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Perhaps the most perplexing problem in writing histery is one's
realization that he is, of necessity, painting but an impressionistic
portrait of an event or a period, regardless of how much data he includes,
end that his impresgion may vary radically with the next one, This is
the problem I have confronted in this work, and I have set down uy
impressions accordingly.

The yesr 1912 was an excliing one, and the Taft~Roosevelr feud that
it symwbolizes is complex and confusing. Allen Nevins, in his Gateway to
Higtory , has stated the problem succinctly:

We decide by a yapldupealiminary survey that Roosevelt broke

with Taft in 1911 because he wanted a third term in 1912;

how much easier just to pick out enough facts to prove it!

A vast deal of so=called history is indeed written in that

fashion. It is always easier to write, usually to read,

and open to only one obJection == it usually mlsse- the truth.
I have tried to avold these pitfalls, and yet Ichave also attempted to
reveal something of Theodore Roosevelt and something of the progressive era
that the year 1912 tends to summerize. I have tried to bring to light
some of the passions, the fears, the hatred, and the sorrows that humen
nature inscribes on the face of history, and yet inevitably they becowe
largely obscured in the depths of men's nminds, never to be fully recorded.
We might learn much from Hemingway's dictum that the one tenth of the
iceberg that we can see and analyze 1s but a partial representation of the
thoughts and emotiocns that lie beneath.

The year 1912 was a boom year for crusading in American history, and

since crusades are rapely launched on the basis of rational considerations,
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much of this work will deal with psychological and emotional intengibles.
It is an attempt, primorily, to determine Theodore Rooseveltis place in
the context of 1912, and the principsl emphesis will lie in the preconvention
compalyn between Roosevelt and Taft, for it was here that the ededtion
in November was decided.
A crusade 1z an svent of absorbing interest, of deep fascination, to
a historian. It is a phenomena that demonstrates both the best and the
worst in man. The Gpeat Crusade for Progressive Democracy in 1910 was

no different.
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ER ONE

BACK FROM ELBA

"With Pinchot knocked out and Aldrich put
in command I think you can hear a lion
roar in Bast Africa.”

Senator Jonathan P. Dolliver %o

Senator Albert J. Beveridge,
September, 1910.

ON June 18, 1910 the Kaiserin Augusta Victoria docked off the battery
in New York harbor. Aboard was ex~President of the United States Theodore
Roosevelt., He had returned after a fourteen month trip == from Bast
Africa to Egypt to Rome to London. BHe was feted and honored as fev
Chief Executives have been, in office or out. It had all begun when he
left the White House in March of 1909 and elaborately ewmbarked on his
famous African safari, leaving his successor, William Howard Taft, at
the helm of the government. He felled wild aninmals, studied wildlife,
and practiced the strenuous life on the dark continent (reading occasionally
from Carlyle's Frederick The Q@reat, which he carried in his saddle=bag),
and then stormed through Burope. He lectured 1in Bgypt on the benefits of
British imperialism, he reviewed the spike~helmeted German war machine
with the colorful Kaiser Wilhelm, hadgot into a quarrel between Methodists
and Catholics in Rome, refused to see the Pope, and was the officizl
representative of the United States at the funeral of King BEdward VII in
Iondcn. Now he was home. The welcoming crowds thronged to the docks,

complete with a strong contingent of rough riders. It appeared that



Roosevelt "'was five thousand feet high, six blocks wide, wore a halo

that dimmed the luster of Aurora Borealis, breathed thunder and spouted
lightning, and the gnashing of his teeth was heard around the world.”
Captain Archie Butt, an old Roosevelt friend, was there representing the
White House. It was & triumphant ceremony for the Colonel. Butt thought
he had indeed become a world citizem; "His horizon seemed to be greater,
his mental scope more encompassing.’ . His successor, speaking for the
nation, welcomed him back from his "perilous expedition’ and said that

he had "increased the prestige of Americans throughout the world.” 3

Amidst all this excitement there was one obvicus and as yet unanswered
question == what were Rocsevelt's future political plans? For the
Colonel's admirers, discouraged by the incumbent administration, it was
a question they would press to the limit. For Taft and his followers
it was a question that would contribute to many & sleepless night.

Bven as the huge wooden crates containing Roosevelt's safari gear were
trucked away from the White House on the cold inaugural day in March,
1909, Roosevelt heard his successor say:?

I have had the hénor to be one of the advisors to my dise=
tinguished predecessor, and, as such, to hold up his hands
in the reforms he has initiated. I should be untrue to
myself, to my promises, and to the declarations of the
padatform upon which I was elected to office, if I did not

make the maintenance and enforcement of those reforms a
most important feature of my administration. *

4s he left for Africa Roosevelt was at least moderately confident that

A statement made by E. French Strother in the Californis Weekly, reprinted
in "The Mythical Rooseveli,” The American Review of Reviews, v. 42, Decenmber,

1910, p. 725.

