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B
NO LUSITANIA CRISIS

EPORTS emanating from Washington assert that
R certain passages from President Wilson’s addres-
ses on preparedness foreshadow a near grave crisis
with Germany. The gentlemen who are responsible for
manufacturing a crisis where no crisis exists are play-
ing with dynamite. There are many excellent reasons
for the present Preparedness Propaganda. There are
legitimate means for promoting its cause. But the at-
tempt to hypnotize the people into the support of the
defense bills of the Administration by giving out state-
ments known to be false, to the effect that our relations
with Germany are again approaching a critical stage, is
irresponsible and objectionable in the highest degree.
The country knows full well that these relations are far
from - critical, unless the Administration should de-
liberately choose to make them so.

The country knows that Germany has met our de-
mands in connection with the submarine warfare long
ago and that the formal settlement of the Lusitania
controversy has been protracted by unnecessary quib-
bling ‘over the exact phraseology for which our State
Department is as much to blame as the Berlin Foreign
Office. It may be safely asserted that the American
people would never endorse the Administration if it
should use. its failure to find a mutually agreeable
formula for a final settlement as a pretext to drag this
country into war. Congress and the people would be up
in arms. Even the attempt is nothing short of criminal.

Germany justly refused to settle the Lusitania mat-
ter until the good faith of the United States was estab-
lished, until it was proved that, with our submarine
protest, we were not playing the game of Great Britain.
The long delayed protest to England, following certain
German concessions, was not sufficient to dislodge Ger-
many’s well founded suspicions. But our recent vigor-
ous protest against the piracy of the mails and the note
on submarine warfare addressed to all belligerent na-
tions proves that the Administration, spurred by Con-
gress, is at last ready to meet Germany’s demand for fair
play.

It makes no difference whether the note in question
was written'as a concession to Germany, or as a conces-
sion to the common sense of the American people; it
undoubtedly establishes the legal status of submarine
attacks on merchantmen. The Administration evi-
dently realizes that the concessions of the Central
Powers must. be illusory so long as merchantmen are
armed or encouraged to escape. Hereafter every armed
merchantman will be treated as a warship. This is en-
tirely in accordance with the German contention. -

Such being the case, it is ot likely that the German
Government is ready to jeopardize friendly relations
with the United States by shilly-shallying over a word.
Germany has nothing to gain by delay. Can the same
be said of the Administration? The President’s friends
are deliberately troubling the waters of our interna-
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We

know that their weird antics are for home consumptiofs

tional relations to fish for political advantage.

cion

but in Germany they may arouse again the suspi ;
no

hardly allayed that what the United States wants is
to find a solution of the Lusitania controversy but 4
way to save England. Upon their head must rest the
blame for any hitch in the President’s negotiations:
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ARE WE DRIFTING INTO A NEW CRISIS?

THE United States is facing to-day the gravest
crisis that has confronted us in the present war.
When every newspaper in the country proclaimed that
our negotiations with Germany were at the most “criti-
cal” stage—with war at arm’s length—The Fatherland
declared that there was no Lusitania crisis. Events
have proved that The Fatherland was right. To-day
we assert with equal emphasis that there is danger

ahead. The Central Powers have declared that begin- .

ning with the first of March armed merchantmen will
be treated as warships. We may be willing to eat our
own words and to recant Secretary Lansing’s memor-
andum on the subject of submarine warfare. We can-
not expect Germany to do likewise. Poker is not the
German national game. The Germans are not a nation
of bluffers. Unless our Government issues an imme-
- diate warning against travel on belligerent vessels, we
shall have to face in another couple of weeks the seri-
ous situation that a vessel carrying American passen-
gers will be sunk without warning because such a
vessel was armed.

Whatever policy the United States may pursue in
the matter, it is fateful for us to drift without taking
a clear and unambiguous stand before a new catastrophe
occurs. If we defer our decision until such a time our
course of action would depend not on the principles so
clearly enunciated by Mr. Lansing in his submarine
memorandum, but on the exigencies of the moment.
With party strife in the land, the sword will rest but
loosely in its scabbard. There would be scant oppor-
tunity for reason because we would be compelled to
formulate our opinion not upon undisputable facts but
upon colored partisan statements and upon the testi-
mony of incompetent witnesses.

