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A Letter Addressed to the Springfield
(Mass.) Union

To THE EpiToR oF THE SPRINGFIELD Union:

Sir: As the acquirement by America of the right

to dig the Panama canal has been the subject of sev-
_____eral articles since Mr. Theodore Roosevelt published in
| The Outlook for October, 1911, an article to en-

)
j < | lighten the people of this country about the way that
> J | he, as President at that time, acquired that right; and,

'~ “lin as much as his premises and information lack the

'2 ; true history of the situation that confronted this gov-
7 — | ernment at the time of that supposed acquisition of
¢ | rights; and ignores the then existing treaty between
4) | Wi Eofinitfy Aaid Colombia and the obligations con-

erninent) I, think, that it is right that

,iwho h&;_ﬁ rj.i?"_rﬂd'. ,:h'E.‘FEr_, E?F OVET {Sa:yﬁﬁr” ental
e BHld Tinidertake to give to the public the facts that
Mr. Roosevelt, either willingly or otherwise, has
omitted in his article, in order that the American con-
science may be enlightened thoroughly on the sub-
ject; and that any reparation, belonging by right to
Colombia, should be granted without any grudging or
reserve, notwithstanding the allegations of one in-
terested in the approval of his acts as President at the

time of the supposed acquisition of rights.

For many years previous to 1903, a French com-
pany, under the leadership of Mr. De Lesseps, had
~ been trying to build the canal, under especial conces-
sions of Colombia, and had spent several hundreds of
millions of dollars without doing any work worth the
amount of money spent, and finally had to give it up
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and to sell whatever they had in the Isthmus, repre-
sented in work actually done and in tools, machines
and appliances to the United States, which then under- N
took the task of obtaining from Colombia the right to g
do the work under stipulations contained in a treaty
signed in Washington by Mr. John Hay, as secretary of
state, and Mr. Thomas Herran, as representative from
Colombia. That treaty was submitted to the Coloms-
bian Senate under threats of dire consequences if it
was not approved at once, which caused, as it was
reasonable to expect from an independent and self-
respecting body, the result that they refused its ap-
proval. It was at that time that Mr. Roosevelt, as
President, took the thing in hand, and helped an in-
surrection in Panama against the constituted authori-
ties of Colombia. This insurrection, bribing the small

LI Igartisonl 0f AColombian soldiers then existing there,

Iepaﬂtbﬁ (fromathe mother country |
E m ization -of, a|new republic; whichcMrienial

w~Roosevelt-hastened to recognize at once, ordering at
the same time the admirals of the fleet in the Atlantic
waters to prevent the arrival of Colombian forces to .
subjugate the rebels and their debarkation within 50 |
miles of the territory of the canal. Immediately af-
terward he entered into a treaty with the new republic,
securing for the United States the right to dig the
canal, and transferring to this country dominion over
a piece of territory on either side of the canal, as pro-
jected, where the United States has been since exer-
cising the rights of sovereignty and dominion as
owners of the land which now is called the “zone.”
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This brief story of what passed then is of public
knowledge, was related in all the newspapers of the
time, and represents the real facts of the case. No-
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body could deny its accuracy, not even Mr. Roose-
yvelt, who in his article prides himself on what he
did at the time, adding that “it must be a matter of
pride to every honest American that the acquisition of
the canal was as free from scandal as the public acts
of George Washington and Abraham Lincoln,” to
whose names, as it seems, he wishes to link his own
to posterity. I doubt much, however, that those illus-
trious patriots and wise Presidents, would, if they
lived, assume credit for that performance of Mr.
Roosevelt, and permit him to link his name to theirs.

Now, in order to understand what the position was
of the United States, in its relations to Colombia, at
the time Mr. Roosevelt “took’ the Department of
Panama from its sovereign and owner, I copy the stipu-
lations contained in article 35 of the treaty of peace,

L Nanity, lddvigatien and commerce between the United

nd ‘thes Republic) of New Granada

1846, existing~in~full force at the time: “AND 1N
ORDER TO SECURE TO THEMSELVES THE TRANQUIL AND
CONSTANT ENJOYMENT OF THESE ADVANTAGES, AND
AS AN SPECIAL COMPENSATION FOR THE SAID ADVANT-
AGES AND FOR THE FAVORS THEY HAVE ACQUIRED BY
THE 4TH, 5TH, AND 6TH ARTICLES OF THIS TREATY,
THE UNITED STATES GUARANTEES POSITIVELY AND
EFFICACIOUSLY TO NEW GRANADA (Now COLOMBIA)
BY THE PRESENT STIPULATION, THE PERFECT NEU-
TRALITY OF THE BEFORE MENTIONED ISTHMUS, WITH
THE VIEW THAT THE TRANSIT FROM THE ONE TO THE
OTHER SEA MAY NOT BE INTERRUPTED OR EMBARRASSED
TO ANY FUTURE TIME WHILE THIS TREATY EXISTS;
AND IN CONSEQUENCE THE UNITED STATES ALSO
GUARANTEES IN THE SAME MANNER THE RIGHTS OF
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SOVEREIGNTY AND PROPERTY WHICH NEW GRANADA
HAS AND POSSESSES OVER THE SAID TERRITORY.”