Archie Butt to Clara Butt, Jyne 19, 1910, Archie Butt, Taft and Roosevell
The Intimate Letters of Archie Butt, (Garden City, 1930), p.-§§37-—-_____.___4

2
o

"A Welcome to Mr. Roosevelt,” The Qutlook, v. 95, June 18, 1910, p. 343.

L
Jemes D. Richardson, ed., The Messages and Papers of the Presidents, Vol.XVI,




Taft would follovw the progressive line which had been unbroken since 13502,
Roosevelt's supporters at home, however, soon began to detect what they
thought were deviations from progressivism and the "square deal.’

Taft had called for an extra session of Congress on March 15, 1909 to
revise the highly protective Dingley tariff. Roosevelt, basically a
protectionist, had advocated a more equitable tariff for the general public,
and had therefore favored some downward revision; however, he left the
burden of such revision to the next administration. Taft's call thus
seemed an early vindication of Roosevelt's trust in him. It turned out
to be a most unfortunete beginning.

Almost before the Congress had thelr seats on Capitol Hill & move
developed to depose the conservative Speaker of the House, Joe Cannon.

It was not entirely unexpected, for a similar move had been attempted

in December of the preceeding year. The new movemeni, led by George W.
Norris of Nebraska and Victor Murdock of Kansas, almost succeeded and did
produce some changes in the House rules. It demonstrated dramatically

the dissension in Republiean ranks, and the increasingly powerful progrese-
sive delegation in Congress. This should have been indication enough#
for Taft, but instead it "marked the opening wedge of estrangement between
the president and the progressive forces in the Republican party.’ 2

We have every reasontto believe that Tgft sincerely wanted to lower
the tariff. It was certasinly a delicate problem to undertake at the very
outset of a new administration. Although he wmanted to follow in the path

“

of his predecessor, he had develop:  at the same time a personal admiration

(New York, 1397), p. 7363.

&

4 George E. Mowry, Theodore Roosevelt and the Progressive Movement, (New
York, 1946), pp. LOebk,




for Roosevelt's old opponent Nelson A. Aldrich of Rhode Islend, who led
the move against the effective reform of the tariff in the Senate. As
expected, the problem became increasingly complex =- almost unmanageable.
At one point an income tax measure was introduced into the bill by the
progressives after the Senate had kilded the inheritance tax proposal.
Taft effected a "deal” with Aldrich wherby the President would drop the
income tax == which he did in a subseguent special message to Congress ==
if Aldrich would support a tax on interstate corporations. 6 This nmove
created great suspicion oi Taft in the progressive ranks. Many helieved
that he had simply stabbed them in the back. Taft carried his fight, with
less fervor, into the subsequent Jjoint congressional conference, and
finally, after extended debate and considerable rancor, the Payne=ildrich
teriff emerged. The tariff had indeed been lowerdd, but largely on raw
materials, which benefited the eastern manufacturer at the expense of the
wvest and south. In meny significant areas the new tariff was actually higher
than the old Dingley At and,taken as a whole, the two were very similar ==
the nev measure belng devoid of any major improvement.

We cannot eseape the conclusion that Roosevelt was partly regponsible
for this fiasgo. Aside from picking Taft to succeed him, Roosevelt had
also carefully asvoided the tariff question in his own regime as much as
possible. Oscar King Davis, an ardent supporter of the Colonel, writes that

During his seven and a half years in the White House
Mr. Roosevelt had avolded the teriff issue .... He used

HBenry F. Pringle, in his Tgft (pp. 433=436), believes that this was a
presidential victory, but this is very questionable in the light of the tariff
results as a whole,

7 A 41.77% ad valorem tax of the Payne-Aldrich as opposed to a 20,21% ad
valorem tax for the Dingley bill.
8

For an excellent discussion of the Pgyne~Aldrich tariff, see Mowry,



to say quite frankly that he didn't know anything about

the tariff and couldn't make himself take an interest in

it .vee As @ general rule economic questions did not in-

terest him nearly as much as those of a sociological

chagacter .... he was quite ready to agree with the leaders

of [T%he_7'Republican organization of both Senate and House

to postpone tariff action until after the election.
The fact that Taft did not achieve a great improvement in the tariff is
politically understandable, but he made one of his most grievous political
errors by attempting to cover=-up for this disappointment by praising it.
Taft chose to answer the indignation aroused against the teriff in the
middle west by declaring in Winona, Minnesota, that it was the "greatest
tariff ever passed by the Republican party.’ Taft later cleimed that
this was a line in his speech hastily included or overloocked between
whistle stops, but he continued to treat the tariff in this manner throughout
his thirty day coastetp=coast tour in 1909. Many progressive Republicans
were protectionists, but most of them favored some downward revision,
Therefore, the "Back from Elba" movement was greatly fortified in the

10
Mississippi Valley.
Unfortunately, the tariff was but one of Taft's problems. The other

major controversy of his early administration was precipitated by the

dismissal of Gifford Pinchot as Chief Forester of the Department of Agri-

culture. Taft was admittedly placed in a difficult position. Pinchot was

Theodore Roosevelt and the Progressive Movement, pp. 36=65.
Oscar King Davis, Released for Publication, (Cambridge, 1925), pp. 159=160.

