Pro-Con Primary Source Documents: 
U.S. Intervention in WWI

Voices for Intervention 
There was never any serious support in the United States for entering the war on the side of the Central Powers. But from the beginning some Americans sought to align the United States militarily with Britain and France. There have been many explanations for this tilt to the Allies. Below are three contemporary documents that suggest reasons for U.S. sympathy for the Allied side and for the military support for Britain and France America finally provided.

The first is an excerpt from the Bryce Report of 1915, a British indictment of German behavior toward civilians in the German ​occupied regions of France and Belgium. James Bryce, chief author- of the report, was the. former British ambassador to the United States, a respected f figure who had written a famous book about America a generation before. The Bryce Report was part of a concerted Allied propaganda campaign to influence U.S. public opinion. 

The second item is a memo from the private papers of Robert Lan​sing, the man who succeeded William Jennings Bryan as secretary of state in 1915. Although he represented an officially neutral nation, clearly Lansing himself was not neutral. 

The third selection is a letter by Lansing to President Wilson on the issue of extending financial credits to the Allies for munitions and other war supplies. Earlier, in 1914, the U.S. government discouraged U.S. loans to any of the belligerents as an non-neutral act. Lansing's proposal presents a re​treat from that policy. By April 1917 U.S. investors had bought $2.3 billion of Allied bonds.

           1.  British Report on German Atrocities in Belgium AMBASSADOR JAMES BRYCE

In the minds of Prussian officers War seems to have become a sort of sacred mis​sion, one of the highest functions of the omnipotent State, which is itself as much an Army as a State. Ordinary morality and the ordinary sentiment of pity vanish in its presence, superseded by a new standard which justifies to the soldier every means that can conduce to success, however shocking to a natural sense of justice and hu​manity, however revolting to his own feelings. The Spirit of War is deified. Obedi​ence to the Slate and its War Lord leaves no room for any other duty or feeling. Cruelty becomes legitimate when it promises victory. Proclaimed by the heads of the army, this doctrine would seem to have permeated the officers and affected even the private soldiers, leading them to justify the killing of non-combatants as an act of war, and so accustoming them to slaughter that even women and children be​come at last the victims. lt cannot be supposed to be a national doctrine, for it nei​ther springs from nor reflects the mind and feelings of the German people as they have heretofore been known to other nations. It is a specifically military doctrine, the outcome of a theory held by a ruling caste who have brooded and thought, writ​ten and talked and dreamed about War until they have fallen under its obsession and been hypnotised by its spirit.

The doctrine is plainly set forth in the German Official Monograph on the usages of War on land, issued under the direction of the German staff. This book is pervaded throughout by the view that whatever military needs suggest becomes thereby lawful, and upon this principle, as the diaries show, the German officers acted.. . .

(a) Killing of Non-Combatants

The killing of civilians in Belgium has been already described sufficiently. Out​rages on the civilian population of the invaded districts, the burning of villages, the shooting of innocent inhabitants and the taking of hostages, pillage and destruction continued as the German armies passed into France....

(b) The Treatment of Women and Children

The evidence shows that the German authorities, when carrying out a policy of sys​tematic arson and plunder in selected districts, usually drew some distinction between the adult male population on the one hand and the women and children of the other. It was a frequent practice to set apart the adult males of the condemned dis​trict with a view to the execution of a suitable number-preferably of the younger and more vigorous--and to reserve the women and children…
We find many well-established cases of the slaughter (often accompanied by mu​tilation) of whole families, including not infrequently that of quite small children. In two cases it seems to be clear that preparations were made to burn a family alive. These crimes were committed over a period of many weeks and simultaneously in many places, and the authorities must have known or ought to have known that cru​elties of this character were being perpetrated, nor can anyone doubt that they could have been stopped by swift and decisive action on the part of the heads of the Ger​man army.. . .

Whatever excuse may he offered by the Germans for the killing of grown-up women, there can be no possible defence for the murder of children, and if it can be shown that infants and small children were not infrequently bayoneted and shot it is a fair inference that many of the offences against women require no explanation more recondite than the unbridled violence of brutal or drunken criminals.. . .

