could he have won?. ..

We are disloyal to our ideals if we e to
let our country enlist in this

INDIVIDUALS AND NATIONS

One word motre, Mr. President. I's
has often been made; but it seems
plest form a league of nations bears
society. Democracy is a league off
for mutual protection, And they
ural rights for the purpose of esg
as ordered government. Ina le
must necessarily yield some of
they now hold for the same
tection. Is there anything
of the individual more sacr
But grant for the moment;
in the interest of orga
democracies, where all
it is their self-determin
the result of the expre
ities are given protectf
the old days of the
this connection the
on his deathbed th
thies, and he naiv;
mies; I have kdl

gose the argument
e that in its sim-
ose analogy to civil
en, banded together
d certain of their nat-
ishing this democracy
of nations the nations
i the exclusive rights which
pose—their mutual pro-
ing with- that? Is the right
han the right of the nation?
it is. It is yielded willingly
ed government, organized
a voice and where all thrive;
, freely given, and alf abide by
of that voice, and the minor-
. They are not destroyed, as in
usaders. And you may recall in
of the Crusader, who was told
¢ had ro repent and forgive his ene-
responded, “Why, I have no ene-

oes not quite agree with the majority

in order to preggive the peace of society.

hited States, going into a compact of this
concede to the objecting Senators, yield
they regard as their exclusive rights about
e very tender. But is not the prize worth
ot the peace of the world worth the sacri-

of greatest cruelty? War, we are told, burdens
ith debr to go down from one generation to an-
the curse of original sin. It wipes the people
£ carth as though Heaven had repented the mak-
an, Its evils can not be written, even in human
And our campaign is against war. And in that
ign every man is enlisted as a patriot, just as
as every man was enlisted in our recent campaign,
re his loyalty was nevet questioned, to carry the Stars
Stripes, standing for equal rights and justice through-
¢ the benighted countries of Europe and bringing hope
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em all.” But 2 democracy respects .

at is a lirde sacrifice they must make.

and succor to those who for centuries havgbeen the vic-
tims of oppression.
' refuse to let our

by sacrifice and

But we are disloyal to our ideals i
country enlist in this cause. We are
concession, working for a perfec
league is working for a more pdJ
friends, just as the organizatiog 6f society has abolished
violence in the settlement of dSputes and set up legisla-
tures and courts, so this | e of nations, if it carries
its purpose through to theffrish by creating international
tribunals, will abolish w&f, which is only violence on a
broader scale. Let us pfif dismiss this question by saying
it belongs only to théfentimental. Sentiment is the best
thing in the worldgdnd the difficulty is in living up to
it. Human natugé 7s the meanest thing about us, and
we are always it to keep it down. That is the function
of society; it i s well the function of the league.

Viewpoint 158
The Umted States Should Not Join the League of
Nations (1919)

Lawrence Sherman (1858-1939)

INTRODUCTION The League of Nations was the center-
piece of President Woodrow Wilion’s vision for reshap-
ing the world order and America’s place in it. Wikon
succeeded in incorporating the league’s creation within
the Treaty of Versailles, negotiated in 1919 by the na-
tions that had fought World War I. Bus the president
Jaced significant opposition in the U.S. Senate, which
had to vatify the treaty. Opponents contended that the
League represented & major break from Ameriea’ tra-
ditional isolationist foreign policy of self-proveciive
nentrality and avoidance of foreign entanglements. A
fction of senators, dubbed the “irreconcilables,” was
steadfastly and philosophically opposed to American
participasion in the League of Nations. One of these
senators was Lawrence Sherman, a Republican from
Ilinois who served in the Senate from 1913 to 1921, In
the following viewpoint, excerpred from remarks on the
Senate floor on Marck 13, 1919, Sheyman stakes ont a
position of classic American isolationism and emphasizes
the danger of burdening the new nation of America
with the conflicss of the old nations of Europe.

What contrasts does Sherman draw between the United
Staes and Europe? What attitudes about racial and
ethnic groups does be reveal? What distinction does he
make between the decision to enter World War I and
the decision to enter the League of Nations?

