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to prevent a vote upon this bill. All night long they have stood
and talked about everything except the shipping bill. They
have organized themselves into oratorical relays. KEvery ob-
struction known to the parliamentarian has been brought into
play, and for what reason? It was in order that the forces
might be mustered. When a conference action on this side is
disregarded, and when on the other side the standpatter and the
Progressive get together, the reason is plain.

The old bull moose is said to be shrinking, drying up, almost
ready to take its place with the dead dust of the departed.
Some of us fondly hoped that there might be a little vitality
left in the animal; that there might remain such a thing as a
final kick of independence. Some of us cherished the thought
that there still might be a little heat in the expiring embers
of that fire of virtuous reform which poured forth so hot a
flame a few years ago. But it appears that the Bull Moose
Party has just laid down and died—that the Progressives have
gone back to the fleshpots of the standpatter. They are all to-
day dining out of the same trough. They hunt together. They
are enlisted in the same service. They are traveling in the
same harness,

They are exhibiting wonderful *“teamwork.” They answer
to the crack of the same lash. The insurgent who has for four
years been sitting on the breeching is now tugging at the traces.
He will soon have collar galls. If it were mnot impolite, I
would venture to repeat the old scriptural phrase, “ The dog is
turned to his own vomit and the sow that was washed to her
wallowing in the mire.”

But I will not quote the Scripture—it is sometimes too harsh
for polite society—so I will content myself with saying that
the insurgents and the standpatters, the bull moose and the
elephant, the nondescript and the political “what is it” are
now all bedding together. $

Democrats, we, at least, will get a little satisfaction out of
that fact. The country will no longer be afiflicted with the epi-
demic of political false pretense.

The political Pharisee will cease standing upon the street
corner and thanking God that he is not as other Republicans
and sinners. He will admit in the future—at least the people
will admit it for him—that all Republicans are of one class,
bone of the same bone, flesh of the same flesh, now, as in the

past, controlled by the same fundamental motives and answer-

ing to-day as of old to the lash of the interests.

TLet me read you the words of one of the eloquent opponents
of this bill, who joins in the cry that if the Government now
acquires some ships to haul our grains at a fair price it will be

guilty of socialism, who, when he was advocating the plunder- |
ing of the people through a ship subsidy uttered an argument |

which is as true to-day as it was then, nmamely, ‘“that an
abundance of shipping is of benefit to the entire country and
to all of its people.” Mr. LopGE on January 30, 1906, said:

This is not a mere question of advantage and assistance to the inter-
ests which lie along our ocean coasts. t may not be as obvious to
those who dwell in the interior as it is to those of us who live either
on the shores of the Pacific or of the Atlantic. But it is in the interest
of every man in the United States who is interested in our agriculture
or our industries that we should have a great merchant marine, able to
save us from such foreign combinations and syndicates as the one I
have described.

Why, Brother Lopce said then there were syndicates and com-
binations, and the only way we could get rid of them was by
creating a merchant marine. But he wanted to create a mer-
chant marine, pay for it out of the people’s money, and give it to
somebody, while we want to create a merchant marine and own
it ourselves until such time, at least, as it can be disposed of to
those who will run it in the interest of the people of the
country.

I read you also from Senator GALLINGER and can also read
from other distinguished Senators upon that side, who, when they
were asking for money to put into the pockets of private citizens,
could stand, with tears in their eyes, weeping over the extortion
practiced by the shipping combination upon the farmer and the
merchant and the manufacturer. Yet, all of these statesmen
have to-day opposed the only possible measure that can be
brought forward at this time and that will give any relief to
the people of the United States.

In discussing the question of ship subsidy in 1902 Senator
GALLINGER quoted from an English telegram, which read:

British shipowners have been watching with great interest the efforts
of the United States to foster the growth of the merchant marine.
They believe that if the subsidy bill in Congress becomes a law it will
deal a severe blow to British shipbuilding. To-morrow the chambers of
shipping of the United Kingdom will meet. Col. Ropner, M. P., will be
reelected president. In the speech which he will deliver he will point

this out as a danger which is threatening @Great Britain’s supremacy in
the ocean carrying trade.
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Then, Mr. GALLINGER said:

In the interests of commerce it is proposed that the Government
shall build an interoceanic canal, the cost of which will be hundreds of
millions of dollars, and the value of which to the commerce of the
United States is largely problematical. No one is wise enough to state
with any degree of accuracy the cost of the canal, its value to commerce,
or its cost of maintenance.

Then he added :

I am willing to risk something in the attempt to restore our flag to
the ocean and to put lines of steamships on the great highways of com-
merce. If it succeeds, it will be the grandest achievement of the cen-
tury, while if it fails it will be no reproach to those of us who made
an honest effort to bring about the desired result.

Again, T ask, what was the difference between that proposi-
tion and this? The substance of that proposition was to take
the taxpayers’ money and give it to a shipowner and let him
own and have the benefit of the ship. The substance of this
proposition is to take the taxpayers’ money and buy the ships
for the benefit of the people of the United States.

