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M r. P r e s i d e n t :  — You have done me the honor of 
asking me to give an address in memory of Henry 
Cabot Lodge. I  accepted, thinking that because of our 
life-long friendship I could speak of him and the dif
ferent phases of his career frankly, if need be, criti
cally, knowing well that his wish would be not a 
panegyric, but the truth. In such an address one can 
do little more than touch upon the salient features of 
his life and career.

He was a son of Massachusetts. His boyhood and 
early manhood were passed under the shadow of the 
State House. His Washington house on Massachusetts 
Avenue was a home of Massachusetts in the Capitol 
City. Each summer he felt the tingle of the salt spray 
so dear to every Massachusetts man as the waves 
broke over the cliffs at Nahant.

Massachusetts sent him to Washington as a Senator 
for six terms, a record equalled, I believe, in the Senate 
only six times in the Nation’s history. At his death 
he was Senior Member of the House, Leader of the



Majority, as well as Chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations.

We of Massachusetts glory in our individuality. At 
the same time we are recognized as being of a certain 
type. What we are, apart from his individual char
acteristics, Henry Cabot Lodge was. He was bone of 
our bone and flesh of our flesh. I speak of him, there
fore, as a son of Massachusetts. His grandfather, 
Giles Lodge, was an English merchant, and by the 
chance of a mutiny in Santo Domingo, shipped from 
there to Boston. His father, John Ellerton Lodge, was 
also a successful merchant, and sent his clipper ships 
around the world. Upon his mother’s side his great
grandfather, George Cabot, a friend of Washington 
and Hamilton, was a Senator from Massachusetts in 
1791, and under President Adams the first Secretary 
of the Navy.

Between Otis and Wintlirop Streets off Summer 
Street in this city stood seventy-five years ago “  a 
square, stone house of smooth granite, large and com
fortable, facing south and open on all sides ” , the 
house of Henry Cabot. Here his grandson, Henry 
Cabot Lodge, was born on May 12,1850. In the garden 
or under the shade of the superb horse-chestnut trees 
of Summer Street or of the English elms on Bedford 
Street, little Cabot, trundled by his nurse in his baby 
carriage, first breathed the air of Boston, then innocent 
of soft coal smoke.

Eight years later the Lodges, feeling the pressure of 
business enterprise from the water, moved across the 
Common to 31 Beacon Street. The State House was 
then, as I well remember it, the original Bulfinch 
building, while next west of it, set back upon a terrace 
lower than that of the State House, was the beautiful



and ancient stone house of Governor John Hancock; 
while next to that was a brick house with substantial 
modern facade built by Mayor Samuel Eliot, father of 
President Eliot, who sold it to John E. Lodge, Cabot’s 
father. Here on a spot well within the limits of the 
present State House grounds, Cabot Lodge passed his 
boyhood. He was indeed a son of Massachusetts.

Here curled up on a sofa he read his child fairy 
tales and poetry; books of romance, too. Before he 
was ten years old, he had read all of Walter Scott’s 
novels, and having a remarkably retentive memory, 
he held and assimilated what he read. He was now 
a deep-dyed Boston boy, and had the freedom of the 
city; for of all my friends no other was given such 
personal liberty to go and do as he pleased. The 
seamy side of life, however, never interested Cabot. 
His home, traditions, tastes, and character always 
kept his standards high and his life clean.

History was in the making before his eyes, for his 
house, being next the State House, looked out upon 
scenes of the Civil War. Up Beacon Hill from the 
parade ground on the Common marched the First 
Regiment, responding to the call of President Lincoln, 
and the Second. Baltimore’s massacre on the 19th of 
April, ’61, had passed; Bull Run, too: Shaw’s Regi
ment marched under his very windows and he saw 
them reviewed by Governor Andrew. His father’s and 
mother’s relatives’ and friends’ sons were wounded 
and dying. His schoolmate, Huntington Wolcott, 
brother of Roger afterwards Governor, to whom we 
boys gave a sword as we cheered him off, was brought 
home in a few weeks dead. Then he read in the papers 
how when the North was hard pressed, England was 
arming privateers to destroy our merchant ships; how



Charles Francis Adams, right from his father’s 
friends, was standing for his country alone across the 
sea; while Gladstone was telling the English people 
that “  Jefferson Davis had made a nation.”

We have come upon happier days, but the facts were 
burned into the souls of young Americans that when
ever in the short history of our country we had been 
weak or hard pressed, England had lifted up her voice 
and hand against us. After school days and a year 
with his parents in Europe, he entered Harvard Col
lege, graduating in 1871 in about the middle of his 
class. He had, however, read widely.

On the 29th of June, 1871, the day after his gradua
tion from Harvard, he was married to Anna Cabot 
Davis, daughter of Admiral Charles Henry Davis, in 
Christ Church, Cambridge. After a year in Europe, 
Cabot came back to Boston with the intention of mak
ing literature his life work. He went through the 
Harvard Law School and was admitted to the Suffolk 
Bar. He was also associated with Henry Adams and 
John T. Morse, Jr., in literary work, writing for the 
Statesmen’s Series the Lives of Alexander Hamilton, 
Daniel Webster and George Washington. He lectured 
at Harvard on the History of the American Colonies 
and of the United States, publishing essays and 
volumes on these subjects, as well as a life of his great
grandfather, George Cabot, thus unconsciously pre
paring for his future career.

He went to caucuses, and having an ambition to 
serve the State and country in public life, he deter
mined to try for office. It was difficult to induce the 
shoemakers of Lynn and the people of Chelsea to take 
seriously a young man from Nahant, who had all the 
hall marks and aloofness of manner of a gilded youth.



But his determination, persistence and ability grad
ually opened liis way, and in 1879 he was elected by the 
Republicans of the 10th Essex District as a Member 
of the Massachusetts House of Representatives. He 
served with credit, and although only twenty-nine 
years old, went as delegate and Secretary of the 
Massachusetts Delegation to the National Republican 
Convention of 1880 at Chicago. Serving a second term 
in the House, he was nominated in 1881 for the State 
Senate by the Republicans of the 1st Essex District; 
the campaign was a hot and close one, ending in the 
defeat of Lodge by about one hundred and fifty votes 
in five thousand.

Cabot was an only son, and usually got what he 
wanted. In boyhood games he did not always take 
defeat pleasantly. He was ambitious and proud. The 
object of his ambition was for the moment the State 
Senate, with by this time probably a rather clear 
determination to try for Washington later. Cabot was 
angry: and his heat was not abated when in the next 
year he ran for the Republican nomination for 
Congress, and beginning with thirty-eight votes on the 
first ballot, he received thirty-nine votes on the one 
hundred and thirty-first and last ballot, when Mr. 
Elisha S. Converse of Malden was nominated.

During these years he became the friend of his 
parents’ friends, Charles Sumner, Lothrop Motley, 
Francis Parkman, Mr. Longfellow, Oliver Wendell 
Holmes, and James Russell Lowell; younger men than 
these also, Mr. Justice Horace Gray, Mr. Justice Oliver 
Wendell Holmes, Colonel Henry Lee, Major Henry L. 
Higginson and others.

General Benjamin F. Butler was then Governor of 
the Commonwealth, and the challenge went forth to the



Republican Party to defeat him in the next election. 
In 1883 the battle took place. Against Governor 
Butler was pitted George D. Robinson, a high-minded, 
straightforward, hard-hitting Yankee from the Con
necticut Valley as the candidate for Governor, while 
Cabot Lodge managed the campaign, and won the 
victory.