Conclusions

From the foregoing pages it will be seen that the Committee have come to a definite conclusion upon each of the heads Linder which the evidence has been classified. lt is proved​
i.  That there were in many parts of Belgium deliberate and systematically organised massacres of civil population, accompanied by many isolated murders and other outrages.
ii.  That in the conduct of the war generally innocent civilians, both men and women, were murdered in large numbers, women violated, and children murdered.

iii. That looting, house burning, and the wanton destruction of property were ordered and countenanced by the officers of the German Army, that elaborate provision had been made for systematic incendiarism at the very outbreak of the war, and that the burnings and destruction were frequent where no military necessity could be al​leged, being in<leed part of a system of general terrorization.

iv. That the rules and uses of war were frequently broken, particularly by the using of civilians, including women and children, as a shield from-advancing forces exposed to fire, to a less degree by killing the wounded and prisoners, and in the frequent abuse of the Red Cross and the White Flag.

Sensible as they are of the gravity of these conclusions, the Committee conceive that they would be doing less than their duty if they failed to record them as fully established by the evidence. Murder, lust, and pillage prevailed over many parts of Belgium on a scale unparalleled in any war between civilised nations during the last three centuries.

Our function is ended when we have stated what the evidence establishes, but we may be permitted to express our belief that these disclosures will not have been made in vain if they touch and rouse the conscience of mankind, and we venture to hope that as soon as the present war is over, the nations of the world in council will consider what means can he provided and sanctions devised to prevent the recur​rence of such horrors as our generation is now witnessing.

2. Germany Must Not Be Allowed to Win the War ROBERT LANSING, July 11, 1915
I have come to the conclusion that the German Government is utterly hostile to a11 nations with democratic institutions because those who compose it sec in democ​racy a menace to absolutism and the defeat of the German ambition for world domi​nation. Everywhere German agents are plotting and intriguing to accomplish the supreme purpose of their Government.

Only recently has the conviction come that democracy throughout the world is threatened. Suspicions of the vaguest sort only a few months ago l have been more and more confirmed. From many sources evidence has been coming until it would be folly to close one's eyes to it.

German agents have undoubtedly been at work in Mexico arousing anti​-American feeling and holding out false hopes of support. The proof is not conclu​sive but is sufficient to compel belief. Germans also appear to be operating in Haiti and San Domingo and are probably doing so in other Latin American republics.

I think that this is being done so that this nation will have troubles in America and be unable to take part in the European War if a repetition of such outrages as the Lusitania sinking should require us to act. It may even go further and have in mind the possibility of a future war with this Republic in case the Allies should be defeated.

In these circumstances the policies we adopt are vital to the future of the United States and, I firmly believe to the welfare of mankind, for I see in the perpetuation of democracy the one hope of universal peace and progress for the world. Today German absolutism is the great menace to democracy.

I think that we should, therefore, adopt the following for the present and pursue these policies until conditions materially change:

1. The settlement for the time being at least of present submarine controversy because the American people are still much divided on the merits of the war. As it pro​gresses, I believe, that the real objects of the German Government will be disclosed and there will be united opposition. Meanwhile we should get ready to meet the worst.

2. A rigorous and continuing prosecution of all plots in this country and a vigilant watch on Germans and their activities here.

3. Secret investigations of German activities in Latin America, particularly Mexico, and the adoption of means to frustrate them.

4. The cultivations of a Pan American doctrine with the object of alienating the Ameri​can republics from European influence, especially the German influence.. . .

5. The actual participation of this country in the war in case it becomes evident that Germany will be the victor. A triumph for Germany imperialism must not be. We ought to look forward to this possibility and make ready to meet it.

There is a possibility which does not change the foregoing policies but which emphasizes the last one. lt is that the war may end in a draw or with the Ger​man Empire dominant over their enemies.

The argument could then be made by the German Government that, in spite of the fact that the world was arrayed against it, it succeeded in preventing the defeat of the Empire, and that having thus proven its superior efficiency it should be continued and supported as the agency best fitted to restore the German nation to a state of prosperity.

I believe that this argument would he potent with The German people, who are in the habit of unquestioning obedience to their rulers in thought as well as action. Of course the terrible cost of the war, when the time to consider that arrives, will weaken the argument for the people will ask what is the recompense tot- the great sacrifices they have. made, the great sufferings which they have endured, and the Government will have nothing to show. The nation may then rise and demand a change to a political system in which their voice will he supreme. But, if the argu​ment should prevail and the present military oligarchy should be perpetuated, then what?

My judgment is that the German Government, cherishing the same ambition of world empire which now possesses it, would with its usual vigor and thoroughness prepare to renew its attack on democracy. I think, however, that it would not pursue the course taken in this war which had failed because it would realize that the democratic nations would be more watchful and less trustful and better prepared to re​sist. It would probably endeavor to sow dissentions [sic] among the nations with liberal institutions and seek an alliance with other governments based to a more or Iess degree on the principle of absolutism.