The Central Powers having acknowledged the jus-
tice of our contention that submarines must not destroy
merchantmen without first safeguarding the lives of
American passengers, it was' clearly the duty of our
Government to insist that the lives of such American
passengers shall not be jeopardized by the merchant-
men themselves. There can be no greater danger for
non-combatants than to place weapons capable of de-
stroying hostile submarines in the hands of captains of
merchant vessels. Our Government has wisely at-
tempted to remove that peril by proposing an inter-
national agreemerit for the disarming of merchantmen.

Since the declaration of Paris of 1856, armed mer-
chantmen have no status in international law except as
auxiliary cruisers of the national navies. It is signifi-
cant that France as well as Germany has consistently
observed that rule, while England violates her plighted
word in arming merchantmen. In order to save her
battleships England conducts her war against German
submarines by arming her merchantmen in a manner
sufficient to sink any submarine. The argument that
the armament is for “defensive purposes” only is noth-

ing but a hollow pretext, dangerous to unsuspcctmi
passengers. For what defensive purposes can thcs_
ships carry guns unless to offer resistance to subm?
rines signalling them to stop? However, every Vesse_
offering resistance under such circumstances may 2

mittedly be sunk without much ado. Heﬂce_ev.e;ey
passenger on board of such a ship is in peril of his l.lcé
and his death will be upon our heads, unless the Unit

States issues to him an unmistakable warning ing

The idea of abolishing the malpractice of ar™ i
merchantmen by common consent is hardly feas'lble‘ng
times of a world-war. England, bent on extermmatlul
the German submarines by every means, fair of fobc'
is not likely to abandon that malpractice by am,'c.a;-ty
persuasion. If we desire to remove every Pos?lbl 10
of friction, and if we desire to safeguard the lives
our citizens, there is only one peaceful course °Penhat
us: the United States must declare without delay X t
citizens traveling on board armed ships of pelligere”
do so at their own risk. This should apply 70t onon
to ships leaving American ports, but to all Shlp;ail-
the Seven Seas, no matter from what port they ch,
If we permit American citizens to board vessels Wh:nt.
while leaving American harbors without arrfla.“fties
are armed at sea we shall only increase the POSSIblh
of disaster.

We may not be able to compel the belliger
comply with our demand, although France
recognizes the principle on which our attitude
and refuses to arm her merchantmen, but at
can deny the protection of the United States t0 their
can citizens who, in spite of the perils with whlc-h rent
course is fraught, insist upon traveling on belllg:ions
privateers, unless the Allies issue definite instrue g or
to their merchantmen forbidding them to carfY armlac_
to resist capture. It seems only fair that citizens .
ing themselves under the protection of the gun® tside
belligerent should for the time being be placed oY
of the protection of the United States.
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LET US HAVE PEACE

THE stage is set for a war with Germany. Wilson’s

= Speech before Congress confirms our worst sus-
Plciong,
In
b

We are convinced that Woodrow Wilson acts
dccordance with the secret understanding existing
ctWeen himself and Great Britain. His ultimatum to
ffMmany has saved the tottering Asquith Cabinet.
otngland is delaying conscription. She has found an-
T henchman to fight her battles. She has fought to
Sepqi >t Lelgian; to the last Montenegran; to the last
is nvlan, Russia, Italy and France are exhausted. She
the OW prepared to spend for the conquest of Germany

last American dollar and the life of the last Ameri-
t::‘ Soldier. Woodrow Wilson wants war. He is de-

Mined to have war at any price, no matter what con-
t ?:10ns Germany may be prepared to offer. It is for
Vio] Teason that he has sanctioned the unspeakable

atlon of the sanctity of the German Embassy, de-
aerately timed for its dramatic effect. It is for this
eson. that he has summoned the two Houses of Cor}-
Dubsﬁ In such unseemly haste, becau_se he knovs{s that if
War IC opinion has time to crystallize there will be no

