WHY GENERAL SHERMAN DECLINED THE
NOMINATION IN 1884.*

BEING A LETTER, HITHERTO UNPUBLISHED, FROM GENERAL W. T.
SHERMAN TO UNITED STATES SENATOR J. R, DOOLITTLE,
OF WISCONSIN.

912 GarrisoN AVENUE, St. Louis, Mo.,
June 10, 1884,
Hox. J. R. DooLITTLE,
RaciNg, Wis.

My Dear Sir: This morning’s mail brought me your letter
of the 8th, and, though packing my trunk for a trip to Southwest
Missouri—Carthage, Joplin, etc—in fulfillment of a promise
made my old soldiers two months ago, I think T had better
answer you.

_ The Law compelled my retirement from the command of the

Army because I was sixty-four years of age. I favored the law,
because the average man of sixty-four or sixty-five is usually in-
capacitated for military service, which demands not only mental
strength but physical. T had seen so many good officers cling to
their commissions long after it was plain to all except themselves
that their day had passed—conspicuously so Scott, Bonneville,
etc.—that I really wanted to retire whilst I had sense enough, and
before I could be subjected to the hints and flings that Sherman,
naturally eccentric, was becoming old and obstructive. If too old
to command an army of twenty-five thousand men, of course I

*Senator Doolitile was one of those who ardently desired that General
Sherman should become a candidate for the Presidency. Feeling confident
that the nomination of the great commander was assured, the Senator
wrote him a letter offering suggestions as to points which it seemed de-
sirable to cover in his letter of acceptance. General Sherman replied that
he had forbidden the use of his name in the Convention, and Senator Doo-
litile responded in a communication of some length, in which he expressed
great regret at the General’s decision, and pointed out the services which

the veteran might have rendered to the country as President. The letter
printed above is General Sherman’s answer to this communication,—EptTor.
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was too old to be the President and Commander-in-Chief of the
Army and Navy of the United States. Therefore I notified my
own brother, and all- who were entitled to my confidence, that I
must not be used by any political convention for its purpose and
convenience,

During the Convention at Chicago I was notified by men
high in authority that, in case there should be a deadlock as
between the two strong candidates, Arthur and Blaine, my name
would surely be used, whether I consented or not.

I may be eccentric, but I think I am not a fool, an ass, to be
vsed by others at their will, and I simply confided to a friend, in
position to act, that they had better not make too free use of
my name, as 1 had old-fashioned ideas of freedom and the right
of every man to shape his own destiny ; that I was not in the habif
of calling a council of war to throw off on it the responsibility,
but had already decided for myself, and advised the Convention
that if it used my name without my consent I might answer in
terms which would damage it as well as myself. Of course, my
name was dropped, and Blaine was nominated.

1 know Blaine well and have since he was a boy of ten years
of age. He is talented, as all admit, and as honest as the time
calls for. e has been heavily taxed, not only by his immediate
family, but by brothers, sisters, cousing and aunts, and he has .
been to them most kind and generous, as I know. Had he lim-
ited his action to his Congressional salary, his brothers and
sisters would have been dependent on others, and he was forced
to embark in private enterprises. He favored, rightfully, the
building of the great Trans-Continental Roads, Congress aiding
by the grant of alternate sections out for ten miles, doubling the
price of the remainder, just as you or I or any honest owner would
gladly do to increase the value of the general estate. I don’t
know that Blaine made any profit thereby, but I hope he did.
This clamor against the Pacific Railroad Grants is to me the
veriest demagoguery, for in 1865 I would have freely given all of
Nebraska, Wyoming, Utah and Nevada, yea, been willing to
throw in New Mexico, to any corporation which would have guar-
anteed to build one Pacific Road; now we have four. And they
add more strength to the Union of this nation than all the Politics
of both Republican and Democratic parties in the last fifty years.

Logan was a good soldier, and Blaine and Logan are fair can-
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didates for the Republicans. Now let the Democrats put out a
ticket of their best representative men.

And then fight it out.

It don’t make much difference which wins—neither can do
any good, The real question is, Which will do the least harm?

Our people insist on being governed by Parties full of vir-
tuous professions, but slack of performance; and the time is
opportune for a full and fair fight as between them. I am not
entitled to a vote, and therefore disqualified from expressing my
opinion, but I surely do account myself happy and fortunate in
escaping so easily a danger I dreaded.

With respect, your Friend,
W. T. SHERMAN.



IMPERIALISM AMERICA’S HISTORIC POLICY.

BY W. A. PEFFER, FORMERLY UNITELC STATES SENATOR FROM
KANSAS.

THE arraignment of the National Administration by certain of
our citizens on a charge of imperialism, in the execution of its
Philippine policy, brings up for discussion in the pending cam-
paign some important questions relating to the powers, duties and
responsibilities of government, among which are three that I pro-
pose to consider briefly in this article, namely:

First. 'Whence comes the right to govern? What are its
sphere and object?

Second. Are we, the people of the United States, a self-
governing people ?

Third. Is our Philippine policy anti-American ?

L

As to the right to govern—the right to exercise authority over
communities, states and nations, the right to enact, construe and
execute laws—whence is it derived? For what purposes and to
what extent may it be properly assumed?

In the Declaration of Independence it is asserted that:

‘“We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created
equal; that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable
rights; that among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi-
ness. That to secure these rights, governments are instituted among
men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed.”

But is it true that government, even in a republic like ours,
derives its just powers only from the consent of the governed?
Ts it not a fact that at no time in our history have we either had
or asked the consent of all the people within our jurisdiction, to
the powers of government which we have been exercising over
them? Is it not true, on the contrary, that we have been govern-