o Many in the White House who had been close to Roosevelt tried to convince
Taft that this "Back from Elba" movement was serious. Even Secret Sgrvice Agent
Jimmy Sloan had done so on January 12, 1910. Archi@ Butt to Clars Butt, January
12, 1910, The Intimate letéers of Archie Butt, p. 261. The movement began to
take practical shape with the meeting of the Roosevelt Club of St. Paul early

in Jyne of 1910, James R. Garfield, President of the Club, even predicted that
Roosevelt, Pinchot and Garfield would head a new third party. 'In their sube
sequent addresses neither Pinchot nor Garfield denied or doubted the prescience
of the statement.’ Mowry, Theodore Roosevelt and the Progressive Movement, p.118.




a symbol of one of Roosevelt's most enthusiastic reforms -- the consere
vation of the nation's natural resources. He was a volatile, dedicated
figure, who would have been quite at home in the New Deal administrations.

He initisted a public indictment against the new Secretary of the Interior,
Richard A. Ballinger, on the gioundsg that Ballinger was conspiring to deliver
some valuable Alaskan mineral filelds into the hands of privete indusfry ==

to be specific, the Guggenheim trust. Since Ballinger wae a cabinet member
Pinchot's agtions were open insubordination, but the progressives considered
them Jjustified and in the public interest. Pinchot hed achually brought

the crisis to a head by writing a letter to Senator Jonathan P, Dolliver

of Towa aduitting that he had used confidential material from govermment files
in his public atsacks on Ballinger, Dolliver read this letter on the floor
of the Senate, and Taft was challenged with a situation that had no easy

way out. This was exectly what Pinchot wented -~ a clear indiceation of
vhere Mr. Taft stpod on the issue. Tgft believed that the whole matter

was & conspliracy designed to forment a breach between him and Roosevelt,

and Captain Butt reports that the problem weighed so heavily on the Chief
Executive that" he looked like a man almost 111." A Pinally, with the full

approval of his cabinet, end on the advice of Elihu Root, Taft dismissed

Pinchot and bpought down enothlr pelting rain of progressive criticism

12
upon his administration. The Mississippl Valley grew evenmore suspicious

44 Archie Butt to Clara Butt, Jamuary T, 1910, Butt, The Intimate letiers
of Archie Butt, p. 25k,

Archie Butt to Clara Butt, Jauvary 9, 1910, Ibid., p. 256.



if not hostile towards Taft, and Senator Dolllver wrote to Albert J.

Beveridge of Indiana that "With Pinchot knocked out and Aldrich put in

cormmand I think you can hear a lion roar in Bast Africa.” .

There have been a number of lesser causes suggested for the pemsonal
split between Roosevelt and Taft. Some have felt that Roosevelt resented
Taft's degree of appreclation to his brother, Charles Taft, for help in
winning the election. The fact that Roosevelt did not send Taft a letter
or thanke=yon for the President's bon~voyage gift in 1909 has been the
subject of speculation as well., Many have folt that the Taft family,
espaecially Mrs. Taft, resented Roosevelt simply because he had been s0
nacegsayy to Taft's election, and there seems to be evidence to support
this view, 5 Mich of this has undoubtedly been @&xaggerated in the light
of subseguent events.

Whatever the reasons for the political enmity between the two men, it
had wnmistakebly “eveloped to a degree before Rooseveli's arrival in New
York in June of 1910. As early as November of the preceeding yesr Taft
confided to Archie Butt: '"There is no use trying to be William Howard
Taft with Roosevelt's ways.” In Jgnuary of 1910 he told Senator Bouwrne
that he "thought it would be impossible tomelect a conservative man to

the Presidency next time” and that he "sav signs of a complete breakwdthin

1L
J.P. Dolliver to A,J. Beveridge, September 14, 1910, Quoted in Mowry,

Theodore Roosevelt and the Progressive Movement, p. 69.
15 Davis, Released for Publication, pp. 105-106.

6 N
. Many of these "causes, Incluiing the fact that Taft falled to retain
Henry White as arbassador to France, "were not issues until Roosevelt's anger

distorted his memory.” Hemry F. Pringle, Theodore Roosevelt, A Biography,
(New York, 1956 ed.), p. 370.



' 1
the partyeeo. ' 7 In July of 1910 Mrs. Taft actually told her husband

that he would have to fight Rossevelt for the nomination in 1912 and,
if Taft won, Roosevelt would defeat him for reelection. At the same time,
Taft felt that Roosevelt might consider forming a third party, because
it seemed probably "the only logical way" for the Colonel to reach an
additional term.