The two powers, which would probably be approached by Germany, would be Russia and Japan, which are almost as hostile to democracy as Germany and which have similar ambitions of territorial expansion.

These three great empires would constitute an almost irresistible [.sec] coalition against the nations witll republican and liberal monarchical institutions. It would be the old struggle of absolutism against democracy, an even greater struggle than the one now in progress. The outcome would be doubtful, with, as it seems to me, the chances in favor of the autocratic allies.
The success of these three empires would mean a division for the time being at least of the world among them. I imagine that Germany would be master of Western Europe, of Africa and probably of the Americas; that Russia would dominate Scandinavia, and Western and Southern Asia and Japan would control the Far East, the Pacific and possibly the West Coast of North America.

Their success would mean the overthrow of democracy in the world, The suppression of individual liberty, the setting up of evil ambitions, the subordination of the principles of justice to physical might directed by arbitrary will, and the turning back of the hands of human progress two centuries.

These, I believe, would be the consequences of the triumph of this triple alliance—a triumph which even the most optimistic cannot deny to be a of autocratic empires reasonable expectation.

The remedy seems to me to be plain. It is that Germany must not be permitted to win this war. American public opinion must be prepared for the controversies, they must be the champions of democracy.

We must in fact risk everything rather than leave the way open for a new combi​nation of powers, stronger and more dangerous to liberty than the Central Allies are today.

3.Lending the Allies Money ROBERT LANSING, Washington, September 6, 1915
My dear Mr. President:

Doubtless Secretary [William] McAdoo has discussed with you the necessity of floating government loans for the belligerent nations, which are purchasing such great quantities of goods in this country, in order to avoid a serious financial situa​tion which will not only affect them but this country as well.

Briefly, the situation, as 1 understand it, is this: Since December 1st, 1914, to ,June 30, 1915, our 
exports have exceeded our imports by nearly a billion dollars, and it is estimated that the excess will be from July 1st to December 31, 1915, a bil​lion and three quarters. Thus for the year 1915 the excess will be approximately two and [a] half billions of dollars.

lt is estimated that the European banks have about three and a half billions of dollars in gold in their vaults. To withdraw any considerable amount would disas​trously affect the credit of the European nations, and the consequence would be a general state of bankruptcy.

lf the European countries cannot find means to pay for the excess of goods sold to them over those purchased from them, they will have to stop buying and our present export trade will shrink proportionately. The result would be restriction of outputs, industrial depression, idle capital and idle labor, numerous failures, fi​nancial demoralization, and general unrest and suffering among the laboring classes.

Probably a billion and three quarters of the excess of European purchases can he taken care of by the sale of American securities held in Europe and by the transfer of trade balances of oriental countries, but that will leave three quarters of a billion to be met in some other way. Furthermore, even if that is arranged, we will have to face a more serious situation in January, 1916, as the American securities held abroad will have been exhausted.

I believe that Secretary McAdoo is convinced and I agree with him that there is only one means of avoiding this situation which would so seriously affect economic conditions in the country, and that is the flotation of large bond issues by the bel​ligerent governments. Our financial institutions have the money to loan and wish to do so. On account of the great balance of trade in our favor the proceeds of these loans would be expended here. The result would be a maintenance of the credit of the borrowing nations based on their gold reserve, a continuance of our commerce at its present volume and industrial activity with the consequent employment of capital and labor and national prosperity.. . .

Manifestly the Government has committed itself to the policy of discouraging general loans to belligerent governments. The practical reasons for the policy at the time we adopted it were sound, but basing it on the ground that loans are "inconsis​tent with the true spirit of neutrality" is now a source of embarrassment. This latter ground is as strong today as it was a year ago, while the practical reasons for dis​couraging loans have largely disappeared. We have more money than we can use. Popular sympathy has become crystallized in favor of one or another of the belliger​ents to such an extent that the purchase of bonds would in no way increase the bit​terness of partisanship or cause a possibly serious situation.

Now, on the other hand, we are face to face with what appears to be a critical economic situation, which can only be relieved apparently by the investment of American capital in foreign loans to be used in liquidating the enormous balance of trade in favor of the United States.

Can we afford to let a declaration as to our conception of "the true spirit of neu​trality" made in the first days of the war stand in the way of our national interests which seem to be seriously threatened?

If we cannot afford to do this, how are we to explain away the declaration and maintain a semblance of consistency?