Nearly four months ago the belligerent nations
signed the armistice that saved Germany from a

From Lawtence Sherman, Congressional Record, G6th Cong,, 1st sess, {(March 3,
1919), pp. 4865-57.
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destructive atonement for her crimes. In that time the re-
sponsible agents of the United States of America have not
occupied themselves in ending the war and writing terms
of peace upon which Germany shall pay the penalty of
acknowledged defeat in her attempts against civilized
mankind. They have busied themselves with an effort to
create a superstate above the governments and peoples
of nations to.excrcise supersovereignty over both nations
and their individual citizens and subjects.

Advantage is taken of a wish for universal and perma-
nent peace to present this device as a certain instrumental-

ity to that desired end. ...

" [But] the constitution of the league of nations must
be submitted to that scrutiny which will assay its service
as a charter preseribing a rule of conduct among nations
and whether obedience can be secured. It must be tested
by the peoples grouped under sovereign governments to
ascertain how it will affect them and what burdens are
likely to be assumed; what measure of relief is practicable.
Does this document give it, or if not, what can be wrirten
reasonably calculated to accomplish that measure of re-
lief? These are inquiries which merit the highest effort
of which this Scnate and the American Nation dre capa-
ble. Such a momentous issue seldom challenges free peo-
ple for decision, . . .

All nations with organic government sufficient to be
dealt with as responsible powers can be assembled by
their voluntary act under a code of international law.
Twenty-six nations so obligated themselves in 1899 in
the first Hague convention. Forty-four nations were signa-
tory in 1907 to the second Hague convention. When the
armistice was signed Novermber 11, 1918, all the warring
nations were contracting parties agreeing in 1907 to arbi-
trate differences as a substitute for war. Every outrage per-
petrated by Germany she had bound herself not to
commit. Her defiberate policy of frightfulness she had sol-
emnly covenanted should never be pursued. The indis-
pensable end to be sought, therefore, is not to multiply
international agreements, but to discover m_eaxis of compel-
ling or persuading nations to keep them when made. ...

CONELICTS IN EUROPE

Europe conrains many independent sovereign nations.
Some submerged nationalities, overwhelmed by wars
reaching back some centuries, will undoubtedly rise to
reassumed sovereignty. With the latter we may be con--
cerned, They might be converted into warlike forces
against us if subject to a dominanc government, our
enemy. Much European bloodshed has had its origin in
commercial rivalry resulting in territorial aggression. It
may be repeated. Most wars of modern times have
begun in Europe. Kings have fought to gain thrones for
their kin and subordinates. Ancient feuds of reigning

World War I and the League-of Nations

families have sent armies into many a disastrous field.
Ambitious men have risen to shake continents with
their struggles for power.

That is all to end, however, because we now hear that
kings are no more and the people will administer all
future governments. We fervently pray it may be so.
Yet some of the people we are asked by this league to
invest with sovereign power over us may well engage
our concetn.

Russia is the fountainhead of bloody chaos and the
attempted dissolution of every civil and demestic tie
dear to the Anglo-Saxon race. Germany may be passing
from despotic rule to class government founded on
Marxian socialism.

a
The constitution of the league of nations is a
Pandora’s box of evil to empty up on the

American peaple the aggregated calamities
of the world.

The restless elements of Europe, inured to violence
and disliking the monotony of private industry, are al-
ways explosive material. Erecting them into states does
not insure tranquillicy. To all such people, if they have
not wisdom and virtue, self-restraint and justice to the
minoriry, liberty is the greatest of all possible evils, not
only to them but ro the world.

If we ratify this league in its present form, we invest
such people with equal power over us. Their vices and
misfortunes react upon us. Their follies and crimes become
in turn a menace, because we have given them an equal
vote in the league with our own country. It may become
not 2 means of removing 2 menace but of creating one
beyond our power either to abate or to remove,

The constitution of the league of nations is a Pandora’s
box of evil to empty upon the American people the aggre-
gated calamities of the world, and only time is the infal-
lible test even of our own institutions.