Roosevelt became aware of the dissatisfaction of the progresslives at
home when letters began to reach him overseas complaining of Taft's regime. 9
Gifford Pinchot paid him a visit, a most significant ome, at Porto Maurizio
in 1910, and we can well imagine how Piachot painted the incumbant adminise
tration. Perhaps the first thing that lmpressed Roosevelt with the possibility
of Taft's divergence from the progressive path was the President's failure
to retain some of the particular cabinet members whose retention Roosevelt
had specifically reguested. There is evidence that the Colonel apparently
felt assured that James R. Garfield would remain as Secretary of the Ianterior
and that his personal secretary, William Loeb, Jr., would be made Secretary
of the Navy. Neither of these came to pass. ) Roosevelt did not emphasize
this at the time, but it must have suggested the possibility of a change

in Taft. Roosevelt told Henry L. Stoddard that he tried to keep out of

H Archie Butt to Clara Butt, November 1k, 1909 and January 30, 1910, The
Intimate Ietters of Archie Butt, p. 236 and p. 272.

18

19 Some ,1ike Henry L. Stoddard, felt that "There was & sag everywhere in
Washington; the old vigor was gone; none offhe familiar calls to action

were ever heard,” or, more seriously, that Taeft!s acceptance speech in Cin=-
cinatti in 1908 and his inaugural address were "the last evegpheard from Taft

in a kindly way about Roosevelt's policies... " Henry L. Stoddard, As Knew
Them, (Wew York, 1927), p. 368 and p. 345. Oscar King Davis said that immediately
after e 1908 convention "it became apparent to close observers that things

vere not well with the party, and that they were llkely to be worse before they
were betder.” Davis, Rgleased for Publication, p. 94.

Davis, Released for Publication, p. 126.

A chie Butt to Clara Butt, Jyly 16, 1910, Ibid., »b. 436.




Taft's affairs, but "a pollicy of exclusion of all the men who had any
relation at all with me or whai I stodd for seemed to have been inaugurated,
under the gzrildance of Charles and Henry Taft,” o This is also certainly
exaggerated, but 1t was a fact that Talt was seen more and more with members
of the 0ld Guard, especlally Nelson Aldrich. He claimed that he had to
work with them to a degree to rulfill his legislative program, but even
Archie Butt bewailed the fact that wherever Taft went "he affiliated with
the men whom Roosevelt disliked the most and whom he was wont to call
the 'Enemy'.” =
Roosevelt sent Taft a letter which arrived at the White House on June 18,
the day the ex=President's ship docked in New York. In it he séid that he
would not wmake any political statement for two months, until he had
thorowghly studied the situation, 23 Taft then asked his predecessor to
the White House, and Roosevelt replied rather unsatisfactorily: "Now, my
dear Mr. President, your invitation to the White House touches me greatly ...
But I don't think it well for an ex-President to go to the White House,
or indeed to go to Wamhington, except when he cannot help it ...” .
The Colonel was clearly sizing up the situation with his keen political

eye., He was already somewhat predisposed agéinst Taft, and he probably

Stodderd, As I Knew Them, p. 387.

22 prchie Butt to Clara Butt, September 6, 1909, Butt, The Intimate letters
11 ty, Pe 202, During the debate on the tarifi, Senator Dolliver had

gsald of Taft: "He is an amiable gentleman, entirely surrounded by men who know

exactly what they want.” Quoted in Davis, Rpleased for Publication, p. 169.

23 '

Archle Butt to Clara Butt, Jyne 19, 1910, Ibid., p. 395.

24

T.R. to William Howard Taft, Jyne 19, 1910, William Howard Taft Papers,
The Manuscript Division, Tie Library of Congress, Washlington D.C. Hereafter
referred to as Talt M5S.
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had reason to be. VYet, he also realized that +o br ing thivgs to a
head innthe summer of 1910 wou'd be prlitically unwise, 2 He attempted

to calm the enthusisstic Gifford Pinchot by indicating that he, oo, was
disappointed in Taft, but also indicating that although Taft had been "a
rather pitiful failure” this could well be sttributed to his lack of good
advisors (an indictment of the rresident's wife and brother Charles), He
reminded Pinchot that the failure of the party to renominate Taft had to

be based on Ystrong reasons” and that his own candidacy wvould not be
proposed 'unless everybody believed that the ship was sinking...” o Yet,
Roosevelt realized that Taft's woudd not be a progressive administration,
and the possibility of his own entrance into the growing breach in party
renks certainly began to occur to him., Regardless of the fluid state of
Rcosevell's plans, he was determined to remain, characteristically, near
the center of the politicel stage. When he was indirectly epproaisbked by
Carr V. Van inde of the New York Times about sn editorship, Roosevelt
laughed and said he had taken the position as contributing editor of the
Qutlook., "I want to preach,” he said, "I have a good menysermons in me
that I want to deliver, and the Qutlook will furnish me a bully pulpit.” 21
The one thing he seemed to disllke wost, and this becomes ironic in the
light of subsequent events, was that Taft had contributed little to party

unity «= in fact, Jjust the opposite. Roosevelt also regretted that this

“?  The very fact that Roosevelt did not attack Taft on the tariff question
indicated to wany thatbhe was not actlvely gunning for the nomination against
the President, and tha’. his desire for another term was unfounded. See Mr,
Rooseveli's Motives end Purpose,” Independent, v.69,0ctober 27,1910, pp. 935=37.
We can alsormemember that Roosevelt felt unsure discussing he tariff.

