
to be most helpful to the development of individual rights--a form
of civilization that we have championed since the foundation of the
Republic. The powers conferred by this measure are powers that must
be lodged in that department of our Government by which they may be
exercised most expeditiously in a compelling emergency.
In view of the international situation that confronts us today,
time is of the essence in the promotion of our national defense. We
cannot afford to wait until the aggressor has accomplished his purpose
or started his advance into new areas. Such help, therefore, as
America may render to Great Britain or any other nation which the
President may consider to be fighting the cause of democracy in a
way vital to our own interest must be rendered as speedily as possible. By aiding Britain now we not only aid her to resist aggression
but we aid ourselves in preparing for that day when the aggressor
may decide to proceed against us.
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We must arm and prepare against the invasion of aggressors,
but we must do so expeditiously. We must develop our private industry,
so that adequate armament may be available, and we can develop
that private industry by making arms now for Britain and other countries under the authority and limitations of the pending measure whose
preservation is vital to our own existence.
Today we face a world, part of which at least is engaged in a
war to destroy representative government, democratic institutions,
the economic advance of modern civilization, freedom of speech,
freedom of the press, freedom of worship, and even religion itself.
We are threatened with pagan barbarism, the rule of the sword, the
denial of individual liberty. We are threatened with tyranny, oppression, persecution, and economic enslavement.
The measure before us enables us still to stop this threat
without the necessity of war on our part. The threat which the
United States faces in the areas of totalitarian philosophy is one
of tragic reality. The war which totalitarian aggressors wage now
is not only one of physical aggression, but one of economic interpenetration and of "fifth colum.n" activity and propaganda.
The issue before the people of the United States today is one
of immediate national defense, of preparedness for the aggressor
whenever he may threaten and in whatever manner he may threaten.
Under our obligations arising out of the Monroe Doctrine or as a
result of our more rigid insistence upon the observation of its
principles, express or implied, or in the furtherance of those recent
economic interests which we too long have left undeveloped, it will
be difficult to avoid conflict with totalitarian aggressors as they
extend their policy of interpenetration, economic and physical. The
struggle of totalitarian nations today is one for new frontiers for
industrial and finished products.
Mr. President, this measure recognizes an international situation
in which America is vitally affected. It will enable us to make
provision for our own defense in time to prepare for the ultimate
assault of aggressor totalitarians whenever in their mad determination
to conquer the world and to impose upon it new political, economic
and philosophical concepts they may decide to carry those principles
into our own land or seek to impose them upon us. Indeed, if we
make that defense strong enough, we may never be forced to resort to
war.
Today we are confronted by a policy of force and military
aggression asserted by three powerful nations, two upon our Atlantic
coast and one upon our Pacific coast, all joined together in a
military pact. Our country lies between these nations, especially
vulnerable to attack from them should Britain lose. We have no choice
but to prepare against such potential attack. Ours always has been
a peaceful and'a peaceable existence so far as we have been able to
make our own choice. We alone cannot determine the course of world
events, but we must determine the direction in which our own safety
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and our own security lie. The Axis Powers have joined together for
the enforcement of the policies which they believe to be essential
to their future existence. We must determine the course we believe
to be essential to our future safety, our economic and political
welfare, the security of our institutions and our civilization, our
homes, our property and our lives. We choose the method presented
in this measure as that one apparently best suited to our circumstances, our geographic position, our political principles, and our
economic philosophy. By this measure we speed our defense, internally and externally, while at the same time we prepare for the
aftermath of this war.
It is my opinion that we have ignored too long our responsibilities, our opportunities, and our relationships in the Western
Hemisphere. We have ignored too long the facts of economic interpenetration in this hemisphere by nations whose economic methods
and whose political philosophy are markedly different from and hostile
to ours. We have been prone to rest too long upon the Monroe Doctrine
as a self-assertive philosophy.
Our abundant natural resources, our commercial ingenuity, our
inventive enterprise and our industrial genius have enabled us so
far to compete with all the world in the arts of peace. We never
have sought to compete in a struggle for military supremacy, but we
have not hesitated to accept the challenge of military aggressors
when we were forced to do so. We have no choice today but to accept
this new challenge to our future existence. Merely because there
has been no open declaration of war against us, no overt act of
aggression against us, the existence of the challenge is none the
less real.
Modern aggressors are determined upon world conquest, economic
as well as physical, political as well as philosophical, and we
must be prepared to resist the invasion of their methods of economics,
of philosophy, of politics, and of force into our land. They regard
our very existence as a challenge to their claim to world dominion,
to their exploitation of weaker peoples, to their economic control
of the sources of raw materials, to their industrial enterprise, to
their need for new physical frontiers, to their need for new opportunities for growing populations; to their need for new markets for
the products of their industrial activity. A measure like the
present one may prevent them from reaching the stage of an actual
conflict of arms with us by aiding democracies now at war with them
and place us in better position to meet their other challenges.
The purpose of totalitarian aggression is world conquest. Without defensive armament and without steps such as are involved in the
pending measure we shall be vulnerable to their assaults. Because,
therefore, this measure proposes to aid the nations now opposing
aggressors and to provide for our own future needs through the stimulation of our defense industries, and, above all, because it is an
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act to promote the defense of the United States and may save us from
war, it is my opinion that it should pass.
Government of the people, for the people, and by the people
must not be permitted to perish from the earth.