He was now the young man for whom a generation 
had been waiting, a scholar, a gentleman, of spotless 
character; and whose steps were set in the path of 
purity in politics. To be sure, there were whisperings 
among his friends, and loud voices from his critics that 
unworthy methods had been used in his campaigns, 
that money had flowed freely in Lynn, Chelsea, and 
Charlestown with the Navy Yard; that he was deter
mined at all costs and by hook or by crook to redeem his 
defeat and go to Washington. There were no corrupt 
practices acts in those days.

When hard boiled politicians, whose meat and drink 
depend upon party victory lift up a scholar in politics 
as their standard bearer, things may and do happen, 
whether he is aware of them or not; and Cabot prob
ably had his suspicions.

One of the great decisions of his life came after the 
Republican Convention of 1884. The Party leadership 
had fallen into dubious, if  not unscrupulous hands. 
Senator Blaine, the “  Plumed Knight ” , was thought 
by a large number of citizens, especially in the East, 
to represent what was demoralizing in the political life 
of the time; and in an investigation of the financing 
of the Union Pacific Railroad had been shown up in 
a way that was to his discredit. He was, however, the 
“  destined ”  candidate of the Republicans. A large 
wing of the party, men of high standards, like George



William Curtis, threw themselves into a pre-convention 
campaign for the nomination of Senator Edmunds of 
Vermont. Among these, and a leader, was Cabot 
Lodge, who went to Chicago as a delegate-at-large, and 
who fought up to the last moment to beat Mr. Blaine. 
He won on the first skirmish, obtaining the election 
as temporary chairman of the man whom he nominated 
and whom young Theodore Roosevelt, only twenty-five 
years of age, who was also working for Edmunds, 
seconded. The machine was too strong; Blaine was 
nominated; and then came the moment for Cabot’s 
decision.

The Independents and many Republicans bolted and 
voted for Mr. Cleveland, the Democratic nominee for 
President. To the chagrin and anger of all those who 
had looked to Cabot, the scholar and rising knight of 
political purity, he came out for the Republican ticket, 
although it was clear that he considered Blaine an 
unfit candidate. What added bitterness to the gall 
was that he went on to the ticket as a candidate for 
Congress from the Essex County District. He was 
“  a lost leader.”  The great majority of his friends, 
acquaintances, and men whose opinions he held in 
highest regard turned away from him.

Of course he had the support of the great body of 
party men: but speaking of myself as typical of hun
dreds who had hoped for better things, I had no use 
for Cabot politically for years after. I felt that he 
had traduced his cause, and that his personal ambition 
to go to Congress was mixed up with his action. 
Whatever step or speech he made in Congress for a 
long time to come I read with suspicion as to his 
political motives. While we were no doubt acting on 
imperfect knowledge he was his own worst enemy, for



he held himself so aloof, was apparently so well satis
fied that his decision was the only right one, that he 
seemed to assess ns as hopelessly ignorant in such 
matters.

The campaign ended in the defeat of both Blaine 
and Cabot; at which we savagely rejoiced. While 
Roosevelt, who had locked arms with Cabot and in his 
support appeared for the first time on the stump, 
wrote, “  It is simply cruel; and probably you feel as 
if your career has ended; that is not so; you have 
certainly received a severe blow; but you would be 
astonished to know the hold that you have on the party 
at large. They will never forget you, and come back 
in time you must and will.”  As for himself, Roosevelt 
thought then, as he did time and again in his career, 
that he was politically dead and buried.

Forty years have passed since that time, and to me 
they have been years of rather wide experience, and 
some thought. At first hostile to Cabot’s action, then 
doubtful, I came some years ago to the conviction 
that, taking everything into consideration, Cabot made 
a right decision. And I now wish that I had told 
him so. He would have been grateful, but he would 
unconsciously have made me feel as if I had been 
rather a fool at the time.

W hy do I think his decision right! Because in the 
first place he belonged by inheritance in the Republican 
Party, and in a forsaking of family traditions the 
burden of proof is on the young. Again, experience 
has borne in on me the conviction that in the long run 
the welfare of this Republic depends upon the exist
ence and integrity of two responsible parties, repre
senting roughly the two theories, principles and 
sentiments which from time to time come to the front



in our political life. Citizens of independent thought 
and action are of great value: for by throwing their 
vote for one party or the other on various issues, they 
give warning to the party leaders as to the future. 
But in the rough, —  and we cannot be exact and metic
ulous when we are thinking in figures of one hundred 
millions, —  two responsible, self-perpetuating parties 
are our political safety.

Finally, Cabot had gone as delegate-at-large from 
his State to a Convention of the Republican Party: he 
knew beforehand what the issues were to be and took 
an active part in the proceedings. Unless, therefore, 
the Convention had taken some totally unexpected or 
exceptionally unworthy action, he was, it seems to me, 
bound in honor to play the game through.

In 1886 Cabot Lodge was elected to the National 
House of Representatives by a vote of 13,495 over 
12,767 cast for his Democratic opponent, Col. Henry 
Lovering. He served in the 50th Congress on the 
Committee on Elections. In 1888 he was re-elected 
by an increased majority; and served on the Com
mittee on Naval Affairs. Two years later, when the 
Democratic Party almost swept the State, he was re
elected to the 52nd Congress after a hard fight against 
the Mugwump Democrat, William Everett of Quincy, 
not a resident of the 6th District, by a close vote, 14,579 
against 13,539 for Mr. Everett, a majority of 1,040. 
In 1892, when a Democratic President and Governor 
were elected, he defeated Mr. Everett by nearly five 
thousand votes, and sat in the 53rd Congress until 
elected to the Senate.

Although he was only thirty-five years old when he 
entered the House he soon won recognition by his 
industry, his readiness to serve, and promptness in



dispatching business; and especially by the clear and 
vigorous way in which he presented his causes and 
defended them on the floor of the House and in Com
mittee.

He was given two heavy and unpopular causes to 
lead: they were the Bill for the Enforcement of the 
14th and 15th Amendments, and that for Civil Service 
Reform.

A  scholar in politics, unseasoned by years of ex
perience, he leaped to the support of the Force Bill, 
and soon found the missiles flying about his head. The 
South rose in anger. The election results made it 
clear that the forcing of the South to permit the 
negroes to vote and to have their ballots honestly 
counted was a dead issue. The “  waving of the bloody 
shirt ”  had created a solid South, and was endangering 
the unity and peace of the Nation. And so from that 
day until now for more than a whole generation 
millions of citizens guaranteed by the Constitution the 
right to vote are not permitted to vote; while they 
being counted as citizens, fill the quotas of Congres
sional Districts and enable the South to have a mem
bership in Congress far greater than the number of 
their real voters warrants.

The support of Civil Service Reform in those days 
demanded courage, high-mindedness and strategy. It 
was hated, abused, and scoffed at by the great majority 
of Senators and Congressmen; and the people through
out the country regarded it as a fad of the cultured. 
The work of the government was run on the basis of 
patronage, and the theory that “  to the victory belong 
the spoils.”

Here the scholar in politics found a long, hard and



often weary fight, both on the floor and in Committee. 
Every hostile device was used to thwart the effort, — 
direct voting, log-rolling, misrepresentation, threat, 
withholding of appropriations, and stubborn indif
ference. The stubbornness of Mr. Lodge and his 
fighting qualities now had full play. Roosevelt when 
Civil Service Commissioner wrote him, “ You are the 
one conspicuous Republican leader who has done his 
whole duty, and very much more than his whole duty, 
by the reform in the last three years.”

In January, 1893, Cabot Lodge was elected Senator 
to succeed the late Senator Dawes, and wrote later: 
“  In 1893 I took my seat in the Senate of the United 
States. There was a Democratic President, a Demo
cratic Senate, a Democratic House.”  “  There was a 
Democratic Governor in Massachusetts.”