T.R. to Gifford Pinchct, June 28, 1910, Theodore Roosevelt Papers, Manuscript
Division, The Iibrery cf Congress, Washington, D.C. Hereafter referred to as
Roosevelt M§S. He also expressed the same sentiment to Arthur Hemilton lLee:

" eee Tat has come far short of doing what he ought to have done, but after all
he has done well enough to make me feel Jjustified in supporting him ...” T.R.
to Arthur H. Iee, Jyly 19, 1910, Roosevelt Mss.

¥ Davis, Released for Publication, p. 139.
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strugele involved not only politicians but "the masses of il2 people”
as well, 28 At this stuge Roossvelt vas criticixing Taft not so much "for
being & consa2rvative but rather for not being a politician.”

In less than a wmonth after the ex-President was beck the lines for bhe
future struggle for the dominance of the Republican party were bheginning to
form., They were by no means clearly drawn, but the misunderstanding between
Taft and Roosevelt, if that is what it was, was to grow duringthe summer
monthe and would reach a critical phase of its development during the
congressionsl elections of 1910,

One thing seemed clear == that "every large political plen of either
party for the next two years will be made with direct; if not acknowledged
reference” 1o Roosevelt, 3 William Boward Taft snd his close supporters
were pot nelve. They well realized the potential threat in Roosevelt and
they kept this realizetion uppermost in their minds. They were fin iliax
vith Koosevelt's political tactics and his tendency towards politicel
office. “Harvey Cushing without a scalpel, John Mershall withcut a robe,
Stonewall Jeckson witkout an army meke no more sense than Theodore Roosevelt

whkthout a public office in hend oroon order.” 31

L)
28 T.R. t0 Nicholus Longworth, July 11, 1910, Roosevelt Mss. Roosevelt wrote
Pinchot on August 17, 1910 that "One of the heaviest counts against Taft is that
by his actions he hes rroduced a state of affairs in which the split is so deep
that it seems impossib’e to heal it, and the most likely result is that people
will say: 'A Plegue on bolh your houses,' and turn to the Democrats.” Roosevelt Mss
29

Mowry, Theodore Roosevelt andthe Progressive Mcvement, p. 131.

30

"Mr. Roosevelt == What Next?" Worlds Work, v. 20, May, 1910, pp. 12879-82.

1
) Johr. Morton Blum, The Republican Rocsevelt, (Vew York, 1963 ed.), Pe Te



C TWO

A POLITICAL WHIRLPOOL

"Izam deeply wounded, and there is nothing
to do but get used to the pain.”
- William Howard Taft, Septewmber, 1910,

"I would not feel that I had a right to obe
Jject to being sacrificed if it were necessary
to sacrifice me, if we had to lead & forlorn
hope and that I was the best person to lead it.'
- Theodore Roosevelt, October, 1911,

IF the state of Maine has not always been the best political barometer
in American history, perhaps offeyear congressional elections have been.,
Similar to the parliamentary bi=elections in QGreat Britain, the congressional
contests that occur in the midst of presddentisl terms in the United States
have been surprisingly consistent in indicating the results of the following
presidential elections. And, with even the exceptions consildered, they
tend to demonstrate evolving political trends most dramatically. To
some extent they also determine many of the issues that will become pare=
mount, and perhaps decisive, in the race for the White House two years
later., In the congressiocnal elections of 1910 1t was clearly demonstrated
that there were critical divi sions in the Republican party and that the
Taft administration was not faring well In the eyes of public opinion.
If anything, these elections only made the problems more critical. They
were certainly made more obvious.

Roosevelt wrote his friend Henry Cabot Lodge that Taft!s supporters

were pressuring him to come out in & "flaming endorsement’ of his successor,



but the Colonel knew thet this would "be bitterly resented” by many of
his own close friends. The course he had determined to follow, perhaps
even before his return to the United States and certainly by midesumer
of 1910, was an active campaign for the party in the congressional electiouns.
As he told Lodge in July: '"Tpe greatest service I cen render to Taft,
the service which beyond all others will tend to secure his renomination ...
is to try to help the Republican party to win at the polls this fall... o
On the other hand, he was somewhat discouraged by the possibilities of
the campaign. He wrote to Theodore, Jr.: "I need not tell you that 1t
was no desire of mine to go into the contest this year; events shaped
themselves so that I could not stay out without being a craven and shirking
my plain duty.” : Roosevelt considered his allegiance to his party and
to his friends, took a critical look at the waning popularity of Taft
and the widening split in the party, and came into the campaign in typical
style.