It seems to me and to all candid readers of the
above stipulation, that the act of Mr. Roosevelt, no
matter how ingeniously interpreted or presented, r.:nulﬁ
not be defended before the light of justice and of faﬂ*""
treatment of one mation toward the other, and that he
trespassed and outraged the rights of Colombia in a
manner that only the strength and power of the
United States could have permitted toward a weak
and unprotected country, who had trusted in her good
faith and-power to defend and protect her rights. It
seems also incredible that the nation that had solemnly
promised the guarantee of the dominion and sover- e
eignty over the Isthmus of Panama to Colombia,
should have been the first and only one that had vio- Al

o

Uulmg;mwtee and promise, but that is the true _:!'_.
E s¢. Biblioteca 3
peopleof this eountry Had ot beeh infornied 21

- at the time of the existence of the treaty, and of its
solemn promises, engaged in by the United States, and
have thus far remained silent and passive to the under-
takings of their President and for that reason I have
copied the principal stipulation of those contained
in that treaty, hoping that public opinion, although
late, will manifest itself through its proper channels,
in rebuke of an act of the most scandalous violation
of public engagements and promises ever executed by
any power.

There is no excuse for this act, either in the im-
portance of the work to be undertaken, or in the fact
that Colombia was not in a position to undertake it
herself, after the failure of the French company, be-
cause the opening of the canal was a work of years
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and a few months of waiting was of no importance.
If instead of sending that treaty to Bogota through a
Charge d’Affairs, accompanied with a threat, the busi-
ness had been intrusted to a competent and accom-
plished diplomat, I have no doubt that the Senate and
the executive of Colombia would have given it all
their attention, and very likely agreed to terms and
executed that treaty, or a similar one, based on the
terms proposed. But it was presented as an ultima-
tum, in military fashion, in the belief that a weak and
comparatively small nation had no right to discuss or
oppose the will of a powerful one, and that it was her
duty to obey commands at once, and without any
modification or change.

This contemptuous treatment of Colombia had no
i ?bﬁ ver, coming from the usually polite

of E{fﬁ? ’Eﬁt ut the course fol-

o Satd SEFallihb Al Bkiimental
a usmg and" treating a friendly

nation as if she were a nation of bandits, a name that
he had used in his article to confirm this inference.

o

In the same number of The Outlook where Mr.
Roosevelt’s article is published, there is another article
that very likely is of his own pen, where he congratu-
lates the people of this country for the great achieve-
ment of the construction of the canal, but it seemes to
me rather premature to go on in that vein before it
has been finished, tested and found to work all
right. It should not be forgotten that the majority
of the engineers, consulted as to its construction, was
of the opinion that a level canal was preferable, but
the President thought better of a lock one, which is
to be opened for navigation next year. In this respect
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there are some doubts yet which should be counted
before entering into the field of congratulations, ete.

In the first place nobody knows yet how that big
lake which is to be made out of the waters of the
Chagres River, confined within the limits of the
Andes Cordillera that crosses the Isthmus, will work
in the tropical rainy season, and whether those waters,
generally turbulent and riotous, could be made to work
smoothly, without wiping out at some time or other
the locks of the canal and the artificial masonry made
to contain them within the limits of the lake. This
test is very important and before it is made it is rather
foolish and premature to go into raptures about the
great work, The other point that also seems to have
been forgotten is the danger of earthquakes, which

] des LCordillera are of frequent occurrence,
UNIV, ‘ﬁ few 'n]utei[éleatm}f the usefulness of
E e b theseﬂ% inci ﬁfi}e Joints mhich i hee oo
= v_of the construction Have been' set asi Qeynenta

the ownership of the land and the formal engagement
of this government to protect and guarantee the do-
minion and sovereignty of Colombia over the Isthmus
of Panama.

I am, dear sir,
Yours very truly,
A NATIVE COLOMBIAN.

Springfield, February 8, 1912.



Reply to Strictures made by the Editor
of the American Review
of Reviews.