The height of his ambition had been reached in that 
he now sat in the seat of George Cabot, and of his hero 
and elder friend, Charles Sumner; and was the col
league of George F. Hoar, who although they did not 
always think together, was to him as a father until 
Mr. H oar’s death in 1904. The mutual devotion of 
these two men and their confidence in each other is a 
beautiful episode in the history of the Senators of 
Massachusetts.

Had Mr. Lodge realized that he was to be a member 
of that body for thirty-one years, his cup of gratitude 
would have been full, for as he said later, “ to be 
Senator from Massachusetts had been the pride of my 
life .”

I am now going to try to outline a few of Senator 
Lodge’s political principles, illustrated in some of the 
salient features of his senatorial career.



First, and always, he was a passionate lover of his 
country. “  I would have the passion for America 
enter into every man’s soul,”  he repeated.

In his conception of the nation, its character and 
relations to other nations, he was saturated with the 
principles of its founders, supported as they were by 
Anglo-Saxon and English traditions. We are a 
Nation: the essentials of a nation, as of an individual, 
are character, integrity, unity and self-respect. Hence 
the intelligence and character of the people are the 
foundations of national life. Our Constitution was 
framed by and for a self-reliant, forceful people. Our 
future existence depends upon their continuing such.

Second: Ours is a representative government. It is 
not a direct democracy, where laws are made, changed 
or interpreted by the passing waves of sentiment. 
The people by electing men of outstanding leadership 
as their representatives fulfill the best form of govern
ment, and these men are the representatives not of 
transient moods, but of the general principles and 
temper of the people who have sent them. Hence 
representatives should not be instructed in matters of 
detail, but should be trusted to act according to their 
own conscience and judgment, sometimes in opposition 
to the mood or opinions of their constituency. The 
final test of their representative character is in the 
willingness or refusal of their constituency to return 
them to office.

Third: The three Constitutional departments of the 
Government, the Executive, Legislative and Judicial, 
each has its defined duties and powers; and each must 
be sustained in them.

Fourth: The government of this country is in general 
that of law and not of persons. We have a written



Constitution, framed with the utmost care by far 
seeing statesmen. He said, “  The makers were not 
making laws to regulate or to affect either social or 
economic conditions. Their work was not only higher 
but different. They were laying down certain great 
principles upon which a government was to be built 
and by which laws and policies were to be tested as 
gold is tested by a touchstone.”

F ifth : As with a person, so with a nation. If there 
appears to be strength, there must be not only the 
instinct of self-defence, but the ability to make the 
defence. What this country says we will undertake 
to do, we must be ready to do, and have the power to 
do. Hence in all matters of international relations and 
treaties, Senator Lodge was most careful to commit 
the government only so far as the government could 
redeem its pledges: otherwise our agreements and 
treaties would be a form of bluff or scraps of paper. 
In financial matters, too, this nation must pay its debts 
in coin of world value.

Sixth: He believed that in all relations with other 
peoples the Nation should act unitedly and support the 
Administration regardless of party. In a speech upon 
intervention in Cuba he said, “ I believe, when we are 
face to face with a foreign power, there is one duty, 
that overrides all others, higher than politics, and 
higher than everything else, and that is that the 
Congress, and the people and the Executive of the 
United States should stand absolutely together.”

In taking up a few of the many subjects which came 
before him for consideration and action, I shall be 
concise, and as far as possible quote his words. I have 
already touched upon two, the Force Bill and Civil 
Service Reform.



Tariff principles and problems were of course 
always before him. He could not escape them: he did 
not want to; for apart from his position as a repre
sentative of New England industries, he felt that 
protection wisely applied was essential to the wealth 
and well-being of the country.

“  Protection rests on the broad doctrine that the 
power of the community can be wisely used in certain 
cases for the benefit of the whole body politic.”

“  I believe that a protective tariff is absolutely 
necessary to maintain the level of American wages, 
which is a higher level than exists anywhere else.”  
“  I  believe that there should be a permanent tariff 
commission composed of independent experts whose 
duty it shall be to collect all facts showing compara
tive costs of protection, and to submit them to the 
President and to Congress as rapidly as they are 
gathered for each successive item. He supported the 
provision creating the Tariff Board in the act of 1900.”  

As to the racial constituency of this country, our 
present intense reaction against the supposedly ideal
istic conception of this land as a refuge for all liberty- 
loving, down-trodden and impoverished peoples might 
not have been so severe had the warnings of those who 
like Senator Lodge urged reasonable restriction of 
immigration a generation ago been heeded.

In 1896 he said, “  More precious even than forms 
of government are the mental and moral qualities 
which make what we call our race. While those stand 
unimpaired, all is safe. When those decline, all is 
imperilled.”

He helped to frame and supported the Sherman 
Anti-Trust law, the first attempt to control great 
combinations of capital; the Railroad Bill of 1904



which stopped railroad rebates; and the great Rail
road Act of 1906; the law against the opium traffic 
was reported by him, and he secured its enlarge
ment and the inclusion of cocaine in the Tariff Act of 
1909. He pressed for the Parcels Post, the Employers 
Liability Act, the sixteen hour act for railroad em
ployees, and the Compensation Act for Government 
workmen. He supported the Forestry Reservation, 
and voted for the corporation tax and for the Consti
tutional Amendment for the income tax.

Feeling that he as a Senator should leave with the 
Legislature the question of direct nominations, he con
tented himself with giving his cordial assent to the 
resolution of the Republican State Convention ap
proving of the direct nomination law. As one might 
naturally expect from his belief in representative 
government, he voted against the election of Senators 
by direct, popular vote, and in that had the support of 
the National Convention in Chicago in 1908.

He believed in the Referendum whenever the Legis
lature deems wise to order it, but was opposed to the 
compulsory initiative and compulsory referendum, 
thinking that they would sap the very foundations of 
representative government. “  Representative govern
ment and political and popular freedom throughout 
history have gone hand in hand,”  he said. “  They go 
hand in hand today in those countries which are taking 
the first painful steps toward a larger liberty and a 
more democratic government.”  “  The first care of 
every despot,”  he said, “  has been to emasculate or 
destroy representative government. Where represent
ative government has perished, political freedom has 
not long survived. ’ ’

He opposed Woman’s Suffrage, believing that the



right of every man of twenty-one years of age to vote 
offered as broad a suffrage as was wise.

He opposed the Constitutional Amendment for Pro
hibition on the ground that he always stood upon, that 
the Constitution is a statement of principles, that 
therefore the subject was not a proper one for Con
stitutional Amendment, that as a national law it could 
not be well enforced, and that temperance would be 
best promoted by State law and the public opinion of 
each State. When, however, the Amendment and its 
enforcement laws were passed, he as always, stood 
straight and strong for their enforcement.

From 1890 to 1896 occurred the great fight between 
those who supported the silver and the gold standards. 
The Republican Convention of 1896 put into its plat
form two planks, a gold standard and a willingness to 
co-operate with the European nations in their effort 
to restore bi-metallism, “  which ”  to quote the words, 
“  we pledge ourselves to promote.”  The Democrats 
under the leadership of Mr. Bryan put in their plat
form a plank for the free coinage of silver at the ratio 
of 16 to 1, and made no reference to co-operation with 
Europe. Both before and after the Convention in the 
presidential campaign, there was a battle royal, — a 
great campaign of the education of the American 
people upon standards of honesty as applied in finan
cial obligation.