Te

W°0dro

g;‘des & w Wailson is nothing if not theatrical. He

mself upon his knowledge of the psychology
ageme Crowd. He can teach a turn or two in stage man-
ent to Belasco. No matter what answer Germany
inteng“’e, the President, we are creditably informed,
4 S to break off relations with Gerr.nan'y melodra-
usj:all-y on the anniversary of the sinking of the
"Elatiama’ Wilson knows that a rupture ‘of diplomatic
on Ons means war. But, as he has salfl to Senator
w°Ul:1 and Representative Flood, war with Germany
RliRwes: Dot be “ungrateful.” Hp h_as chosen May 7th,
A c:’mIVersary of the Lusitania disaster, for the step
Mag; Ntemplates, because it will supply him with a dra-
IC gesture, ;

THE President hopes to regain in this manner the
Warq favor of those who have condemned his policy to-
Sever Germany as too weak:kneed. He be}xeves .that a
Dea] ance of relations, coming at such a time, will ap-
mun.tP the sentiments of the people, especially as the

ncltlons press wilfully belittles the dreadful signifi-
th&tiof this fateful step. The President is convinced
the € will be able to overcome even the resistance of
out ¢ 'Van wing of his party against war by pointing
ure 02t he has given Germany one year—the full meas-
othef fovided in our various arbitration treaties with

b Powers—to atone for the Lusitania. '

fllsale resident conceals the fact that his obstinate re-
Vesse) © warn American citizens from off belligerent
him: S In accordance with the principles established by
appalell'f in Mexico, makes him the real author of the
teal, .8 tragedy in the Irish Channel. He also con-
in . the fact that the trickery of the Administration
aln, “MNection with the issue of armed merchantmen
"‘l‘s; defeated a settlement of the Lusitania contro-

AR would be welcome to Wilson. He could pose

as the President of “humanity” and the savior
of Anglo-Saxon ‘“civilization.” The date set for the
war is only a few weeks before the gathering of national
conventions. The American people, he argues, will not
swap horses while crossing a stream. Now can there
be any doubt that the Money Trust will indorse his can-
didacy, if he rushes to the aid of Great Britain? If
the United States enters the war, the financial agents
of Great Britain will unload the staggering debt of the
Allies upon the broad shoulders of the American people.

War with Germany would paralyze the German and
the Irish-American vote. In fact, it would insure for
the next century the absolute domination of the Anglo-
Saxon element in the United States. So at least runs
the argument of the war mongers. War would take the
wind out of Roosevelt’s sails. War would defeat even
Hughes. It would obliterate Mexico. It would also
save the President from several very embarrassing per-
sonal questions.

It is true that the country, outside of the munitions
centers, is fiercely opposed to war. Michigan, North
Dakota, Wisconsin and Illinois have clearly expressed
themselves not only for peace, but for an embargo on
arms. Wherever the voters have been able to express
themselves in primaries, the war fiends have been
snowed under. It is always a small organized and Mor-
ganized minority that precipitates a country into war.

OW is the time for us to speak out. After war is
declared, it will be too late. We may not be able
to break the President’s headstrong determination, but
the blood-guilt will be upon our own heads if we do not
object in unmistakable accents. Protests, petitions,
telegrams, letters, mass meetings, parades are the only
weapons available to the friends of peace. Let us ex-
haust these possibilities to the utmost.

Let us enunciate our message so clearly that even
Woodrow Wilson, surrounded by evil or incompetent
advisors, in the isolation of the White House, cannot
blind his eyes to the handwriting on the wall. Perhaps
in his heart there is still a voice that tells him that the
United States must bring, not a sword, but peace to the
world. Let us catch the echo of that voice. Let us re-
peat it until the clarion call of Christ shall drown the
sinister whisper of Sir Cecil Spring-Rice in the White
House.

If the man in the White House remains deaf and
blind, Congress has ears and eyes. Congress will hear
and see. Congress may not be able to prevent a rupture
of diplomatic relations, but Congress will resent being
forcgd into war. Congress can repudiate the President,
but it will not do so until he is repudiated first by the
people. Let us stand by the country and by the Presi-
dent, if we can, but if the President errs, let us stand,
not by him, but by the country. Let us have peace.

