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SPEECH

HON. JAMES A. REED

OF MISSOURT

THE WORLD COURT

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mpr, President, a telegram has just
been received by the press associations, which I think ought to
be of interest to the Senate. It reads as follows:

GEuxgva, March 18 (by International News Service).—The Counecll
of the League of Nations to-day decided to invite the United States
to a conference at Geneva on September 1 to consider the reservations
which the United States has suggested regarding her entry inte the
World Court.

In view of the fact that the American people in two great
elections, by majorities of seven or eight million, decided that
the United States would have nothing whatever to do with the
League of Nations, and utterly, and as they thought finally,
repudiated that organization, this telegram is interesting. We
are now to be asked to sit down outside of the league and con-
fer with the gentlemen inside of the league with reference to
whether we will accept the jurisdiction of the court created,
set up, managed, and controlled by the gentlemen inside of the
league. It seems to me that we ought to take immediate action
on this matter. Is this not a very appropriate time to pass a
resolution naming a delegate and to apply cloture to the reso-
lution, so that it can be passed before the American people
know anything about it?

Mr. President, this simply illustrates the fact that you can
not be half way in a thing and half way out of it; that you
elther have to join the League of Natious and become an in-
tegral part of it, or you must stay out of it completely and
absolutely.

Lincoln once declared that a nation can not remain half
slave and half free; and I desire, with all respect to the im-
mortal dead, to paraphrase that statement: A nation can not
remain half sovereign and half subordinate. We can not pre-
serve our national independence and at the same time subject
ourselves to the control of any international body. We can
not be a nation completely controlling its affairs and at the
same time submit any part of our policies to the domination of
any foreign organization.

LEAGUE WILL “ CONSIDER " BENATE'S COURT ACTION

We were told that this was a world court. The people of
the United States were told that it was a world court. Sen-
ators pledged themselves to vote for a world court, some of
them before they had ever seen the protocol or had been fur-
nished with a copy of the so-called statute of the court. Sen-
ators pledged themselves to vote for this so-called world court
without understanding that the very word * protocol” means
something pasted in, and that this thing that we eall a protocol
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was something to be pasted into the League of Nations com-
pact. Senators voted for this so-called World Court, many
of whom two days before had not understood that the docu-
ments submitted to us had not been submitted by any sov-
ereign nation but by the secretariat of the League of Nations,

My understanding, based entirely upon newspaper accounts,
is that when the Secretary of State received the engrossed
copy of the proceedings of the Senate he was in doubt where
to send it, and, being in doubt, at least some of the press stated
that he had sent the document to the various nations composing
the organization of the League of Nations and also had sent it
to the secretariat, figuring, I take it, that if he did not hit with
one barrel he might with the other.

And so, having started out with the idea, as expressed on the
floor by many Senators, that we were entering a court that
was a world eourt, that was not in any way tied to the League
of Nations, that was completely diverced from it, we are now
invited by the League of Nations to sit down with the Leagune
of Nations and discuss with this body which we refused to
join the question of whether we have adopted proper reserva-
tions and have attached proper conditions to our euntrance into
this court, which is a league court and never was anything but
a league court.

Mr. President, just 22 days ago we were rushed into a rati-
fication of the court of the League of Nations, For the second
time in a half century cloture was applied. For the first time
cloture was applied before the guestion under consideration
had been fully debated. It is true there had been a dis-
cussion of the general proposition of the desirability of a world
court, There had been some discussion of the relation of (he
court to the League of Nations. There was no adequate dis-
cussion of either of those subjects, and especially was there no
adequate discussion of the so-called statute of the court, or of
the relation of the court through the covenant to the League
of Nations. Neither was there adequate discussion of the in-
herent power of the members of the league at will to amend
the covenant of the league, and thus enlarge or alter the
claimed jurisdietion of the court.

A few hours before the forced vote was taken, five so-called
additional reservations were introduced which were never
teally discussed, To all intents and purposes, they were
not discussed at all. The reservations were brought forward
to steady the supporters of the court, who were in consterna-
tion and threatening to desert.

The influence of the White House was exerted to the utmost
to hold the staggering eolumn in line. The last hour of the
discussion, exeept seven minutes, was occupied by one Senator
in a speech which is its own characterization.