He quickly embroiled himself in the New York campaign and on a larger
scale in a campaign throughout the country, particularly in the west,
in an attempt to ward off a repudiation of the Republican administration.
The crisis was well 1llustrated by the inflamed oratory and the freguent
exchange of personalities between Republicans in the last Congress, by
the 0ld Guard's mfusal to give the insurgents any regular party support,

and by thelr call for the defeat of progressive members, -

1

T.R. to Henry Cabot Lodge, July 19, 1910, Elting Morison, editor, The
letters of Theodore Roosevelt, vol. 7, (Cambridge, 1954), pp. 102=103. Here=
after referwed to as The letters.
2

T.R. to Theodore Roosevelt, Jr., November 11, 1910, T.R.,Jr. Mss, Ibid.,
p. 160,

2

Mowry, Theodore Roosevelt and the Progressive Movement, pp. 106~107.




- }_‘4-

On the national level Roosevelt set out on a long tour of the country,
speaking for Republicens everywhere, and especially for his friends.

This trip vas made under the auspices of the Qutlogk, and it began in late
August with a speech in Oriskany, New York. From there he went to Utica

and then out to Cleveland and Denver. He spoke to great crowds in
Cleveland, Kansas City, and Sioux City. In Fargo, North Dakota, thousands
remained to hear him speask in the midst of a downpour. His train then

wound its way to St., Paul, Milwaukee and Chicago, back to New York, and,then,
briefly, to New BEngland where he did yeoman work for Lodge. Next on his
itinerary was his swing through the South -« from Virginia to Georgla

and through Mlssissippi, Arkansas, Missouri, and Indiana, It was

a comprehensive tour indeed. .

In the South, Roosevelt was met by "the charactaristic high-pitched
cheer ... which is the descendant, toned down a little doubtless by forty
yearsbof peace, of the 'rebel yell' of wartime.” He spoke on familiar
topics: good citizenshlp, cattle branding, conservation, his southern
ancestry (on his mother's side), ﬂhcle Remus (one of his favorites), and
eventhis concern with the interesting topic of population == "I like all
your crops, but I like your baby crop best." ¥ They seemed to love him.

Barlier in his western tour he had made a speech at Osawatomie, Kansas
that some saw a8 perhaps 'the most radicel speech ever given by an ex-

6
President.” It was a highly sighificant statement, filled with implications

L
Most of the information on Rooseveli's trip was taken from Davis, Released
for Publication, pp. 195-236. Some very valuable excerpts from some of his
gpeeches on his western tour can be found in "Some Questions Andwered,” Qutlook,
v.97, January 28, 1911, pp. 235-24k,

Harold J, Howland, "Down South and Back Again,” Qutlook, v.96, October 22,
1910, pp. 384«387.
6

Mowry, Thgodore Roosevelt and the Progressive Movement, p. 1lili. See Chapter
Eggggefogfatggglwg}ﬁgussion of this speech. We will discuss it in the next



for the future, and we will have need to speak of it in more detail later.
Perheps the most interesting episode of all, however, occurzed in Chicago
when Roosevelt refused to attend the Hamilton Club dinner if Senator Willieam
Iorimer would also be present. Lorimer was under ladictment at the time

for irregulaerities in his senatorial election, and the club was forced to
inform him that "Colonel Roosevelt positively declines to sit at the same
table with you. Our invitation to you this evening is therefore withdrawn."
Roosevelt attended the dinner and called such edection corruption "a most
infamous treason against American institutioms,” T This was far from the
last time that the luckless lLorimer would serve as Roosevelt's "whipping
boy."

Roosevelt had not, in fact, sald anything original or different in a
political sense, except perhaps at Osawatomie. Most of his addresses were
confined to welletried platitudes and restatements of his policiles priok
tp 1908. This made little difference to his audiences. "If he assumes
that he is the most importent figure in our political life, and that the
nation and the whole world are walting to be instruéééd by him ... the
people show no signs of baing disposed to quarrel with him on that account.”

We was supposedly attempting to heal the wounds that the Republican
party had inflicted upon itself by using his personality and his prestige
to bring the divisive elements back into at least an appearence of unity.

He also hoped to reassure the progrzssives, and they certailnly needed reage-

suring, that the true basis of reform was still the "Gpand 0ld Party"of Lincoln,

T “Mr. Roosevelt's Speeches,” Independent, v.69, September 15, 1910,
pp. 560-562.

8 "The New Test of Roosevelt,” Nation, v.91, September 1, 1910, p. 180.
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Yet, hiscactions, instead of effecting & reconciliation, only emphasized
the breach and widened 1t. Since many turned to him to bring the party
back to its heyday of 1908, Taft began to regard dubiously the benefits

of the Colonel's campaign tgbtics, which were supposedly in the President’s
behalf,

It is said that Roosevelt was persuaded to enter actively into the
campaign in New York by Charles Evans Hughes, then CGoverncr of that state,
while both men attended a Harvard commencement chortly after Roosevelt's
return from Burope. The Colonel announced his candidacy for the temporary
chairmanship of the New York Republican convention, but the Talft-oriented
organization balked andon August 16 the committee recommended Taft's
Vice=-Pre#ident, James 5. Sherman, instead, This only increased Roosevelt's
determination to dominate the convention, especially since he wished to
see hig o0ld friend, Henry Stimson, nominated for Governor. Sherman
telephoned the White House constantly, enumerating his plans to nip the
Roosevalt boom in the bud by defeating ithe ex-President in the convention.
Taft, however, asked to remain well behind the scenc : he was still

9

gttempting to avold a clear-cut break with his predecessor. Roosevelt
realized that he might lose his fight in the convention and that the
intra=party battle would probably fortell "the defeat of the Republican

n 10 He remained

gandidate for the governorship of New York that fall,
undaunted, however, and in the convention at Saratoga he carried his fight
to the delagates with characteristic ferocity. "With his pugnacious lower

jaw thrust belligerently forward,’ he ascended the speaker's platform.