Mr. Albert Shaw, Editor of the “Review of Re-
views,” in its issue of last March, referring to the
grievance entertained by the Republic of Colombia on
account of the “taking” of the Department of Panama
by the then President, Mr. Theodore Roosevelt, makes
the following commentaries, upon the accuracy of
which, I, as a native Colombian, take the liberty of

dissenting:

umv%ﬁs,
Il
0 Cﬂ]ombm in its ent e hrémr‘y ’I‘h':ft”' o

this change of plans was so fortunate for the people of
my native land and promised such inestimable bene-
fits, that when the treaty referred to above failed of
ratification in Bogota, it was universally believed in
this country that corrupt influences had been at work
contrary to the best interests of Colombia and of man-
kind.

Second: That the people of the United States felt
that Panama was fully justified in breaking away from
Colombia and in accepting the protection of the United
States.

Third: That the justification of what President
Roosevelt did at the time was “clear,” and that it has
in any case been made “complete” by the hundreds of
millions spent in constructing the canal, and above all,
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by the triumph of America over tropical disease, this
being the greatest boon conferred upon the world in a
hundred years.

Fourth: That Colombia could not have made such
use of Panama, but that she will derive for many gen-
erations to come great benefit from the Canal.

Fifth: That Colombia is a United States neighbor,
that her pride has been hurt, and her people have a real
and sincere sense of grievance that should claim the
consideration of the people of the United States who
have never for a moment meant to do anything which
would not greatly benefit the people of Colombia, and
that the United States ought not to open the Panama
Canal without having first done everything to restore
good relations with her.

UNIV .-"'- gy [}ﬁ‘@j the proposals of the representatives of

ombia that her cbip,q Es,hu ?e arbitrated “are not

ol lf:’j:}f_ seause of-the leln:}H;:- the United States i Mantal
.pmmpbl}t_rtmgmzmg the RepuTJIH: of Panama was

within her rights as a Sovereign Power, and because

all great Powers make alliances and assume positions

that offend other Powers, but that these are not mat-

ters that can be arbitrated.

Seventh: That no American ought to consider
himself competent to discuss the circumstances under
which the United States recognized the Republic of
Panama, and took possession of the canal zone if he is
not familiar with the chapter that deals with that sub-
ject in Colonel Roosevelt’s autobiography recently pub-
lished.

Eighth: That the policy of the United States—not-
withstanding the opinion of certain Americans who
profess high ethical standards—who refer to the
American policy of that period as discreditable, and
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as something for which reparation and apology ought
to be made, was most commendable, because Colombia
at that time had no government except an arbitrary
dictatorship, with no Colombian Congress in session
for several years, and that the people of Panama would
have been imbeciles if they had not withdrawn from
Colombia at that time.

Ninth: That the opening of the Panama Canal
ought to be celebrated in an atmosphere of interna-
tional good will, etc., etc.

'The above extracts taken from the article entitled
“Progress of the World,” in the said “Review of Re-
views,” were undoubtedly written under an erroneous
impression or incomplete information regarding many
facts that the editor of that magazine did not know,

; Inagmﬁlﬁ, Colombian, feel that in order that

1-people’s shall not be confused
-~ take Eﬁﬁ&t?éfﬁaﬁdresslqg to .I:_Jhgm,” S
ving remarks, which I hope may aid to the
enlightenment of the matter:

First: When the Panama route was adopted, and
the Hay-Herran Treaty was signed at Washington,
the United States Charge 'd Affairs at Bogota was in-
structed by the Secretary of State at Washington to
push its approval by the Colombian Senate, adding
that if it was not approved, without any change, the
most awful consequences would be the result. This
threat by one of the signers of the treaty was the prin-
cipal cause of its non-approval by the Colombian Sen-
ate, and it is clear that no body of self respecting citi-
zens could have acted otherwise in view of that un-
provoked insult.

The assumption by the “Review of Reviews” that
“corrupt” influences had acted in the refusal of Colom-
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bia to approve the treaty has no justification of any
kind, and it is the first time that we hear of such a
charge.

Second: The people of the United States had no
time to think that the Panamenos were justified in
breaking away from Colombia, as the insurrection that
started in Panama through the bribing of the Colom-
bian garrison there had no sooner proclaimed its in-
dependence than the President of the United States
had recognized the new Republic and I am sure that
the majority of the people of Panama, and I may say
the ninety-nine and nine-tenths of them, had no idea
of their breaking the links that united them to Colom-
bia, and it was a surprise to them to hear that a new
government had been established and had been recog-

UNIVERSIBAB' " >

E q FE Althoughithe| digging,of the Canal to con-

short-water| -route rthe r Atlantic, with, the 141
e Pacifre-Oeean.vas a ver_',r desirable achievement to the

world at large, I do not see in what way it could justify
the act of President Roosevelt in helping the insurrec-
tion that brought about the separation of Panama
from the mother country and the taking away of the
land without compensation, nor do I see how the mil-
lions spent in digging the Canal can make “complete”
that justification, nor even the boon conferred upon
humanity by controlling tropical disease in that region.