By these means the result was accomplished. Back of this
action, and perhaps accounting for it, was a paid propaganda
which had been conducted for months. Many Senators, I am
informed, had plédged themselves even in ddvance of thid dis-
¢nssion.  Many of them nf the time their pledges were exe-
cuted, I repeat, had never read the statute or the protocol of
the court. In a vdgue and indefinite way they were for a
‘yvorld eourt, and hénce appeared willing to accept any kind of
a court. They were like people who are hungry and’are will-
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ing to eat any kind of a meal of vietuals, They resemble gen-
tlemen who want a drink and are willing to drink any kind of
moonshine that is offered to them, from any kind of a bottle,

Coineiding with theze forces were doubtless two other ele-
ments—men who were earnest advocates of the League of
Nations and who appeared to have regard neither for the de-
cision of the people rendered in two great national elections,
nor for the altered condition of the world, who were willing to
support entrance into the court because they believed it in-
trigued us in the meshes of the league, and they therefore sup-
ported the measure, I have no doubt that is true of the
greater number of men who sit on this side of the Chamber,
one of whom, at least, the distinguished Senator from Mary-
land [Mr. Brucel, expressly stated that he regarded the court
as taking us practically into the league, and that he wanted
us to enter the league. Others who had opposed the league,
probably because it had been advocated by a Democratic Presi-
dent, now turned tail, and, under the lash of the present
Republican President, went to heel and in principle voted for
the very proposition they had formerly repudiated.

THE AFTERMATH OF dAG RULB

All this occurred but 22 days ago. What sincere and
candid man is there who does not now regret our lhasty and
improvident action? What man is there so blinded by preju-
dice, so warped by preconceived notions, as not to find in the
developments of the past =ix days an absolute demonstration of
the falsity of the elaims hitherto advanced by the league and
for the league’s court? We were told that the leagne was to
be an assembly of brothers, inspired by the spirits of love
and charity. What man is now so blind and deaf and preju-
diced that he does not understand that the league is an as-
sembly of pelitical representatives of the nations, every man
of which is controlled by the interests, the ambitions, the
hates, and the fears of his own country?

What man is so dull that he does not know that the spirit
is that of the gaming table, where each participant plays
a selfish hand, thinking only of the emolument and profit to
acerue to his own country? Who is there now that does not
know that the great nations are playing the old game of
balance of power and seeking to employ the league as an
instrumentality through which they shall each realize its
separate ambition?

Nay, more! Who does not kmow that when the Locarno
pact, which was written and presented to the world as con-
clusive evidence that at last the spirit of amity and fairness
had come to control the affairs of the great nations was made,
there were secret and freacherous understandings substan-
tially to nullify the benefits it was pretended were to be
conferred?

What American citizen regrets the fact that our country is
not involved in this web of intrigue, the threads of which are
selfishness, avarice, hate, ambition, and aggrandizement? Who
is there who regrets the fact that as this miserable exhibition
of trickery, fraud, sham, and shame has been played out, the
United States has occupied a dignified and clean position, out-
side and beyond the artifices, the fraud, the cajoleries, the
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flatteries, the falsehoods, the false pretenses of this onee glori-
fied body, proclaimed as the child of Christian eivilization, and
inspired by the spirit of Jesus Christ?

Mr. President, I shall prove to those who listen—I can prove
nothing to those who having eyes refuse to see, and having
ears refuse to hear:

1. That the present condition of the league is due to trickery,
chicanery, and an absolute breach of faith.

2, That the league itself is an offensive and defensive alli-
ance, seeking to assert the powerd of world government, and
that it was intended from the first to be controlled by four
or five great, ambitious and conguering nations. .

3. That the President wad in érror when he declared that
the court was divoreed from the league, and T shall show,
to the contrary, that the court 'is an integral part of the
league, and completely subservient to its dictates. :

4. That the so-called reservations which we attached afford
no protection whatever to the rights or interests of America,

5. That these reservations are necessarily offensive to every
South American country, and will provoke ill-feeling against
this country, because, sir, when the United States asserts that
no guestion can be considered by the court without the consent
of the United States, when we make that reservation in face of
the faet that a number of South American countries have
already signed treaties to submit all their controversies to the
court, in effect we assume the right to say that the court shall
be closed in the face of those nations which have thus signed
these treaties. We place them in a position of subservience
to our will, which will be offensive to the proud Latin-Ameri-
can countries to our south.