My opinion is that we ought to allow the loans to be made for our own good, and I have been seeking some means of harmonizing our policy, so unconditionally an​nounced, with the flotation of general loans. As yet I have found no solution to the problem.

Secretary McAdoo considers that the situation is becoming acute and that some​thing should be done at once to avoid the disastrous results which will follow a con​tinuance of the present policy.

Faithfully yours,                                                
Robert Lansing

Opponents of Intervention 

From the outset, several groups opposed U.S. intervention in the Euro​pean war. First there were the pacifists, whether members of "pence churches, " like the Quaker-s and Mennonites, or adherents of various secular pacifi.st groups. Many Socialists also opposed U.S. intervention, although on political, not moral, grounds. Ethnic considerations also played a role in opposing going to war. Many German Americans and Irish Americans either favored the Central Powers or disliked the Allies. Finally, some Midwestern Progressives were "isolationists" who denied that the United States had any vital interest in European affairs and urged their, fellow citizens to steer clear of overseas entanglements.
The antiwar forces were unable to keep the United States neutral, however. Soon after the German government announced resumption of unrestricted U-boat warfare in early 1917, the United States declared war- on the Central Powers. The. first selection below is a statement is from the Socialist Parry of America in early April, several days after the U.S. war declaration expressing their opposition to the war. 

The ,second selection. is an excerpt from Wisconsin Senator Robert La Follette's remarks during the war-declaration debate in Congress. lt is representative of the views of many Midwestern Progressives. 

4.Socialist Party Convention: The Socialists Protest the War 

The Socialist Party and the War'

The Socialist Party of the United States in the present grave crisis, solemnly reaf​firms its allegiance to the principle of internationalisrm and working class solidarity the world over, and proclaims its unalterable opposition to the war just declared by the government of the United States.

Modern wars as a rule have been caused by the commercial and financial rivalry and intrigues of the capitalist interests in the different countries. Whether they have been frankly waged as wars of aggression or have been hypocritically represented as wars of "defense," they have always been made by the classes and fought by the masses. Wars bring wealth and power to the ruling classes, and suffering, death and destruction to the workers.

They breed a sinister spirit of passion, unreason, race hatred and false patriotism. They obscure the struggles of the workers for life, liberty and social justice. They tend to sever the vital bonds of solidarity between them and their brothers in other countries, to destroy their organizations and to curtail their civic and political rights and liberties.

The Socialist Party of the United States is unalterably opposed to the system of exploitation and class rule which is upheld and strengthened by military power and sham national patriotism. We, therefore, call upon the workers of all countries to refuse support to their governments in their wars. The wars of the contending na​tional groups of capitalists are not the concern of the workers. The only struggle which would justify the workers in taking up arms is the great struggle of the work​ing class of the world to free itself from economic exploitation and political oppres​sion, and we particularly warn the workers against the snare and delusion of defensive warfare. As against the false doctrine of national patriotism we uphold the ideal of international working-class solidarity. In support capitalism, we will not willingly give a single life or a single dollar; in support of the struggle of the workers for freedom we pledge our all.

The mad orgy of death and destruction which is now convulsing unfortunate Eu​rope was caused by the conflict of capitalist interests in the European countries.

In each of these countries, the workers were oppressed and exploited. They pro​duced enormous wealth but the bulk of it was withheld from them by the owners of the industries. The workers were thus deprived of the means to repurchase the wealth which they themselves had created.

The capitalist class of each country was forced to look for foreign markets to dis​pose of the accumulated "surplus" wealth. The huge profits made by the capitalists could no longer be profitably reinvested in their own countries, hence, they were driven to look for foreign fields of investment. The geographical boundaries of each modern capitalist country thus became too narrow for the industrial and commercial operations of its capitalist class.

The efforts of the capitalists of all leading nations were therefore centered upon the domination of the world markets. Imperialism became the dominant note in the politics of Europe. The acquisition of colonial possessions and the extension of spheres of commercial and political influence became the object of diplomatic in​trigues and the cause of constant clashes between nations.

The acute competition between the capitalist powers of the earth, their jealousies and distrusts of one another and the fear of the rising power of the working class forced each of them to arm to the teeth. This led to the mad rivalry of armament, which, years before the outbreak of the present war, had turned the leading coun​tries of Europe into armed camps with standing armies of many millions, drilled and equipped for war in times of "peace."

Capitalism, imperialism and militarism had thus laid the foundation of an in​evitable general conflict in Europe. The ghastly war in Europe was not caused by an accidental event, nor by the policy or institutions of any single nation. lt was the logical outcome of the competitive capitalist system.