But I return to the argument made here that by buying some
vessels we become socialists. Mr. President, the same men who
make that argument now, with a front so solemn it would do
credit to a professional mourner at a Chinese funeral, sat in the
Senate Chamber only a few weeks ago and voted unanimously
for the Government to go into the business of insuring ships.
If the Government can go into the business of insuring ships
without engaging in socialism, then the Government can go into
the business of owning ships without becoming socialistic. For
what is an insurance policy? When the Government writes a
policy upon a ship or its cargo it puts itself in the place of the
owner of that ship. It stands between the shipowner and loss.
It assumes the great responsibilities of ownership. Its share
of the profit is in the premium. It is not as much of a govern-
mental function to insure ships as it is to own ships—aye, it is
miich less—because the ownership of the vessel is of value to our
Navy, and because it has to do directly with the shipment of
goods, which is always a governmental function, whereas the
business of insurance has always been a private business.

But why were the Senators upon the other side of this
Chamber willing to vote with such alacrity for a governmental
insurance of vessels? Was it because that bill put the money
of the United States back of private enterprise? Was it because
we were guaranteeing the boats of the Shipping Trust? When
that bill was here the Shipping Trust, through the exchanges
that it controls, could hold meetings and pass resolutions de-
manding that the United States assume the risk of shipping.
That was not socialistic. But if the United States does any-
thing to relieve the shipper its action is wickedly socialistic.
The argument is a fraud and is not believed in by those who
make it. Let me state it in a sentence. If the United States
guarantees the Shipping Trust against loss, that is patriotic;
but if it guarantees the shipper against extortion by the trust,
that is socialistic.

Again, I remark that the very gentlemen who inveigh against
this bill and denounce it as socialistic were also, some of them,
Members of this body when we acquired a line of vessels which
we now own and run. Is it pure democracy to run vessels to
the ports of Panama? Is that pure democracy? And is it so-
cialistic to run other vessels through the Panama Canal to Costa
Rica or to the California coast? If the one is socialistic, sir, the
other is socialistic; and the man who voted to put that Panama
line of vessels upon the seas and to have the Government own
them voted for the same kind of socialism embraced in this
bill.

The gentlemen will justify by saying that it was necessary to
use the vessels in connection with the Panama Canal project.

I grant you that excuse existed, but I call your attention to
the fact that a greater reason exists now, namely, that the
commerce of the ocean is paralyzed. Our cotton lies upon the
docks unshipped, our wheat and corn await vessels; and the
extortioner and usurer of commerce stands at the docks to
demand a Shylock’s toll from all the people of the land.

Again, we could take $400,000,000 and build the Panama
Canal, and we could buy and own and operate a railroad, not
only to use in connection with the canal itself but to transport
the goods of private individuals. I make you the prediction
now that when the canal is finished, when the railroad is no
longer needed in connection with the canal, if that time ever
comes, there will not be found in this Chamber a corporal’s
guard of men who will dare vote to take that railroad out of
the Government’s control and turn it over to a private corpora-
ation. Likewise we are now preparing to build a railway in
Alaska.

Mr. President, what is the relief Senators on the other side
propose? What have you to bring forward? If you have a
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better proposition, why have you not submitted it? You have
put orators upon the floor who have sung their wearisome songs
and filled in their dry platitudes and maunderings with long ex-
tracts from newspapers that had nothing whatever to do with
the case.

We listened to a speech that was concluded this afternoon
presumptively upon this bill that began some time Saturday
afternoon. It originated in a burst of poetry, which was some
kind of eulogy upon old age. It ran and ranted up and down
the scale, through the falsetto, the orotund, the guttural, and all
intermediate noises, natural and supernatural, human ears can
endure. It continued to run on, like the stream, almost forever,
and it ended, so far as I know, without for a single moment
touching this bill; but in the meantime the Republican-Demo-
cratic caucus was going on.

We have heard a good deal of denunciation by the other side
of caucuses and conferences. How wicked they have been to
the holy vision of the unco good! And yet, when I saw the
performance here of a few moments ago, I knew there had been
a caucus. I knew there had been a hard-and-fast caucus—a
caucus that was strong enough to bring in all the insurgent
Republicans, except LA FoLLerTE, I understand. Thank God for
the exception!

The caucus reached across the aisle; it invaded the Demo-
cratic side. There was an arranged program, a complete under-
standing, if human evidence means anything.

I used to belong, in my callow youth, to the militia. I hap-
pened to be captain of a company for a short time. If I could
ever have gotten my company of raw recruits to respond to the
command “ Fall in” with the alacrity that was manifested by
the Republicans and some eight or nine Democrats an hour ago,
when this motion was made, I would have beleved that my
militia company was almost ready to be mustered into the Reg-
ular Army and entitled to be ranked as veterans.

I trust we will hear no more cant from the other side about
“ecaucuses” and “agreements’” and ‘ conferences” and the
wickedness of “ doing business when the public is not there to
see all that is going on.” I hope and pray that these gentlemen
will no longer wear that threadbare mask, but that standing
out in the open, as they ought to do, they will cease pretending
that they are too good to have a caucus or a conference.