EUROPEAN DECHPTION AT LOCARNG

The Locarno pact has been heralded to the world as an ex-
emplification of the spirit of the millennium. Nearly everyone
has accepted that statement as the truth, and not one man in
50,000 in the United States has ever read the document, and
with all the respect in the world for my colleagues npon the
floor, I question whether one-third of its membership has ever
read the document. I do not complain of lack of intelligence
on the part of my associates, I do not complain that they are
not patriotic. I do complain of improvident aection, taking
mere newspaper statements for the verity in regard to the con-
tents of important documents, or taking the flamboyant state-
ments of European statesmen at their full face value. What
is the Loearno pact, and how has it been treated and used in
the last few days?

The Loecarno pact between Germany, Belgium, Great Britain,
France, Ttaly, Poland, and Czechoslovakia, among other things,
provided that it ratified and approved the separate treaties
between Germany, Belginm, France, Great Britain, and Italy.

It provided for arbitration conventions between Germany and
Belgium, Germany and France, Germany and Poland, Germany
and Czechoslovakia.

It guaranteed the maintenance of the territorial status quo
of the frontiers between Germany, Belgium, and France and in
substanee bound Germany to accept forever the conditions laid
down in the treaty of Versailles with reference to her external
and her internal boundaries, if we can use the term “internal
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boundaries " to describe the conditions that were attached to
certain parts of the German Empire,

" There were reservations made as to Belginm and France, and
those countries were permitted, as an aet of legitimate self-
defense, to make war on Germany in case she should violute
article 42 or article 43 of the treaty of Versailles, which for-
bids military movements or fortifications within 50 kilometers
of the left bank of the Rhine, ]

That is to =ay, the right was reserved to make war without
going to any court, withont going to any arbitral tribunal, with-
out even going to the Council of the League of Nations, Who
wias fo decide the question whether Germany bhad violated or
had not vielated in the absence of those tribunals? Plainly,
that question was to be decided by those nationsg for themselves,
They were to act upon their own judgment and upon their own
initiative.

There is a provision for arbitration of disputes, or reference
to the council or to the court, but it is expressly reserved that
the right of legitimate defense includes resistance to and viola-
tion of articles 42 and 43 of the treaty of Versailles. There is
also the express provision that in case of their violation it shall
be regarded as an unprovoked act of aggression. Therefore the
way is open to an attack at any time, because all that is neces-
sary is for those countries to claim that there has been a viola-
tion. In such case, of course, Germany would claim there had
been no violation, and instead of settling that question before
the arbiter, the judicial or political tribunal aforesaid, the right
is reserved to at once malke war.

What are articles 42 and 43?7 They relate to the conditions
of the Versailleg treaty, which not only fixed the boundaries of
Germany but particularly fixed the boundaries within which
Germany can not move a soldier or move a gun or do any
other act covered by the broad language of the treaty. Fifty
kilometers on the left bank of the Rhine are marked out as a
zone into which Germany cin not move a troop, a gun, or any
ammunition. Let us grant that that is all right, but when the
time comes that any of those nations see fit to assert that there
has been a violation they have expressly provided that they are
not obliged to seftle that question before any court or any ftri-
bunal, but that they can at once take up arms and eall upon
the League of Nations to sustain them under article 16 of the
covenant of the league.

Mr. President, Germany gave her consent to these seemingly
harsh conditions, doubtless relying upon the protestations of
amity and good will and the ¢laim that there was a universal
desire to wipe out the bitterness that had theretofore existed
between the nations, and in consideration of which Germany
was to be given a permanent seat on the council of the league.
She was to have full fellowship with France, Italy, and Japan.
The permanent membership of the league was Great Britain,
France, Italy, and Japan, while Germany was to take her seat
beside those four great nations and to occupy and possess the
important right of being one of the five great nations having a
permanent seat upon the couneil,

It needs no argument to demonstrate, sir, that a permanent
seat is of great advantage and weight. Germany was to obtain
this fixed status, and her statesmen undoubtedly felt that under
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those conditions they would be able to protect the interests of
the German people. As she took her seat there she knew, of
course, that one of those countries, France, was incensed
against her and she had reason to believe that Great Britain,
Italy, and Japan were in good faith in their protestations of
a desire to recelve Germany back into the family of European
nations. She had also reason to believe that France would in
good faith, if Germany kept her agreement, receive Germany
into this little coterie of great nations, which every man of
sense knows was intended in the organization of the league
practically to dominate that organization. That was the con-
sideration Germany was to receive, Her statesmen undoubtedly
felt under those conditions that they would be able to protect
the interests of the German people,.