GEORGE SYLVESTER VIERECK.
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choice, nevertheless it invalidates the reproach that his atti-
tude is determined even unconsciously by the call of ancestral
blood.

Yet the judgment of Mr. Hearst, fearlessly proc]aimed
throughout the land in his powerful organs of public opinion,
confirms the judgment of the pro-Ally and the pro-German,
that the conduct of our Government has been a travesty on
the President’s neutrality proclamation. In fact Mr. Hearst
charges in the New York American that our Secretary of
State in his eagerness to assist the Allies has exceeded the
prerogatives of his office. Mr. Lansing, he asserts, has
formulated “rules for capture” and definitions of “felonies on
the high seas and offenses agamst the laws of nations” without
any authority whatsoever and in direct derogation and im-
peachable usurpation of the sole functions of the Congress of
the United States. “Senators and Representatives,” remarks
Mr. Hearst, eloquently addressing himself to Congress, “if
our fathers wrote any one grant or prohibition of powers
clearly into our Supreme Law; they clearly commanded that
you, and you alone, should have the power or exercise the
power to define what acts of a submarine are and what are
not felonies on the high seas and offenses against the law
of nations. !

“Article I, Section 8, paragraph 10, of the Constitution says:

“*“The CONGRESS shall have power:

“*To define and punish piracies and felonies committed on
the high scas and offenses against the law of nations.

“And paragraph 11, continuing, says:

““To declare wey, grant letters of marque and reprisal and
make rules concerning captures on land and water.’

“Now, it is impossible,” Mr. Hearst goes on to say, “to make
language more explicit than that.

“Mr. Lansing's notification to belligerents that our Government
defined and would hold an armed.merchant ship to be an armed
ship under certain conditions, and an unarmed ship under
other conditions, and would hold certain submarine acts
to be legal and others to be offenses against the law of na-
tions, was a high-handed and impeachable usurpation of the power
conferred solely upon yourselves, sitting as Congress of the United
States.

“At this tremendous hour,” Mr. Hearst continues, “Senators and

Representatives, we appeal to you in the name of the whole

Amerian people to resume, manfully and resolutely, your rightful
place in the Government.”

“Now upon these questions hangs the issue of peace or war,
and since the COMMON PEOPLE must be the ones to pay for
the war, to fight the war and to endure all the agonies of the war,
if war happens, we insist that the common people have a right
to be consulted by you, who are their only representatives and
their only voice, before they are plunged into war by any vote of
yours:

“Therefore, we most earnestly urge that you Senators and Rep-
resentatives order a referendum of these questions to the people
themselves, and that the majority of the votes cast in that election
be considered binding upon you when you act IN' YOUR OFFI- '
CIAL CAPACITY upon the questions so submitted to the peo-
ple’s decision.

“That you have the power to go to the country for an expres-
sion of the people’s will is beyond question.

“The Constitution, both by implication and by direction, gives
you the power to order and to regulate clections of all kinds.

“The constitution also expressly recognizes THE PEOPLE as
the fountain of all power, including the power of deciding to
make war or peace.

“The Tenth Amendment reads:

“‘The powers not DELEGATED to the United States

by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States,~are

rcserve& to the States respectively, OR TO THE PEOPLE.”

“The Tenth Amendment was ratified in 1701, and it is practically
an integral part of' the original Constitution,

“The Declaration® of Independence and the Constitution are’
rightly construed to recognize the inherent, inalienable right of
the American People to instruct their Government to do the will
of the people; and, even in emergencies grave enough to justify
such an extreme measure, to unite in convention\or by referedum
to change the forms and the personnel of their Government.”