The fight for a gold standard in the Republican 
Convention was a keen one and uncertain in its result 
from  the start, for while it was quite clear that there 
could not be a silver majority, there were perhaps 
enough delegates committed to bi-metallism to prevent 
a majority for the gold standard. International 
bi-metallism was supported by some well known



European and American financiers, and many of the 
gold supporters, among whom was Senator Lodge, 
believed that it was necessary to include the reference 
to international bi-metallism in order to gain a ma
jority for gold.

Hence Senator Lodge in leading the Massachusetts 
delegation for gold was active also in the introduction 
of the bi-metallism clause, with the result that he came 
home hailed by the East as responsible perhaps more 
than anyone else for the saving of the country to gold, 
though criticized by some for his apparent leaning 
towards bi-metallism. The test of such a political move 
is in its success.

At the end of four years in the Senate he was 
appointed upon the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
where his colleagues found him so conversant with the 
subjects before them that he became the most in
fluential member, even more so than the Chairman, 
Senator Collum, who was his senior by many years.

While many persons think that Senator Lodge was 
insular in his relations to other Nations, the facts are 
that a large part of his public career was given to these 
very interests. He devoted years to the sympathetic 
study of other peoples, to friendly conversations with 
their diplomats, and to the informal smoothing out of 
many misunderstandings. His insistent question was: 
“  How can I so do my part in public life as to enable 
the United States growing as she is and a world power 
as she will be, to do her full duty by herself and the 
peoples of the world?”  There was never a doubt in 
his mind that she should do both. The vital question 
was not whether she should do it, but how she should 
do it. And herein is the essential difference of opinion 
between the citizens of the country, how will this nation



best do her duty by other nations? With this thought 
ever in mind, he framed or had a hand in presenting 
to the Senate and urging the passage of scores of 
friendly treaties.

Senator Lodge stood definitely throughout his life 
for what has been called the “  American Policy ”  in 
relation to foreign nations. That policy was marked 
out by Washington and Jefferson and has continued 
to this day.

Washington said in his Farewell Address: “  The 
great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign 
nations is, in extending our commercial relations, to 
have with them as little political connection as possible. 
So far as we have already formed engagements, let 
them be fulfilled with perfect good faith. Here let us 
stop.

“  Europe has a set of primary interests which to us 
have none or a remote relation. Hence she must be 
engaged in frequent controversies the causes of which 
are essentially foreign to our concerns.

“  Our detached and distant situation invites and 
enables us to pursue a different course.

“  Why forego the advantages of so peculiar a situa
tion? Why quit our own stand to go upon a foreign 
ground? Why, by interweaving our destiny with that 
of any part of Europe, entangle our peace and pros
perity in the toils of European ambition, rivalship, in
terest, humor, or caprice?”

Jefferson, too, in response to a request for his 
opinion from President Monroe, wrote: “  Our first 
and fundamental maxim should be never to entangle 
ourselves in the broils of Europe. Our second never 
to suffer Europe to intermeddle with cisatlantic 
affairs. America, North and South, has a set of in



terests distinct from those of Europe, and peculiarly 
her own. She should therefore have a system of her 
own, separate and apart from that of Europe.”

In 1823 President Monroe sent a message to Con
gress embodying what is now known as “  The Monroe 
Doctrine ” , the principle of which “  was the necessary 
corollary of Washington’s neutrality policy, and 
covered three points. First, no more European 
colonies on these continents; second, no extension of 
the European political system to any portion of this 
hemisphere; third, no European interposition in the 
affairs of Spanish-American republics.”

This, then, was the fundamental principle in Senator 
Lodge’s consideration of the relation of the United 
States with foreign nations. We, of this country lying 
between two great oceans and of vast extent, wealth 
and power, with unique history, traditions and ideals, 
will, if we are to do our best work for the world, carry 
out our policies in our own way and thus hold fast to 
our ideals.

From 1823 on, the people of this country were busy 
with their own affairs, building up a great nation, 
oblivious of the fact that other nations might encroach, 
until in December, 1895, the Venezuelan affair broke 
forth in a blaze, and President Cleveland, supported 
by the Secretary of State, our fellow townsman, 
Richard Olney, by a peremptory message to Great 
Britain demanded its settlement by arbitration. 
Senator Lodge gave the administration all the support 
at his command, and Great Britain yielded to arbitra
tion.

Senator Lodge’s prime interest in international 
relations was not to gain an advantage but to have the 
issue clearly and finally determined. With this spirit,



he had a hand in the settlement of the relative claims 
of England and the United States in the seal fisheries 
of Alaska. With like motive, also, he with Secretary 
Root under President Roosevelt were members of a 
mixed Commission which in London in 1903 defined the 
Alaska boundary; for with the increasing power of the 
United States, her multiplying wealth, and her grow
ing world responsibility, it was essential that before 
other issues arose, these old disputes be finally settled. 
It was fortunate; for conditions were bringing the 
United States and Spain nearer and nearer to collision.

One important and very difficult problem had, how
ever, to be met. The Hawaiian Islands, wherein the 
American settlers had gradually gained control over 
the native Hawaiians, the Queen and the English, 
finding the situation impossible for business or living, 
appealed to the United States for support and urged 
the annexation of the Islands.

From the conflicting statements and discussions into 
which party politics entered, there evolved the situa
tion that unless this country annexed and took posses
sion of Hawaii, there would he danger to our very 
existence, for it was the key of the control of the 
Pacific, and once in the power of any other nation 
could be used as a naval center against the United 
States. England, which had citizens, business, and 
other interests in Hawaii, and which of course ex
pressed and had the friendliest feelings towards this 
country, was with her usual foresight and power 
picking up island after island in the Pacific. We as a 
people knew nothing of this. Senator Lodge, who was 
always alert and foresighted in international relations, 
showed the Senate that Great Britain had within eight 
years acquired possession of over fifty islands or



groups of islands of the Pacific, which he named, and 
was gradually pressing her Navy and fortifications 
over the ocean.

It was natural that Senator Lodge took satisfaction 
in having as a member of the House Committee on 
Naval Affairs five years before helped to pass the Act 
which gave this country its first battleships, the 
“  Indiana ”  the “  Massachusetts ” , and the famous 
“  Oregon.”  “  I have striven,”  so he said, “  in season 
and out of season, to build up and strengthen the 
American Navy, because until international dis
armament can be brought to pass, I see in a powerful 
Navy the one great assurance of the peace of the 
United States.”

In the summer of 1898 Congress acceded to the 
wishes of the Hawaiian Government and annexed the 
Islands by means of a resolution, as had formerly been 
done in the case of Texas.

It was natural, therefore, that when the mismanage
ment of Cuba by Spain, her cruel suppression of fre
quent revolutions, together with the diseases, moral 
and physical, so close to our own country became more 
and more clear, that Senator Lodge should have 
joined with others in questioning whether this country 
did not have a responsibility for her own sake as well 
as that of a distressed people to intervene.

While the discussion was going on, the destruction of 
the “  Maine ”  aroused such popular anger as to make 
action seem necessary, and then when after investiga
tion it became quite clear that the “  Maine ”  was 
destroyed by the apparent connivance of those in 
authority, the question of immediate action arose. The 
most trusted leaders were divided in opinion. Presi
dent McKinley, Senator Hoar, and Secretary Long of



the Navy urged delay, while Mr. Roosevelt, Assistant 
Secretary of the Navy, joined with Senator Lodge and 
the majority of the Senate in pressing for drastic 
action.

W ar was declared, and Cabot Lodge did his part 
both as Senator and as the supporter and adviser of 
Colonel Roosevelt of the Rough Riders throughout the 
awful stress and the mismanagement by the War De
partment of the Cuban campaign.