But, sir, two things happened. The ink was not dry on the
Locarno pact until France and Poland made a separate agree-
ment, an offensive and defensive alliance against Germany, for
that is the meaning of the treaty when stripped of all its hypo-
critical language. It could have been aimed at no other nation
than Germany. It was aimed at Germany. To follow the
phrase of another; it was a cannon pointed at Germany’s heart,
At the same time France and Czechoslovakia negotiated an
exaecfly similar treaty, so that the naction taken amounts te
nothing more or less than an offensive and defensive alliance
by three nations against Germany made at the very time that
those six nations were sitting down at the table preclaiming
that the dawn of & new day had come and that brotherhood
and amity and good will were hereafter to contrel all of their
actions toward each other,

It is now openly charged in the press of Europe, it has been
charged by European statesmen of high renown, that at the
very time the Loearno pact was signed the representatives of
Great Britain and perhaps of other countries had secretly
agreed with France that at the same time Germany was ad-
mitted, France's ally and Germany’s enemy, Poland, wounld be
given a permanent seat in the council so as to offset and nullify
any influence or vote Germany might acquire.

The press must rely upon the reperts of its correspondents,
and they in turn must get the best information they can. I
do not criticize the press. They have generally been right in
these matters. Whether the press is to be trusted or not as to
the statements of the fact 1 have just made, the indubitable
truth is that France did demand a seat for Poland and that she
was backed in this demand by Mr. Austin Chamberlain.

It can scarcely be doubted that by direction or indirection
Mr. Chamberlain had made this pledge to France, and he
made it secretly. Also it is manifest that at the very time
France was sitting at the table signing the Loearno paect he
had in mind a scheme to deprive Germany of the benefits
which Germany expected to receive from the Locarno pact by
bringing in an enemy of Germany aud by giving an additional
permanent seat in the counecil to that enemy, so that always
and forever Germany's infiluence as a permanent member would
be entirely different from the influence she had a right to ex-
pect when ‘she signed the Lecarno pact.

It is impossible to svstain the good Taith of that kind of
dealing. The incident is a complete demonstration of the
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fact that in dealing with these European countries, no matter
what instrument they may lay upon the table, they are liable
to have secret intrigues which modify, qualify, or destroy the
effect of the agreement they have openly signed.

When we entered the war to defend our rights we nnder-
stood that the nations of Europe had disclosed to us the object
of the war and that they would disclose to us thereafter
frankly and fully all that concerned the common powers. That
was not written in words. It was a conclusion that sprang
from the facts and was assumed by the situation.

THE WAR AND EUROPEAN DECEFTION

Yet after we got into the war it was disclosed that there
were secrel treaties affecting the peace settlement, treaties and
understandings between Italy and the allied countries other
than the United States affecting Fiume and the Adriatic,
secref  understandings affecting Chinese territory whereby
Shantung was to be cut from the heart of China and trans-
ferred to Japan, seeret treaties between Ingland, France, and
Russia involving the Bosporus and the Dardanelles which
would have controlled had the Czarist Government continued
in power; and indeterminate agreements or promises affecting
the Balkans, affecting Poland, and affecting Greece. So that
we now have again a manifestation of the kind of double
dealing we can expect in Europe where, as Mr. Wilson said in
discussing the Finme controversy, the old militaristic spirit
comes back to control and the old and evil inflaences are once
more dominant. That is not Mr. Wilsen's exact language, but
that, in my judgment, is a fair statement of it.

Mr, President, I desire to invite the attention of the few
Members of the Senate who ean still stand it to hear this
question discussed, or sit to hear it discussed, to a few other
facts in support of the propositions I have just laid down., I
propose to underfake to demonstrate that the league itself
is an offensive and defensive alliance leveled against the United
States of America, and that the court is the absolute feature
of that league.