9 Archie Butt to Clara Butt, August 17, 1910, Butt, The Intimate letters of
Archie Butt, p. 479. A very good discussion of thls is contained in Elting E.
Morison, Turmoil and Tradition, (New York, 1964 ed.), pp. 108117,

N Davis, Released for Publication, pp. 194-195.




As he spoke his "hands were clenched, and he strode back and forth ...,
uttering his thoughts in short, Jerky sentences, and pounding them home

with one doubled=-up f{st strick violently into the palm of the other hand.” o
He won the temporary chairmanship and Stimson was nominated for Gowernor

on September 29, How little this did to achieve unity in party ranks is
sadly illustrated in Taft's cabinet == half of them were elated at Roosevelt's
victory while the other half, the President included, were '"greatly cast
down, "

The results of the entire congressional campaign were ewmn more dise-
couraging to the 0ld Guard. When the smoke cleared, the battlefield was
gtrewn with the bodies of "stand~pat’ Republicans. By late September of
1910, forty=-one Republican incumbent congressmen had been defeated, only
13

one of whom could be called an insurgent. The Democrats came within
three seats of a majority in the Senate and they did achleve & fairly
substantial 58.3% mejority in the House. H Taft was understandably upset
gt the defeat of some of his closest political friends, especially since
the progressive candidates, like Miles Poindexter of Washington state,

had done so well in comparison. He attributed a great deal of this to

the intervention of Roosevelt, particularly in his victory over Sherman in

New York, The affable President could only say: "I am deeply wounded,

o
and there is nothing to do bdft get used to the pain. 2 In October he

ll ;Eid., p. 223.

Archie Butt to Clara Butt, September 27, 1910, Butt, The Intimate Iletters of
13

14

M owry. Theodore Roosevelt and the Progressiwe Movement, p. 130.

Louis H. Bean, How to Predict Elections, (New York, 1948), pp. 189=190.
Despite the title, this work does contain some valuable statistics.

1
2 Archie Butt to Clara Butt, September (?), 1910, Butk,, The Intimate letters
of Archie Butt, p. 530.
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confided to his closest friends at the White House =« "..,I think Ropsevelt
expects now to ke a cendidate in 1912... " ¥

As Taft felt the pangs of defeat, sc also did Roosevelt. Although the
progressive Republicans seemed Jjustifiably Jjubilant, it was obvious that
the party had lost heavily in New York, and even with Roosevelt's influence,
Stimson had lost the gubernatorial contest to Dix of the Democrats. The
efforts of the Colonel to patcheup the party front had been largely in
vain., After a8ll, it seemed obvious that "the voters had repudiated both
Taft's conservative principles and Roosevelt's attempt to reconsoiidate
the party somewhere lef't of center, [fénd;7 had given the new Republicanism
of lLa Follette and Cummins & rousing vote of confidence.” H The lesson
was not lost on the ex-President. He had been attempting to play a slightly
left "middle-or-the=road” role in bringing the party back together, and
he found himself caught between the insurgent forces on the one hand and
the Taft "people” on the other. This experience == this frustravion =
vas largely the result of the role he had tried to play, and this was
critical in the evolution of his political activity as it developed toward
1912, He had written Lodge in September that it was "exasperating” to
have Taft's "agents” trying to discredit him when actuallywhat he was doing

18

was to the President's advantage. He wrote a very long, and very re=

vealing letter to Elihu Root in October, whiéch said in part:

es« L have never had & more unpleasant summer., The

16

Archie Butt to Clara Butt, October 11, 1910, Ibid., p. 546. However, Taft
sti11l hoped that Roosevelt would drop out for the sake o. the party.
1
! George E. Mowry, The FEra of Theodo.e Roosevelt and the Birth of Modern
Americe, 1900-1912, (New York, 1958 ed.), p. 273. Hereafter referred to as
The Ers of Theodore Roosevelt,

18

T.R. to Henry Cabot Lodge, September 24, 1910, Roosevelt Mss.



sordld baseness of the so=called Regulars, who now
regard themselves as especially Taft men, and the

wild irresponsible folly of the ultra-insurgents,

make a situation which is very unpleasant. From a
variety of causes, the men who are both sane and
progressive, the men who make up the strength of the
party, have been left so at sea during these months ...
that they have themselves tended to become either
gordld on the one hand, or wild on the other.”

