
treatien ever since. Now, if it he true that to arbitrate is to sub-
mit something that may eontrol ("onRress and therefore takeaway from its power to act, then we would have no right to arbi-

denee
''^ '" *° ""'"' "*''' ™ '" •P""'''"'"' indepcn-

We have now a treaty made witli Panama by which we guar-
antee her independence and the integrity of her territory. That
IS nothing but the same obligation entered into in Article X
.Nobotly has ever said that that treaty was wrong. We had got
something for it We got our treaty with Panama, whi<h en-
abled ua to build the Panama Canal. And can we back out of
that on the ground that it ousted the power of Congress with re-
ference to the making of war?

• v. . ^Y''!"./''^,
'"'"'' *° '^^'^ '" Prefiient vou find not only

that, but the Bryan 'reaties, of which there were some twenty
1 think, or twenty-three—I don't know how many—which prb-
vide that no nation under those treaties shall go to war until a
year after the event leading to the war and until after investi-
gation and report shall be made. Now that limits the power
of Congress to declare war, for a year; and if it does, it ousts
Its power to declare war—if that be tru^if that is the theory,
so that precedent is entirely at variance with any such proposi-

Sec the reduclio ad absurdum that you have. Congress
IB the only power under the constitution that can pay money
out of the Treasury of the United States. If that be true if
this view be true that we cannot agree to do anything that
Congress is the constitutional agency in doing, then we of the
Umted States cannot agree to pay another nation any money
in the future. We can back out of every contract.

" We d'd
agree to pay twenty millions for the PhiUippines and we paid itWe agreed to pay such an award as might he made in the Fish-
enes Arbitration; and you found that we had taken fish—or the
arbitration found that we had taken fish to the extent of five
millions. We did not like it, we made grimaces, just as you did
oyer the Geneva arbitration, but we paid the money, and we
did not attempt to get out of it on the theory that it took away
the power of Congress to use its independeni discretion in pay-
ing money. It did not do any such thing. It only left to
Congress the power to decide whether we ought to pay our
debts, or ought not to—that is all.

In this way it seems to me I have covered the chief obiect-
tions on any constitutional ground to the entry of the United
htates into such a treaty as that proposed. The constitutional
decisions as to the character of our government written by
Chief Justice Marshall are illuminating and convincing as to
the character of the nation which was created by the constitu-
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