WORLD WAR 1

When the United States by joint resolution of Congress
entered the war April 6, 1917, we signed no pact with
the Governments arrayed against the central powers.
The American felt in his heart Germany was a menace
to the free governments of the world. There was an in-
stinctive horror at Germany’s methods of making war
and her avowed policy of frightfulness. It was known
she aimed at world dominion. Those in authority at
this Capitol knew we must fighe the danger alone or
jointy with the allies.

VOL., 2: FROM RECONSTRUCTION TO THE PRESENT 77




Part 2: The Progressive Era (1895-1920)

We ChOSﬂ to make common Cause against a common
danger. To do so we abdicated no sovereign power. We
bound ourselves in no perpetual alliance to draw the
sword whenever and so long as a majority of European
governments voted it upon us. Qur practical expression
in this crisis was to reserve for ourselves the power to decide
when and how long a controversy between two or more
nations in some quarter of the globe was of such magni-
tude as to warrant our interference even to the extremity
of war.

A working status was in fact established between our
Government and the allies. Under it the war was fought
successfully to the armistice of November 11, 1918. No
nation surrendered its sovercignty. They voluntarily com-
bined their strength against the common peril. Tt was a
union of equals, and each was in an equally common
self-defense bound to give all it had if the struggle
demanded it. This is the key to any league of nations
that will survive the ephemeral theories and impossible
yearnings of the alleged friends of humanity who are
more fertile in phrase making than successful in the prac-
tical affairs of men....

The actual working alliance between our Govern-
ment and Germany’s European enemies . .. implies no
loss of sovereignty and no violence to national sentiment.
Tt is a cooperative expression of the law of self-defense, an
American doctrine on which every patriot can join his fel-
fow man. It impairs no constitutional power of Congress.
Tt invades no executive domain, and it leaves our Govern-
ment the responsible instrumentality to direct the will of
our people, We escape the perils of surrendering our
country to the mandates of a majority of the Govern-
ments of the Old World by this course.

The same public opinion in a free government that
would unite our people under the proposed league
would lead to concerted action under a treaty whose ob-
ligation rests in good faith. If public opinion does not

support the league, it can not send armies into the

field. America will not sacrifice her lives and her treasure

unless her heart is in the war. No mere language written

on parchment can in practice make any compact between
sovereign nations more binding than a treary unless some
supersovereign force be contemplated as a coercive agent
upon the American Government and its people. Force
converts such a league into a tyranny and international
oppressor. Such a compact becomes the source of univer-
sal war, not the means of permanent peace. . ..
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ARTICLE 10

In article 10 [of the Covenane (constitution) of the league
of nations] the members of the league bind themselves to
preserve each other, and the executive council is required
to advise upon the means by which all the league members
shall be protected against external aggression which will
impair their territorial integrity and political independence.
If this article avails anything it binds our Government, its
Army, its Navy, its people, and its Treasury to defend
Great Brifain’s colonial dependencies any place in the
world. A like obligation attends us for France, ltaly, and
every other league member. England’s territorial posses-
sions are in every part of the globe. Russia is a vast area
with 180,000,000 people, and Germany with 70,000,000.
The United Kingdom of Great Britain has in Europe
fewer than 50,000,000 population. More than 300,000,000
souls acknowledge the supremacy of England’s flag in
Asia. Great Britain feels, as seldom before, the need of
help to maintain her terrivorial integrity. ...

I decline o vote to bind the American people to main-
tain the boundary lines and political independence of every
nation that may be a league member. It ought to be dohe
only when the question menaces our peace and safety. It
must be a treaty uniting our associated nations in the mu-
tual and common bonds of self-defense. It becomes, then a
league of sovereigns acting with the common purpose of
self-preservation. The law of nations is like the law of indi-
viduals. Self-defense is the first law and is justified before
every tribunal known to civilized man. ...

This league, Mr. President, sends the angel of death
to every American home. In every voice to rarify it we can
hear the beating of his wing. There will be none to help;
no decrees from omniscience will direct us to sprinkle
with blood the lintel of every Amferican home. If chis
supersovereignty be created, conscription will take from
all, and we will bear the white man’s burden in every
quarter of the world.
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