Pro-Ally as well as pro-German agree with the unbia
American patriot that our country’s course has been disti
unneutral. Let the people decide whether they sppiss
this course, whether they are ready to sacrifice the li
their sons, to maintain the naval supremacy of Great
The voice of Mr. Hearst is the voice of Americanism.
are rumblings in Washington that lead s to hope that
not die unheard
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of Cecil Rhodes. It may be of more recent origin. It may be
entirely informal. But it would explain, where all other ex-
planations fail, the contradictory attitude of our Government
in dealing with the Entente and with the Central Powers.
England had such an agreement with France, yet when the
question was asked in the House of Commons, Sir Edward
Grey licd like a gentleman. He denied the agreement. Never-
theless, it was this agreement that forced England into the war
against the will of her people. In the beginning she hoped to
be able to escape the consequences of her act. She was willing
to pay with her fleet. She was willing to pay with her gold.
To-day she is paying in blood. If we enter upon the war, no
one knows into what abyss the next step may lead us.

E have broken off relations with Germany. We are not
at war with her. We are not at war with her allies.
Any day may, however, bring the news of a clash, The Ad-
ministration, in defiance of its constitutional limitations, de-
cided to arm our merchantmen. Although she desires no war
with us, Germany may be compelled to meet us by force of
arms. Even in that event we may still escape the horror of
war if, instead of following in the footsteps of Sir Edward
. Grey, we hold before our eyes the exalted example of Wash-
ington, Adams and Cleveland. Washington, according to Pro-
fessor William I. Hull of Swarthmore College, in a situation
similar to that confronting President Wilson to-day, sent a
special envoy to England. The John Jay Treaty was the re-
sult. After the hostilities between France anq the United
States had actually begun in 1779, President Adams sent dele-
gates to France and the war was stopped. A test of armed
strength was avoided in the Venezuela boundary dispute by
means of a joint commission. Can we not profit to-day by the
examples of our fathers?

Why have not the President and the Secretary of State
entered into a discussion of the whole subject of submarine
warfare with Austria-Hungary? The recent friendly note of
that power offered a broad basis on which to consider the
whole question in the light of actual conditions, with regard
for the essential rights of alll parties. Why has the Adminis-
tration rejected the suggestion of mediation recently made by
.a peutral? We do not know if it was actually submitted to
us, but the press dispatches from Washington were such as to
dm:ourage even the attempt. How can we, who have peace
treaties with all the world honestly refuse mediation, unless

. world-arbitration.

coupons?

our hands are tied by a secret agreement? Why was the
Swiss Minister subjected to indignities and to ridicule when
he tried on his own responsibility to find a peaceful.solution
after the break, unless we have already sacrificed our inde-
pendence? The United States was the first power to propose
Shall we be the first to toss it aside when
it comes:to a test? There can be no doubt that, with the
exception of the munition makers and the professional jingoes
supported by them, the pcople of the United States want, not
war, but peace.

LET us remember this also before we plant our standard
upon the bloody field that every European war in which

. we engage is necessarily fratricide: whoever the foe, some

of us must shed the blood of their brothers. The loyalty of
the Americans of German birth or descent is beyond question.
Tried by fire and battle (never more severely than in the last
thirty months) it has never failed. Yet our active participa-
tion in the war against German civilization will leave a rift in
a million hearts that time cannot heal. We shall never be
again what we were before if we fight England’s battle. We
shall undo the work of the Melting Pot. Whatever victory
or defeat may bring to others, to us it will bring race hatred
and prejudice and dissension. 3

Mr. Hughes was repudiated by the people, because the hate-
distorted visage of Theodore Roosevelt seemed to peer over
his shoulders. Mr. Wilson was reelected because “he kept us
out of war.” He was reelected because we believed that he
would KEEP us out-of war. Can the President, can you, go to
war against the unmistakable mandate of the American people?
The people want no war. Those who desire war are a small
vociferous group whose shrill voices, raised again and again,
awaken no echo save in the vaults of Wall Street. The war
mongers represent millions—dollars, not men. Madness, with
ravages exceeding in horror those of the Plague, has scized
all continents but one. Dare we open our gates to that mad-
ness without consulting the people? Shall we deprive common
sense and humanity of their last refuge, so that the angel of
peace has not where to lay her head? War, even in Sherman’s
time, was hell. It is ten times as hellish to-day. Gentlemen of
Congress, will you unloosen hell to redegm Mr Morgans

25 GEORGE SYIQVESTER_ VIERECK.
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