After the war, Senator Lodge supported President 
McKinley and others in the settlements with Spain, 
the taking of Porto Rico, and the purchase of the 
Philippines, which for its supposed imperialistic policy 
brought about their heads the maledictions of thou
sands of citizens. He also was a strong and sym
pathetic supporter of the Administration in the return 
of Cuba to its own people after its government had 
been organized by General Wood and his staff, — a 
brilliant page in the history of this nation. As 
Chairman of the Committee on the administration of 
the Philippines, he gave himself with the utmost devo
tion and patience to the work of setting up a form of 
government and its administration, —  a type of the 
irksome duty which conscientious public men carry 
through unrecognized.

Before taking up the story of more vital parts of 
Senator Lodge’s career, I  note a few of his personal 
characteristics.

He had without question an aloofness of manner; 
and when he spoke in heat, a raspness of tone and an 
occasional barb of sarcasm which did not ingratiate 
men, and which created critics and sometimes enemies. 
He was ambitious, too, and at times stubborn and self- 
willed, and with personal prejudices. Hence it was



easier for suspicions and criticisms of him to take 
concrete form than in the case of a man of an ap
parently more democratic and kindly disposition. He 
was so conscious, too, of his integrity of character and 
high intention, that he did not take the trouble to ex
plain and soften these misunderstandings. The result 
often was that he suffered unjustly for policies and acts 
which were perfectly explicable and consistent with 
the highest motives.

Persons have sometimes said that he did not always 
keep his political promises, or that he voted at times 
against his own convictions. Throughout American 
history these charges have been made again and again 
against every forceful statesman from Washington, 
through Lincoln down. The test of a man in public 
life is not in this or that action about which the public 
does not know all the facts, but in the general char
acter and career of the man through years of service. 
Senator Lodge was in the Senate over thirty years: 
those men knew him: while many admired him, some 
feared him, and others disliked him, they all trusted 
him.

Senator Lodge was a poor politician, if a politician 
be a man who is keenly interested in the details of 
political life, the filling of offices and the building of 
political fences. He did these things as part of his 
business, but his real interests were in the larger 
policies of State and Nation. And in great meetings 
and Conventions, while he lifted men off their feet 
by his eloquence and appeal to party loyalty, there was 
always the background of principles and policies for 
which the party stood.

One of his greatest contributions to the Nation was 
his bearing and manner of speech in the Senate for



over thirty years. He discredited bombast, insincerity, 
and talk for talk’s sake. He spoke only as often and 
as long as was needed to make his point: and his 
speeches on great issues were so carefully prepared 
even to the last detail of date and fact as to be models 
of senatorial eloquence. Whether men agreed with 
them or not, they had the ring of reality.

Very few knew of his tender heart and warm 
affections. Many in the humblest walks of life, the 
every-day people, felt these qualities, and from a dis
tance admired and loved him. Those nearer were sure 
of them. I have never known a man more grateful 
for a word of sympathy or appreciation. His friends 
treasure letters from him of exceptional tenderness 
and gratitude, signed “  Always affectionately yours.”  
His critics and even his supporters little knew how 
in the stress of heavy work for his country, and while 
his manner was aloof, he was hungering for sympathy.

President Wilson upon his inauguration inherited 
our troubles with Mexico. Senator Lodge, true to his 
habit of supporting the President in the face of 
foreign nations, voted in favor of all his demands upon 
Congress for money and means to carry out his 
Mexican policy. He felt it his duty, however, to tell 
Congress and the country what he thought of “  the 
well meaning but vacillating policy saying, “ We 
did not stay out, and we did not go in effectively.”

Early in August, 1914, the World War broke out in 
all its fu ry : on the 20th of the same month the Presi
dent issued his “  Proclamation of the Neutrality of 
the American people.”  There followed two and a half 
years of awful suspense and agony for the President, 
the Congress, and the people. Looking back over those 
thirty-two long months, it seems almost beyond belief



that one hundred million people, millions of whom had 
relatives and friends of their native lands in the battle
field or under the sod on both sides of the lines should 
have so far controlled themselves as to enable the daily 
life to go on.

The President, shutting himself away from coun
sellors, thought the problems out, striking off the re
sults on his typewriter at any hour of the night or 
early morning.

With a heart aching with suppressed anger and 
emotion, boiling with sympathy for the Allies, Senator 
Lodge sat in the Senate day after day, week after 
week, month after month, conscious of Belgium, of 
murder and rape, of the bombing of the innocent and 
the slaughter of tens of thousands of the youth of the 
Allies, fighting, as he believed, for the cause of liberty, 
our cause. Loyal, however, to his principles of sup
porting the Administration before Foreign Nations, he 
remained officially neutral, and voted for bill after 
bill.

With the sinking of the “  Lusitania ”  he was 
angered at the letters going back and forth between 
the White House and Berlin: and at the President’s 
protests against England’s interfering with our trade, 
when our women and children were being killed by the 
Germans on the sea. “ I am not willing,”  he said, 
“ to fly into a passion over an interference with our 
trade and then allow American citizens to lose their 
lives, and pass the murders by in frigid silence.”

He pleaded for a stronger Army and Navy: he 
pointed out again and again that we, a neutral power, 
should be prepared to defend ourselves in any emer
gency. His indignation was hot at the awful neglect 
by the Administration and by those responsible for the



condition of the Army and Navy revealed by the Com
mittee on Military Affairs.

Through this neglect, so clearly brought out again 
and again by Senator Lodge, Roosevelt, and thousands 
of high-minded citizens, this country lost hundreds of 
millions of dollars: and worse, far worse than that, 
our boys were sent across to France, inadequately 
equipped at almost every point, especially in arms and 
aeroplanes, and were therefore shot down.

Meanwhile the President’s correspondence and 
speeches went on, while Senator Lodge in agony of 
soul asked in the Senate the real meaning of the 
phrases, “  peace without victory ” , “  the consent of 
the governed ” , “  the freedom of the seas ” , and “  the 
right of access to the sea confined to every great 
people.”  “  Why not small people as well?”  he de
manded.

Finally in February, 1917, President Wilson, after 
approval by the Senate, severed diplomatic relations 
with Germany; upon which Senator Lodge as Leader 
o f the Republican side of the Senate said, “  The 
President has taken grave action. I  feel it to be my 
duty to support him to the utmost of my power. He 
is the President of my country, the President of the 
United States.”  “  And the people of the United 
States, no matter what their race or origin, will stand 
behind him in the one simple character of American 
citizens. ’ ’

The people and Senator Lodge kept their pledge 
throughout the war. President Wilson held all the 
political and larger administrative offices for members 
of his party: but at his call leaders throughout the 
Nation in every department of business and civil life, 
and the whole people dropped their regular duties or



entered into them with manifold zest for the defence 
of their country. The way in which one hundred 
million people, men, women and children, were mar
shalled or marshalled themselves into the most effec
tive service is a marvel of which we still stand in awe. 
The readjustment of industries, the efforts of the 
humblest homes, the select draft, the courage of those 
who cheered their loved ones off to camp, the terrific 
eneigy, sweat and blood put into the neglected prep
arations for war: our financial support of the Allies 
with money, ammunition and food: their support of us 
with their fine heroism and their ships: —  these with 
the agony, pride and elation are now glorious 
memories.

On the eleventh of November, 1918, Amnesty was 
declared, and we dropped our hands, our arms and 
tools, —  soldiers in France, sailors on the sea, civilians 
at home, exhausted but thankful, so thankful that we 
had entered in time to have a share in the victory.