Fourth: It is true that Colombia alone could not
at any time have undertaken the digging of the Canal,
but I do not see the benefits that she will derive from
it “for many generations to come,” outside of the
shortening of the distance to communicate with this
country and with Europe and the Orient, benefits that
are common to all other countries situated in the same
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or different positions. Some sixty or more years ago
when the Panama Railroad was opened to the service
of the international commerce of the world, the opin-
ion was advanced that the then Republic of New Gran-
ada, now Colombia, would benefit immensely from
that route; but the fact was that she saw the trains
crossing from one side of the Isthmus to the other
carrying merchandise to and from the people of the
Pacific and of the Atlantic Oceans without leaving the
slightest trace of its transit to benefit the people of
Colombia ‘or even of Panama. It should not be for-
gotten in this connection that it is the energy and work
of the people that make their prosperity, and that if
new transit routes bring them nearer to each other they
do not gain more than the cheapening of the transpor-
tation charges, which by themselves do not make pros-

LN I périty.! SWhen'the Canal is opened Colombia will see

E Mmml pass ithroughiit, carrying to their
erchandise and productsiof the differ=10/

ent countries south and north of her, but it i1s doubtful

whether they will leave anything to benefit Colombia

that may outweigh the actual traffic that is carried over

the Panama Railroad for her possessions on the Pa-
cific and the Atlantic Coasts.

Fifth: The feeling expressed in this paragraph,
and the wishes entertained that the United States
should not open the Panama Canal before restoring to
a good understanding her relations with Colombia, are
to be commended as being generous and just, if by
them is meant the desirability of satisfying her just
claims for the injury caused her by the loss of one of
her richest provinces and of the Rewversionary rights
belonging to her in the contracts existing at the time
with the Panama Railroad Company and with the
French company that undertook and failed to build the

11
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Canal. Those rights which the writer of that article
ignores, represent values of great consideration, that

cannot be set aside by the United States without com- !
pensation and should be studied by writers trying to :f
influence public opinion. N

Sixth: I do not understand why the proposals of
the representatives of Colombia that her claims should
be arbitrated, if not satisfied, are not feasible, because
of the United States having recognized the Republic
of Panama. Precisely on account of that precipitate :
recognition her responsibility for the injury done to
Colombia is more pressing and clear and if as a great
Power her offenses should be condoned, the code of
morality governing the nations of the world should be
made over, declaring that the weak Powers have no

L) N 1y redress againstythe powerful ones, whose offenses are

E mT At AR - ]
am also at & loss to’ Hﬂﬂéﬁtgﬁdwentm j

no American can consider himself competent to dis- 3
cuss the circumstances under which the United States 4
recognized the Republic of Panama and took posses- :
sion of the Canal zone if he has not read the chapter
that deals with that subject in Colonel Roosevelt's
autobiography. I have not read that chapter, but I am
sure that whatever the Colonel says, any American, and
by that matter any man of any nationality can very
well call things by their names and apply to the
“taking” of Panama the severe blame that corres-
ponds to the man who being the President of this
Great Republic, which by a solemn treaty guaranteed
the sovereignty of Colombia over the territory of
Panama, did deliberately and brazenly break that
promise, a most scandalous proceeding that still sounds

I
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discreditable to the ears of decent and respectable peo-
ple of this country and of the world.

Eighth: That Colombia at the time of the
“taking”’ of Panama had no government, except an
arbitrary dictatorship, is news to all the world. It is
well known that Mr. Jose Manuel Marroquin was then
the Constitutional President of Colombia and that he
transmitted to the Senate, in session at the time, the
text of the Hay-Herran Treaty, which having been re-
jected by that body, was followed by the bribing of the
Panama garrison, and the proclamation of the inde-
pendence of that department, which was constituted
into a Republic that Mr. Roosevelt hastened to recog-
nize 48 hours after its foundation.

Ninth: It is also to be commended as right and
roper that the opening of the Panama Canal should

U e elebrated i1 an’atmosphere of international good-

EHF lish fthat)lib is paramount that the
] the old owner ofithelands! througly whichi menial
“~"it has been builf, should be thoroughly satisfied without
leaving behind any trace of the scandal that brought
about the ownership of the United States of that piece
of territory, which was ‘“taken” from Colombia by
treason and by an abuse of power which no mere words

can ever justify.

M. CAMACHO ROLDAN.
Yonkers, May 21, 1914.
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