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which are without measure, and that they will take immediate steps to
prevent the recurrence of anything so obviously subversive of the principles
of warfare for which the Imperial German Government have in the past so
wisely and so firmly contended.

The Government and people of the United States look to the Imperial
German Government for just, prompt, and enlightened action in this vital
matter with the greater confidence because the United States and Germany
are bound together not only by special ties of friendship but also by the
explicit stipulations of the treaty of 1828 between the United States and
- the Kingdom of Prussia.

Expressions of regret and offers of reparation in case of the destruction
of neutral ships sunk by mistake, while they may satisfy international ob-
ligations, if no loss of life results, can not justify or excuse a practice, the
natural and necessary effect of which is to subject neutral nations and
neutral persons to new and immeasurable risks.

The Imperial German Government will not expect the Government of
the United States to omit any word or any act necessary to the performance
of its sacred duty of maintaining the rights of the United States and its
citizens and of safeguarding their free exercise and enjoyment.

The Gore-McLemore Resolution, 1916

Whereas a number of leading powers of the world are now engaged in a
war of unexampled proportions: and
Whereas the United States is happily at peace with all of the belligerent
nations; and
Whereas it is equally the desire and interest of the American people to
remain at peace with all nations; and
Whereas the President has recently afforded fresh and signal proofs of the
superiority of diplomacy to butchery as a method of settling international
disputes; and
Whereas the right of American cmzens to travel on unarmed belligerent
vessels has recently received renewed guaranties of respect and inviolability;
and
Whereas the right of American citizens to travel on armed belligerent vessels
rather than upon unarmed vessels is essential neither to their life, liberty,
or safety, nor to the independence, d1gn1ty, or securlty of the United States;
and
Whereas Congress alone has been vested with the power to declare war,
which involves the obligations to prevent war by all proper means consistent
with the honor and vital interest of the Nation:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring),
That it is the sense of the Congress, vested as it is with the sole power to
declare war, that all persons owing allegiance to the United States should,
in behalf of their own safety and the vital interest of the United States,
forbear to exercise the right to travel as passengers upon any armed vessel
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of any belligerent power, whether such vessel be armed for offensive or
defensive purposes: and it is the further sense of the Congress that no
passport should be issued or renewed by the Secretary of State or by anyone
acting under him to be used by any person owing allegiance to the United

States for purpose of travel upon any such armed vessel of a belligerent
power.

Lansing and Bernstorff Discuss
Submarine Warfare, 1916

L: Good morning.

B: Good morning, Sir. You handed me a copy of the note yesterday, and
in the present state of affairs of course my chief object is to find a way
how this break can be avoided, because I hope it can be avoided. My
idea is to find a way out of it, but of course I had to telegraph my
Government that this Government seemed to offer little opportunity
for settlement. If it means the entire stopping of the use of submarines,
I am afraid that it cannot be arranged.

L: You will recall that we said in the first Lusitania note that we thought
it was impossible to use submarines in a really humane way and that
later, in our note of July 21, we said that the way submarine warfare
had been conducted for the past two months showed that is was possible
and therefore we hoped that course would be pursued. Then we had
the sinking of the Arabic right on top of that, which was another great
disaster. Our position is that, if submarine warfare had been conducted
in that way, that possibly there would have been no further question -
raised. But it has not. It has been conducted in the most indiscriminate
way and we cannot help but believe that it is ruthless. In those conditions
submarin€ warfare should stop against commercial vessels, unless visit
and search is observed. .

B: That, of course, is impossible. Germany cannot abandon submarine
warfare. No government could come out and say—‘‘We give up the
use of submarines.”” They would have to resign.

L: What possible methods in the use of submarines, that are effective from

a belligerent standpoint, can be suggested which will comply with the

law?

I had always supposed that warning was to be given.

We do not consider that the people on board—the non-combatants on

board the vessels—are in a place of safety when put into an open boat

a hundred miles from land. It might be calm there, but in the two days

it would take them to reach land there might be a severe storm. That

is one of the grounds of complaint.

B: That, of course, speaking of neutral vessels—

L: The fact that we do not have Americans on these vessels does not
remove the menace to American lives. The sinking of neutral vessels
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