The six million men of all countries and races who have been ruthlessly slain in the first three months of this war, the millions of others who have been crippled and maimed, the vast treasures of wealth that have been destroyed, the untold misery and sufferings of Europe, have not been sacrifices exacted in a struggle for princi​ples or ideals, but wanton offerings upon the altar of private profit.

The forces of capitalism which have led to the war in Europe are even more hideously transparent in the war recently provoked by the ruling class of this country. When Belgium was invaded, the government enjoined upon the people of this country the duty of remaining neutral, thus clearly demonstrating that the "dictates of humanity," and the fate of small nations and of democratic institutions were mat​ters that did not concern it. But when our enormous war traffic was seriously threat​ened, our government calls upon us to rally to the "defense of democracy and civi​lization."

Our entrance into the European war was instigated by the predatory capitalists in the United States who boast of the enormous profit of seven billion dollars from the manufacture and sale of munitions and war supplies and from the exportation of American food stuffs and other necessaries. They are also deeply interested in the con​tinuance of war and the success of the allied arms through their huge loans to the gov​ernments of the allied powers and through other commercial ties. lt is the same inter​ests which strive for imperialistic domination of the Western Hemisphere.

The war of the United Slates against Germany cannot be justified even on the plea that it is a war in defense of American rights or American "honor." Ruthless as the unrestricted submarine war policy of the German government was and is, it is not an invasion of the rights of the American people, as such, but only an interfer​ence with the opportunity of certain groups of American capitalists to coin untold profits out of the blood and sufferings of our fellow men in the warring countries of Europe.

It is not a war against the militarist regime of the Central Powers. Militarism can never be abolished by militarism.

It is not a war to advance the cause of democracy in Europe. Democracy can never be imposed upon any country by a foreign power by force of arms.

It is cant and hypocrisy to say that the war is not directed against the German people, but against the Imperial Government of Germany. If we send an armed force to the battlefields of Europe, its cannont will mow down the masses of the German people and not the Imperial German Government.

Our entrance into the European conflict at this time will serve only to multiply the horrors of the war, to increase the toll of death and destruction and to prolong the fiendish slaughter. It will bring death, suffering and destitution to the people of the United States and particularly to the working class. lt will give the powers of reaction in this country the pretext for an attempt to throttle our rights and to crush our democratic institutions, and to fasten upon this country a permanent militarism.

The working class of the United States has no quarrel with the working class of Germany or of any other country. The people of the United States have no quarrel with the people of Germany or any other country. The American people did not want and do not want this war. They have not been consulted about the war and have had no part in declaring war. They have been plunged into this war by the trickery and treachery of the ruling class of the country through its representatives in the National Administration and National Congress, its demagogic agitators, its subsidized press, and other servile instruments of public expression.

We brand the declaration of war by our government as a crime against the people of the United States and against the nations of the world.

In all modern history there has been no war more unjustifiable than the war in which we are about to engage.

No greater dishonor has ever been forced upon a people than that which the capi​talist class is forcing upon this nation against its will.

5. A Progressive Opposes the Declaration of War ROBERT LA FOLLETTE

Mr. Chairman, 
When history records the truth about this awful act we are about to commit here, which means the maiming and dismembering of thou​sands of our noble boys and the deaths of thousands more, it will record that the Con​gress of the United States made this declaration of war under a misapprehension of the facts inexcusable in itself and that the people at large acquiesced in it on the the​ory that the Congress should have the facts, and would not make a declaration of war not justified by every rule of equity and fair dealing between nations, impartially ap​plied by this country to all belligerents, and that after our following that course of these contesting nations, despite our impartial action, had wantonly destroyed our legitimate commerce and destroyed the lives of some of our people.

I say the people acquiesce in our actions here to-day on exactly that false assump​tion of the facts. We have not treated, as a Government, these belligerents with any degree of impartiality; but, on the contrary, have demanded of one of them absolute obedience to our ideas and interpretations of international law, and have allowed at least one of the other belligerents to override at will the established rules and prac​tice of all the civilized nations of the world for a hundred years with but feeble protest, and, in many cases, with no Protest at all.

We surrendered to Great Britain practically all we contested for in the War of 1812. It is true, as far as we know, that she has not impressed our seamen, but she has seized and appropriated to her own cargoes and the ships that carried them. Not carriers in European trade, but carriers to South America.