President Wilson was, however, girding himself for 
what he believed a mightier task, the bringing of 
permanent peace to the world. For this, and for the 
Treaty of Peace and the uniting of the Nations he had 
been preparing: and by the skill of Colonel House 
scores of experts were ready at hand. The President 
felt the cause to be so vital that he must break all prec
edents and cross the ocean himself to represent his 
country at the Treaty Conference and present his 
cause.

On the third of December, 1919, the President with 
his great staff of experts and with a few personal 
advisers, so selected as to suggest that he would 
dominate the situation, sailed in the Steamship George 
Washington for France.



Never in the world’s history has a man stood upon 
such a pinnacle of fame, power and acclaim. In him 
the grateful people of Europe saw the Nation that had 
come to their rescue, and in their reception they almost 
worshipped him and his people. Hosts of them had 
found in his writings and messages notes of liberty 
and democracy which had freed their souls and given 
them hope for a happy world. He carried with him, 
too, on a few sheets of paper a rough sketch of what 
he hoped would become a golden book of history, the 
League of Nations to Enforce Peace. In figure, 
presence and speech he was worthy of his exalted part.

Several years before the war there had been floating 
in people’s minds an ideal of a world of nations bound 
together to preserve world peace. Theodore Roosevelt 
brought it forward in a speech in 1914. Cabot Lodge 
was attracted by it, but said in his debate with Presi
dent Lowell in Symphony Hall, ‘ ‘ The more I reflected 
upon it, the more I studied it, the more difficult the 
problem appeared to me. It became very clear to me 
that in trying to do too much, we might lose all. ’ ’

In January, 1917, President Wilson took it up in an 
address to the Senate: and in going to Europe had the 
high ambition so to incorporate the League of Nations 
in the Treaty of Peace as to insure a World Peace.

People have assumed that the differences between 
President Wilson and Senator Lodge were due to 
personal antagonism. W e have seen, however, that in 
their meeting of the issues in the Mexican trouble and 
in the World W ar their differences were deeper than 
personal: there were contrasts of policies.

We must go even deeper than that for a true 
diagnosis into their racial origin and national asso
ciations.



Henry Cabot Lodge was of pure Anglo-Saxon stock, 
with a dash of Norman blood through the Cabots. His 
forbears had been in Massachusetts for from over one 
hundred to two hundred and fifty years. They were 
citizens in the English Colony days; active in the 
Re\ olution; familiar with the beginnings and up
building of the Nation. They lived, breathed, and 
gloried in the national traditions. They had the char
acteristics of the English; a sense of duty and high 
ideals tempered in practical action by common sense. 
They mingled their judgments with those of others and 
supported the common result. They valued clear and 
exact statement, knowing that vagueness is the mother 
of misunderstandings and controversy. As public 
servants their personal opinions were always subject 
to the limitations of the duties of their office. Senator 
Lodge was the embodiment of Anglo-Saxon character.

Thomas W oodrow Wilson was on the Wilson side 
Irish, Scotch-Irish; on the Woodrow side, Scotch. 
Both peoples lived for centuries in the North apart 
from the larger movements of history. In the Irish 
blood was the light vein of humor, the idealism, and 
imagination which often makes men unpractical and 
which emphasizes the personal element in all transac
tions. In the Scotch was the dour temperament born 
of that dour clime. Theirs was an isolate and at times 
an uncanny and melancholy temper.

No forbear of Woodrow Wilson was in this country 
until after the Revolution was over, Washington dead, 
and the Nation fully established. None of them had 
lived in the traditions of English freedom or the form
ing years of this country. They were all Presby
terians, Calvinists: men and women who when they 
were convinced of their mission believed themselves



called of G od: and no force of man or devil could turn 
them. Woodrow W ilson’s father, his mother’s father, 
and his w ife ’s father were Presbyterian ministers. 
They dealt in noble thoughts and eloquent phrases 
which do not usually accompany exactness of expres
sion and definite language. No Anglo-Saxon could 
have written the fourteen points when and as they 
were written and put forth.

President Wilson was the embodiment of the Celtic 
character. Has history ever recorded an instance 
when the Anglo-Saxon, the true Englishman, and the 
Scotch-Irish Presbyterian have, as the Psalmist sings, 
“  Taken sweet counsel together, or have walked, even 
in the House of God, as friends?”

We can now grasp something of the reason, of the 
tragedy and of the humor of two representatives of 
these two races placed in positions of high responsi
bility, one of them a Scotch-Irishman at the head of a 
great nation, which was founded on Anglo-Saxon law 
and traditions: both pledged to lead her as best they 
might through a great crisis of her history. “  God 
moves in a mysterious way ” : and seldom has His way 
been more mysterious.

A fter his triumphal tour through France, Italy and 
England, the President buckled down to his task in 
Paris as a lonely knight; for alone he thought, wrote 
and fought for his cause.

Of tradition and descent unlike that of any of the 
other statesmen and diplomats, speaking only the 
English language, inexperienced in diplomacy, he 
undertook to make a short cut through the entire field 
of history and of human nature so as to incorporate 
a League of Nations into the Treaty of Peace in order 
that peoples some of whom had not the first glimmer



ing of self-government, of popular education, or of 
chivalrous esteem of nation for nation, would through 
their representatives sit down together at table and by 
mutual agreement and continual conference so knit all 
Nations together in a common cause for peace as to 
make the whole world “  safe for democracy.”

Meantime Congress was sitting in Washington, 
watching, waiting, reading the reports which far from 
being “  open covenants of peace openly arrived at ”  
were such items of news as the censor allowed to leak 
from the secret conclave: and the Senators began to 
wonder if  the statesmen of other countries knew that 
what the President might agree to was subject under 
the Constitution to “  their advice and consent.”

On February 14, 1919, the President sailed for 
Boston; and the whole country was on tiptoe of ex
pectation.

We all recall his reception. I can see him now 
coming up Commonwealth Avenue on that brilliant 
winter morning, his open motor moving between banks 
of snow and banks of cheering people: he standing 
erect in the car in fur lined overcoat waving his top 
hat in response to the cheers, as he had done in pass
ing through Paris, Rome and London.

In that very hour the climax was reached. His 
speech at Mechanics Hall was indefinite and disap
pointing. Going direct to the White House in Wash
ington, he called around him the members of the 
Foreign Affairs Committee and explained the League 
to them. Some of their questions were to him strange 
and uncalled for:  and some of his answers were to 
them elusive and unsatisfactory.

Upon the President’s return to France nine days 
later, one of the great debates in the history of this



Nation began and is not yet concluded. My subject is 
Henry Cabot Lodge, and not President Wilson or the 
Covenant of the League of Nations except so far as 
they bear upon him, his opinions and action.

Cabot Lodge believed with all his heart in the 
American Policy, which is really the American ideal, 
that of Washington and that which has obtained 
through our history. As an historian and statesman 
he believed that national and international action must 
be built up from the people, their traditions and their 
intelligent assent, and not imposed from above. He 
had little confidence in the idea that evils can be 
remedied by precipitate legislation or the world re
generated by treaty. History is full of the wrecks of 
noble ideals, pressed into action by leaders who had 
not the patience and faith to educate the world towards 
them.

He realized too that at the close of wars men and 
nations are not in such a reasonable frame of mind as 
to make plans and fix conditions with hope of perma
nence. Hence in the consideration of the Covenant of 
the League of Nations he met critical problems of 
which I suggest a few.

No one of the covenanting Nations had been con
sciously preparing for any such radical action. Their 
representatives in Paris had been sent to make a 
Treaty of Peace: the people who sent them had taken 
no vote and expressed no opinion upon the advisability 
of entering the League. A  number of the Nations 
were composed of people who were neither experienced 
enough in popular government or the principles of 
democracy to take such a vote.