He added that if he supported Taft ian 1912 "it would be under no illusion
and simply as being the best thing that the conditions permit.” 19

It should have been clear st this time that the split in the party
was irrevockble. Roosevelt suffered a loss of confidence when he
realized that he couldmnot bring about a unity of his own party. This
logss of confidence was gallingly exasperating to a man of Roosevelt's
temperament, and he strongly disliked the feeling. In loocking at the
whole of hils correspondence for the years 1910 and 1911 we find a sense
of transition implicit, if not explicit, in it. He was, in fact, slowly
moving from a center (or left of entey)position in the party to the
relatively far left =- he was becoming perhaps one of the "wild ones’ he
referged to., Perhaps he sensed that sitting on the fence would not do
if he were to continue in active politics on, more or less, his own terms.
Constantly attempting to effect reconciliation might in itself be com=
promising his own position of political usefullness in the party. He
would have to allenate some important elements in the party if he were
to take anything ressewbling decisive action, and to a party man this was
most discouraging. He had wmade an effort to pour oll on the twoubled waters,

but "It was an attempt to reconcile the irreconcilable, to pluck fruit from

19 T.R, to Elihu Root, October 12, 1910, Root Mss, Morison, The letters, vol. 7,
p. 148,
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cactus, and squeeze blood from the turnip.” It seemed that the malady
was incurable by the end of 1910, for in early January of the next year,
under the leadership of Robert M. La Follette and a few others, the
National Progressive Republican league was formed in Chicago. Iis
‘raison d'etre was to defeat Taft for the renomination in 1912," and upon
this foundation Lg Follette launched his campeign for the presidency in
Jyne of 1911, =t

There are scores of other manifestations of the growing gulf between
Roosevelt and Taft, and we cannot possibly do justice to them here. The
goup de grace to any hope of reconclliation between the two men, however,
was administered in the form of an anti=trust sult by the government against
the United States Steel Corporation. If Taft did indeed hope for such
a reconciliation, or at least to fogétall Roosevelt's entrance into the
race of 1912, then this action marks one of the most capual and inept
blunders of & Chief Executive in American history.

Roosevelt had made an effort to straddle the whirlpool of political events
ever since the fall of 1910, He was unwilling to alienate either wing of
the party, since he still seemed to feel that he ws the only man that
could unite them asgain, if any man could., He probably hoped Tgft would
receive the nomination én 1912 if only he might reap all the repercussions
of his own mikstakes, and thus leave the party open for another leader, free
and clear, in 1916. On October 27, 1911, however, this was altered. The
Colonel came to see that this attitude would not bear fruit -- it was plainly
not working. The catalyst for his new train of thought came when the

administration officially announced its suit against the Steel trust for

20
Movry, Theodore Roosevelt and the Progressive Movement, p. 119.

Ipid., po. 172-1Tk.
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viclation of the Sherman Act. On that October day Roosevelt felt he
had found a critical feason why the Taft administration was undesearving
of political reelection.

It will be remembered that Roosevelt, as President, had not objected
to the purchase of the Tennessee Coal and Iron Company by Upited States
Steel in order to avert whit seemed to be an imminent depression during
the "Panic of 1907." With a consummate lack of tact, the administration
made this purchase one of the principal grounds for the suilt, thus inferring
that Roosevelt had violated his own principles and catered to the demands
of the "malefactors of great wealth" under pressure of economic hardship
during his administration. "By that action the pres:‘ent 1lit the fuse
of a powder bag. The resulting explosion changed the course of American
politics.” 22

Roosevelt's reaction was almost violent. On the very day that the suit
was announced, he sent a copy of his protest in the Butlook to Governor
Hirem Johnson of California along with a letter that dealt, in part, with
the possibilities for his candidacy in 1912, He said, " ... I would not
feel that I had a right to object to being sacrificed jf%y being nominated
in 1912;7 if it vere necessary to sacrifice me, if we had to lead a forlorn

23
hope and that I was the best person to lead it." An editorial in the

2
z Ibid., p. 189.

T.,R. to Hiram W. Johnson, October 27, 1911, Roosevelt Mss. Mowry says that
inthis letter Roosevelt "intimated ... that he might be persuaded to run for
the nomination were he convinced that the masses of the people liked and trusted
him,” Mowry, The Bra of Theodore Roosevelt, p. 291. Aside from the fact that
this idea ighot new in Roosevelt's correspondence, we must also remember that
he ended this same letter by saying, " ... I have a right to ask every friend of
mine to do everything possible to prevent not merely mxéomination, but any
movement looking toward my nomination.”

K
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Qutlook, on August 29, 1911, compared Roosevelt's action in 1907 to Lincoln's

24

suspension of habeas corpus during the Civil Var. And, in an article

in the same issue, Roosevelt was enraged that the suit intimeted a certain
complacency, or even complicity, on his part: " ... if anyone will look back
end think the matter over seriously and in good faith, he will understand
that 1t was not & question of saving any bank or trust company from failure;
the guestion was of saving the plain people, the common people, in all

parts of the United States from dfemd¥ul misery and suffering; and thils is
what my action did.” He went on to s<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>