One of the underlying causes of the awful holocaust in Europe was because Ger​many had by her systematized reductions in cost of manufacturing, by subsidization of transportation lines and methods of credits made such serious inroads on Great Britain's trade in South America as to seriously disturb her equanimity and threaten her Prestige as well as attendant Profits.

Mr. Chairman, this war now devastating Europe so ruthlessly is not a war of hu​manity, but a war of commercialism, and there is not a student of economic conditions within the sound of my voice but knows that to be the fundamental cause of that war, although there are many primary and intermediate questions entering into it....

The President of the United States in his message of the 2nd of April [1917] said that the European war was brought on by Germany's rulers without the sanction or will of the people. For God's sake, what are we doing now? Does the President of the United States feel that the will of the American people is being consulted in re​gard to this declaration of war`? The people of Germany surely had as much consid​eration as he has given the people of the United States. He has heard the cry of the Shylocks calling for their pound of flesh; later on he will hear the cry of Rachel weeping for her children and mourning because they are not, sacrificed to make good the pound of flesh in the name of liberty. The exclamation "O liberty! Lib​erty! how many crimes are committed in thy name!" was well made.

Ours is the greatest Nation on the face of the globe. W e have had a chance, if we had maintained a strict neutrality, to have bound up the wounds of the oppressed and to have upheld the tenets of the highest civilization throughout the world. But, no; we are asked to «o into partnership with the country that has never allowed justice and right to have any weight with her when conquest and gold were placed in the balance. In India, which she 6eld by right of conquest, as a punishment to those natives of that country who desired to be free of England's yoke and rebelled, even as did we in our Revolutionary period, she mercifully tied many of the rebels to the mouths of her can​non and humanely blew them to atoms as a sample of English Christianity. She de​stroyed the Boer Republic by intrigue and force of arms; she forced, for love of gold, the opium trade on China. Christian England, our would-be partner! In the Napoleonic wars she, by force of arms, confiscated the entire shipping of small but neutral nations to her own use, just as she has in a smaller degree appropriated ships of our citizens to her own use within the past two years. During the Civil War she fell over herself to recognise the Confederacy, and gave it every encouragement possible. Now we are asked to become her faithful ally against a country that, whatever her faults, surely has no blacker record than that of Christian England; to contribute our money and our peo​ple in the holy name of liberty to destroy one belligerent, which the President desig​nates as Prussian militarism, a menace of the world; but English navalism, which is surely as great a menace, we enter into partnership with. George Washington said, "Avoid European entanglements," but we are recklessly entering a path to the end of which no man can foresee or comprehend, at the behest of, in many cases, a venal press and of a pacifist President.

God pity our country, gentlemen of the House of Representatives, if you desire that this cup be placed to our country's lips to quaff for crimes committed by a country for non-neutral actions and that we enter into an a1liance with another country which has been much less neutral. You may do so; I can not so vote at this time....

Mr. Chairman, throughout the country patriotic meetings are being held to en​courage enlistments of our young men and boys into the Army to engage in this war in advance of our declaration.

Mr. Chairman, I suggest a resolution, which should be passed and adhered to by the young men of our country and by our soldiers who are asked to enter the trenches of Europe:

"I hereby pledge myself to the service of my country and will guarantee to go and uphold its honor and its flag as soon as the sons of all the newspaper editors who have stood out for our entering the war, and who are of age for enlistment, have enlisted for the cause and the proprietors and editors themselves have patriotically enlisted, on the theory that they should feel it their duty to do so as instigators of the act."

Likewise, Mr. Chairman, the sons of manufacturers of ammunition and war sup​plies, and all stockholders making profits from such trade. They should freely offer their sons on the altar of their country and, in case of their being under military age, go themselves. Likewise, Mr. Chairman, the J. Pierpont Morgans and their associ​ates, who have floated war loans running into millions which they now want the United States to guarantee by entering the European war; after they and a11 the hold​ers of such securities have offered their sons and themselves, when of military age, on the altar of their country, and, Mr. Chairman, when the above-mentioned persons have no sons and are too old themselves to accept military service, then they shall, to make good their desire for the upholding of American honor and American rights, donate in lieu of such service of selves or sons one-half of all their worldly goods to make good their patriotic desire for our entering the European war in the name of liberty and patriotism.

Mr. Chairman, it will be fitting for those who have really nothing at stake in this war but death to enter into it and give their lives in the name of liberty und patrio​tism, after the persons covered by the above resolution have done their part as above suggested and many thousands of our citizens will see it that way are long.