Senator Lodge was familiar enough with the making 
of treaties to know the value of exact language. The 
Covenant was struck off in a very few weeks, while



the minds of most of the Representatives in Paris were 
concentrated on the terms of the Treaty and other 
subjects. The Covenant was in effect a Treaty of 
untold importance, involving forty and more Nations: 
its issues Avere not only of trade and boundary lines, 
but of peace and war, and the disciplining of recalci
trant nations. I f  under stress of hostile feeling be
tween the nations the language of the Covenant was 
vague, it would on the moment become “  a scrap of 
paper.”  Chief Justice Taft said, “  Undoubtedly the 
Covenant needs revision. Its meaning has to be dug 
out, and the language is ponderous and in diplomatic 
patois.”  Its terms upon the Monroe Doctrine, Immi
gration and the Tariff Avere vague.

Again, as the Covenant was to be incorporated into 
the Treaty of Peace, who knew how much influence the 
desire to propitiate the President of the powerful and 
rich United States might have with some of the 
covenanting Nations?

Article 10, recognized by President Wilson and 
everyone as the heart of the Covenant, read, “  The 
Members of the League undertake to respect and pre
serve as against external aggression the territorial 
integrity and existing political independence of all 
Members of the League.”  I  read this in the news
paper, read it again; and then I Avent to my desk and 
wrote: “  My dear Cabot, I do not see hoAV any true 
American can stand for Article 10 of the League of 
Nations.”  And I added that the country should knoAV 
what the Covenant Avould lead us into.

In answer he Avrote, “  My dear William, Your kind 
note has given me the greatest pleasure. It is a com
fort to me to know that you feel just as you do about 
the League; that the first thing is to consider it



thoroughly; that we ought to know, in a matter of such 
vital importance, just where we are going, and that the 
American people ought to understand it.”  “  The 
attempt of President Wilson to force it through with
out consultation with the Senate, equally responsible 
with him in the making of treaties, is nothing more or 
less than an attempt to destroy the Constitution.”

American Policy and practice has always recognized 
the equality of Nations. Upon this principle the Pan- 
American Union stands. The League of Nations, on 
the contrary, is the glorification of the Great Powers. 
They made the League: they use it. The large states 
were to be permanently represented in the League: 
the little states had no representation as of right, only 
by election.

The ideal of the Nations of the world pledging them
selves under certain conditions to insure the peace of 
the world has appealed to all of us. In national and 
international relations, however, ideals must meet 
practical tests. The role of an idealist is a noble one, 
provided he stands true to his ideal. The President, 
to gain the object of his ambition, became involved in 
unrighteous compromises, such as the surrender of 
Shantung to Japan, in order to secure the establish
ment of the League; and, forsaking his ideal, or seek
ing to realize it through unjust means, he gained the 
ill-will and even hatred of peoples which had trusted 
him, and injured the fair name of the country, won 
through the sacrifice of her sons.

We have not yet, however, struck the fundamental 
issue of the debate, which was whether the United 
States would hold to or abandon its historic American 
Policy, its ideal as practised in its history, or enter into



close and organic relations with the Nations of Europe 
and throughout the world.

By our independence we have made unique con
tributions to the goodwill and peace of the world. We 
have for instance contributed a straightforward, open 
type of diplomat and diplomacy. There come to 
mind the names of Benjamin Franklin, John Jay, 
Commodore Perry, who was a messenger of peace to 
Japan, Charles Francis Adams, John Hay, Elihu Boot 
and others.

We have done unique things: we have taken pos
session of Cuba, cleaned it up, reconstructed its 
government and given it back to its people. We have 
preserved the integrity of China, asking nothing in 
return. We sent two million of our men to France, 
thousands fell there and we asked not for an inch of 
territory. W e have created a system of Reparations 
for the World War.

We have an individuality, traditions and ideals 
which have been nurtured under the American Policy, 
the surrender of which, even for high purposes, should 
be thought out. Hence came the need of a thorough 
debate and the careful consideration of such reserva
tions as would warrant this country in requiring before 
entering the League of Nations.

When the President finally presented the Covenant 
to the Senate for their advice and consent, Senator 
Lodge, if he had considered only his own judgment, 
would have voted without question, compromise or dis
cussion against it. He always had, however, a keen 
sense of responsibility for his broader duties. This 
Covenant was presented to him as a Senator by the 
President of the United States, and he always felt it



his duty to accede to such a call at every point con
sistent with his principles. He was also a leader of 
the Republican side of the House, and Chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign A ffairs: a unique position; 
and on him to a good degree the peace and unity of the 
country depended. Hence with a solemn sense of 
responsibility and with all his powers of body, mind 
and character, he gave himself to the work of uniting 
the opinions of the various Senators, — and almost 
every Senator had a different opinion, some of them 
constantly shifting as fresh light came. The pressure 
upon him from all parts of the country to alter this 
or that phrase was tremendous. He was charged with 
inconsistency, with breaking his word, and evading 
issues. He had, however, a body of strong and deter
mined men to deal with, and it was his duty to get 
two-thirds of them together.

There were weeks when the Treaty and the Covenant 
were before the Senate when enough Democrats were 
ready to vote for the Covenant with reservations to 
make up a two-thirds vote; but the President had told 
them that he regarded the reservations a “  nullifica
tion of the Treaty ’ ’ and they yielded to him. Whether 
his attitude was due to promises which he had un
hesitatingly made in Paris or to his temperament or to 
his principles, no one may say.

Had the President simply kept silence and allowed 
those Democratic Senators, strong, conscientious, loyal 
Americans, to vote according to their judgment, he 
would have had the consent and approval of two- 
thirds of the Senate, and the United States might have 
been sitting today in the League of Nations. Failure 
to enter the League was not due to the Senate or to its 
leader, Senator Lodge.



Cabot Lodge had received heavy blows in his later 
life : the sudden death from heart trouble of his eldest 
son, a young man of unusual gifts and promise, when 
they were alone on the Island of Tuckanuck, distant 
from help: his terrific illness a few years back with 
surgical operations when he came near death and when 
some vitality must have permanently gone from him: 
and the heaviest blow of all, the unexpected death of 
his wife.

‘ ‘ You can hardly realize, ’ ’ he wrote me at the time, 
“  what it meant to me to have you pronounce the 
solemn and noble words of the Church in the last 
ceremonies at the funeral and at the tomb. A life-long 
friend to us both, you knew her and what she was, and 
that to me she was all in all. All you say of her in 
your letter comes to me as a help in this darkest of 
hours. My dear old friend, I am very grateful to 
you.”  Then came the strain of the war and the 
victory.

President Harding called him out for one great 
occasion “  The Conference looking to a reduction of 
armament and the settlement of some of the grave 
questions that confronted us in the Far East.”

That he should have been recognized by the Presi
dent and his country as a leader towards international 
peace and goodwill was to him a source of immense 
satisfaction and pride. It gave an answer to those 
who did not comprehend his stand against the Cove
nant of the League of Nations and who esteemed him 
a fomenter of war, not a lover and upholder of peace. 
For he believed heartily in International Conferences.

That event over, he settled down to his duties in the 
Senate and to reading and study in his library. He 
was now the Leader of the Senate, the Chairman of



the Committee on Foreign Relations, highly regarded 
by all. He was also the Senior Member of the House, 
in his sixth term of office, and over seventy years old.

Conditions in the Senate were difficult for the 
Leader. Neither party had a clear majority, which 
enabled a small group or bloc to cast themselves to 
this side and that, hold up constructive legislation, 
and thus discredit the Republican Party, which was 
supposed to be in power. It was a Senate that could 
not be driven and would not be led.