The Senator from New York [Mr, Roor] rose, not early in this
discussion but after it had gone on several days, and with a
pious unction that would have done credit to the original Phari-
see on the streets of Jerusalem said that he did “ believe in cau-
cuses, but that caucuses should never be held until there had
been full public debate, the bill had been considered, and the
views of all men had been heard.” Then, Mr. President, he joined
in a filibuster to prevent an expression of opinion; and, of
course, he joined in to-day’s caucus, the purpose of which was
to *“put something over” when nobody suspected it was
coming.

The line of attack that was made here this afternoon is very
much like that going on over in Europe. There they burrow
under the ground, keep out of sight, let nobody know anything
about what is going on; finally, they get up close enough so
that they can plant a bomb under the breastworks of the enemy.
Sometimes it is said they even acquire a few deserters.

Now, I make no complaint about that. You have the right
to adopt these tactics if you want to. But please, please, do
not appear here in the future with sanctimonious faces and pious
preachments about the evil of conferences and the wickedness
of ‘““not doing the public business in the public eye.” Let us
have done with that. Let this be the last time we ever hear it.
Let the almost disappearing modesty of your natures rise up to
protest against a repetition of that miserable pretense.

What proposition have the gentlemen on the other side for a
naval reserve? What are you going to give us? You have been
urging that our fleet is not strong enough. What do you pro-
pose? How shall we get these vessels? A naval reserve has
hitherto been your slogan.
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The naval reserve was an important question some time ago.
Let me read from a great Senator:

Our naval fleet is almost the only one in the world, with the excep-
tion of that of Russia and China, perhaps, which has no second line—
no sea militia—behind it. And we can never have such a second line,
such a sea militia, so long as nine-tenths of our foreign commerce is
conveyed by foreign ships, even if 10 or 12 per cent of these foreign
shgps are owned by American capital.

This bill of the merchant marine commission will give us ships of
our own—American built and manned by American officers and seamen.
It will not give us floating palaces. It is not primarily a bill for fast
trans-Atlantic navigation. It aims, rather, to encourage the creation of
stcam lines of moderate speed and great carrying power to South
America, Africa, and Asia—

And so forth.

Those were the words of no less a personage in the Repub-
lican Party than Senator PENrROSE. Why, you were all of one
mind. You all wanted a merchant marine then. You all

yanted an auxiliary fleet then. But somehow or some way
you wanted a graft in the nature of a subsidy for the old
Shipping Trust. The mere thought of that graft aroused your
patriotism. How your rhetorical periods resounded in favor
of a merchant marine and an auxiliary navy. But when it is
proposed that there shall be no graft, that the vessels shall be
bought and paid for and owned, that no one shall have his hands
in the pockets of the people, that the auxiliary navy shall be
really ours, how quick you can discover that there is no
necessity for a single ship. With what alacrity you can cry
“socialism !

You sit on the other side of the Chamber without a proposi-
tion. You propose to leave the farmers of your State in a
position where their products that are shipped across the ocean
must pay the extortioners’ price. You propose to leave the
great manufacturers of the country and the smaller alike at the
mercy of the Shipping Trust. You propose to leave our fleet of
war without an auxiliary vessel. You have nothing to propose.

Well, it is a proud day for the old Shipping Trust. A naval
officer told me, in illustration of how far that concern can reach,
that for many years this Nation built men-of-war far below the
size of the vessels of other nations, vessels that in size were
absolutely obsolete, and that the reason why that was done was
because the shipyards of this country were not yet ready to
build larger vessels. The very life of our Nation was thus

imperiled at the demand of the ship combination.

Mr. President, there have been no legitimate arguments
brought against this bill. sentlemen may cry “ Socialism!
socialism ! socialism!” but there is no socialism in the bill. It
is primarily a war measure. It will not necessarily continue
in existence six months after the war is over and after normal
conditions have been restored. It is simply a question whether
the United States will leave the people of the country at the
mercy of a merciless combination or whether the Government
of the United States in this exigency—in this unprecedented
emergency—will come to the rescue of the people of the United
States.

Mr. President, the vote just taken may mean the death of
this bill; I do not know. I do not intend to quarrel with
Democratic Senators who do not see the question as I see it.
But I recently attended a Democratic conference that sat for
several days. It was the best attended conference, first and
last, that I have had the pleasure of being a member of since I
became a Senator. That conference, with one dissenting vote,
pledged itself to the support of this bill. It was the result of
common counsel. At the last every man in the conference
agreed to support this bill. There were but few Senators who
did not at some time attend the conference. I can not under-
stand how a Senator who was present can take any other
action than one that is consistent with the resolution of the
conference. I can not understand how Democrats who have
insisted upon party solidarity, who have been willing to go into
conferences heretofore, who have accepted the honors con-
ferred by those caucusses, who hold positions in the Senate
to-day by virtue of caucus action, can find it within their con-
! science to take the course we have just witnessed.
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