Two questions arose for which Senator Lodge had 
some special responsibility: —  a Permanent Court of 
International Justice, and the Veterans’ Adjustment 
Compensation Act.

The setting up of a Permanent Court of Interna
tional Justice was close to his heart, a Court which 
like the Permanent Court of International Arbitration 
created by the first Hague Peace Conference of 1899, 
has an independent existence. But the Court of In
ternational Justice as proposed had such connections 
with the League of Nations as in his opinion limited 
its independence, and he believed that this limitation 
was of such fundamental importance that the country 
and the Senate should have full opportunity for dis
cussion before coming to a decision. That discussion 
will come next December.

As to the Veterans’ Adjustment Compensation Act. 
In 1924 the Presidential election was approaching. 
President Coolidge, who would undoubtedly be the 
choice of the Republican Party, had pressed for 
economy at every point. He like President Harding 
was opposed to a Bonus for the soldiers and sailors 
of the W ar and of the Veterans’ Adjustment Bill. The 
question became not only that of the Veterans, but of



the support of President Coolidge’s policy of economy, 
and of his next election; and at that time everyone of 
influence and determination seemed to be needed for 
his election.

The Veterans’ Adjustment Bill passed by Congress 
was vetoed by the President, was passed over his head 
by the House, and coming before the Senate, was 
bound to meet a very close vote. Senator Lodge had 
supported both Bonus and Adjustment Bills from the 
start. Would he hold to his position? Thousands of 
telegrams poured in on him urging him to stand by 
the President. I  sent one. So doubtless did many of 
you. When, however, it came to the final vote, Senator 
Lodge answered to the call in favor of the Bill, thus 
overriding the President’s veto; and only his vote was 
needed to reverse the decision.

It was a critical moment in the life and long career 
of an old man, the Senior Senator, the Leader of his 
President’s party; and anathemas were hurled at him 
from over the country. He was accused of playing 
false to the President, a friend and former Governor 
of his State.

When the National Convention met in Cleveland, he 
who had been Permanent Chairman thrice, who had 
been Chairman of the Committee on Resolutions, and 
who for forty years had been a man to be considered 
at every step, found himself without office and often 
coolly though courteously treated. Delegates sought 
his room for advice, and he had a quiet but important 
part in making up the platform. He simply said, “  My 
party has given me high honor in the past, and if I 
have done what is not now approved by many, why 
should I not take my place in the ranks?”  And 
taking out his little volume of Shakespeare which was



always with him, he read quietly in his room, recalled 
happy memories, and harbored no ill will. His past 
was secure.

“  What perverse reason or temper could have led 
him to this action?”  was asked at every hand. His 
answer is given in a letter to a friend from which 
I quote.

After reviewing his consistent action in favor of a 
bonus from 1920 on because “  after much thought ”  
he “  had come early to the conclusion that the soldiers 
deserved a bonus in some reasonable form ,”  and 
showing that his position had been made clear by 
speeches and conversations, and by voting to pass the 
bill over President Harding’s veto, so that his entire 
constituency knew his position, he wrote, “  When the 
question came up again this year, I  may say that I 
felt the President would think it proper to veto the 
bonus if it were sent to him by Congress, and from his 
point of view, which was chiefly influenced by the 
question of finance, I  thought I thoroughly understood 
and appreciated his attitude, hut he knew also what 
mine had been, for he was in the Senate, I  think, when 
I  spoke. I have never exchanged a word with him 
about it since, but he knew my position just as well 
as I thought I  knew his. It came up a second time, 
and I voted, of course, to pass it. Then came the 
tremendous pressure to have me change my position 
and vote against it. This I simply could not do. I 
should have lost all my self-respect if I had. I had 
not made a promise to any individuals or to soldiers 
because they never asked me for one, hut I had made 
the promise by declaration to a great constituency. 
There have been no changes in conditions whatever. 
The bill this year was rather better than the one upon



which I voted in 1922. I f  I had felt that I could change 
and desired to do so, which I did not, I should have 
changed before the vote on the bill, and not waited 
until the President vetoed it and then shifted my vote 
with the popular pressure at the last moment. I 
simply could not do it. If I had, I should have in
curred the just contempt of those whom I had betrayed 
and the contempt also of those whom I had deserted.”  
“  I  do not mean that my opinion is right or wrong. 
I  am speaking of my own action.”

“  Had ours been an army of volunteers,”  he said to 
me months before, “  and had they by their own act 
taken their lives in their hands and enlisted, the right 
of a bonus might well be questioned, but by a select 
draft the Nation took those men, sent them to France, 
some of them to death; while we stayed at home and 
some of us made large profits. Even those who came 
home well and strong had given time and strength, 
and had left wife and children. It has been the habit 
of this country to treat her defenders generously, and 
I  will not desert these men who at the command of the 
country risked their lives for us.”

When at Nahant awaiting his second operation, a 
friend found him lying on his couch, weak but ready 
to talk. He said with deep emotion, ‘ ‘ I  voted to draft 
the men into the War. We took those men. Sent them 
to France, some of them to death. I promised to vote 
for a bonus when they went across. I  regard that as a 
sacred promise, and would have betrayed them had I 
broken it. ’ ’

Who of us knowing all this would have it otherwise ? 
“  Better is he that ruleth his spirit than he that taketh 
a city.”

Cabot Lodge’s wish had always been to die in



harness. Very soon after the Convention he went into 
the shadow of a severe surgical operation. To escape 
from the great heat of July, he was taken to Nahant. 
Here on the piazza looking out upon the cliffs and 
ocean, upon Egg Rock and the shore across the bay, 
scenes so dear to him, he patiently and cheerfully 
rested, and read and talked quietly with loved ones. 
Soon another operation followed, and all seemed well, 
when suddenly the silver cord of life was loosened and 
snapped, and in the early morning of November 9, 
1924, he fell asleep.

Three days later we read over him the burial service 
in the same Church where over half a century before 
he and his bride had stood. We carried his body past 
the pew of George Washington, the site of the Wash
ington Elm, and Craigie House, the Cambridge home 
of Washington, and laid him beside his wife.

Fourteen years ago when public opinion seemed to 
be moving against him before an election, Henry Cabot 
Lodge formally gave to the Commonwealth his con
fession of political faith. Friends engaged for him 
Symphony Hall and invited all citizens, those hostile, 
those favorable, and those seeking to know the truth. 
The Hall and surrounding streets were packed, the 
audience waited in keen expectancy when his spare, 
alert figure came to the front of the platform. Alone, 
without introduction, without personal support; alone 
he faced the multitude, and with the utmost simplicity 
and frankness told the story of his public service. The 
last words in that speech to the people of Massachu
setts are the last words of this memorial.

He said, ‘ ‘ Whatever my shortcomings, I  have 
cherished with reverence the dignity and the tradi
tions of the great office which I hold. My first



allegiance as an American is to the great nation 
founded, built up, preserved by heroic sacrifices and 
untold treasure. I  was born and bred in Massachu
setts. I love every inch of the old State, from the rocks 
of Essex and the glittering sands of the Cape to the 
fair valley of the Connecticut and the wooded Berk
shire Hills. Here my people have lived before me 
since the days of the Massachusetts Bay Company. 
Here they lie at rest in the graveyards of Essex, on 
Boston Common, beneath the shadow of Park Street 
Church. Here I lived all my life. Here my dead are 
buried. To her service I have given my all; no man 
can give more. Others may easily serve her better 
than I in those days yet to b e ; but of this I am sure; 
that no one can ever serve her with a greater love or 
deeper loyalty. ’ ’



.