FALSE 18s5UES

But first 1 want to wipe out if I can some false arguments
that have been constantly fed to the American people. A lot
of people proclaiming themselves the aunointed apostles of
peace are denouneing all who refuse to aceept their views as
malicious individuals having a natural aflinity for murder and
other high crimes and misdemeanors.

Only recently it was, in substance and effect, said again
that certain peeple, including myself, would not get very far
opposing this measure until they could bring forward a remedy.,
Such sgenseless mouthings have no place in rational debate.

All decent humans would like to see the battle flags per-
manently furled, the roar of cannon forever stilled, The dis-
pute, therefore, is not between the advoecates of war and the
advocates of peace, The dispute is between two classes of
people, each desiring the peace and prosperity of the world,
and let us hope most of them desire especially the peace and
prosperity of America.

The one faction declares that the best way to preserve the peace
and prosperity of America is, in consonance with the policies of
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Washington, to refuse to interfere in the intrigues and wars
of Europe and to forbid interference with our policies on this
side of the ocean; or stated differently, that America shall
stay strictly at home, attend to her own busipness, and forbid
foreign governments to trespass upon our rights. The other
faction declares that the best way to keep the peace of America
is for our Government to interfere in all of the disputes and
wars of the world and to permit foreign governments to thrust
themselves into the settlement of snch disputes as America
may have on her own aceount. In other words, the best way
to keep out of the disputes and wars of the world is to get
into all of them,

. THE DOCTRINES OF WASHINGTON AND MONROE

Summed up, all these questions resolve themeselves into
one, namely, Shall we abandon the teachings of Washington
and the traditional nationalistic policies of the past for the
new-fangled doetrine of internationalism—a poison that is
distilling itself through certain channels in America and that
is as un-American and as treacherous a doctrine as ever cursed
a free people.

Shall we forego the advantages of eour peculiar situation?
Shall we quit our own to stand upon foreign soil?

Shall we abandon the Monroe doctrine, or at least abandon
that important part of the doctrine which was expressed by
James Monroe in these words—

In the wars of FHuropean powers in matters relating to themselves
we have never taken any part mor does it ecomport with our policy
g0 to do. * * *

* » * To cultivate friendly relations, * *= * meeting, in all
instances, the just claims of every power,; submitting to injuries from
none,

The proponents of internationalism, however, declare that
these policies did not keep America out of the World War,
That is true, but the other side of the shield is that from the
birth of this Nation to our entrance into the World War
stretches more than 140 years. In all of that period the United
States was not drawn into a single trans-Atlantic war, although
over 150 wars were waged in various parts of the world.
Thirty or forty were of the first magnitude, notably, the
Napoleonie conflicts which saturated the Old World with blood
from the deserts of Egypt fo the steppes of Russia.

During all these cataclysms the United States enjoyed com-
plete immunity. Nay more. We acquired the vast domains of
‘Tlorida and Louisiana and laid the foundations and bullt the
walls of an impregnable empire in which life, liberty, and
property are secure. : n Iy

But then, sir, the eaptains of our fate were the profound
Jefferson, the wise Madison, the brave Monroe, the heroie
Washington—Americans all. They thought only of America.
They rendered an undivided allegiance. Their feet were
planted on American soil. They did not attempt to straddle
the Atlantic Ocean,

But, say the internationalists, ¥ nothwithstanding the policies
of Washington, we were once in 140 years involved in a con-
flict hetween KEuropean powers, therefore you must now
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abandon his policy of nationalism and accept our doctrine of
internationalism.”

Say these gentlemen, *we assert”—and all we have ever
had is their assertion, not one of them has backed his assertion
with any logic or sound reason—"we assert that our inter-
nationalism will prevent wars and disasters not only in Amer-
ica but in all the world. Unless, therefore, you can propose an
infallible remedy for war, you must accept our nostrum; and,
if yon do net do it, yon had better not open your mouth in
this country to utter a protest, for you will meet with con-
demnation and contempt.”

They cry aloud, “ What have you to propose?’ We answer,
“Adherence to the wise policies of Washington, which, It is
true, did not . infallibly prevent war, but which reduced em-
broilment in European wars to 1 in 140 years.”

We admit that onr policy is not infallible ; but we assert that
it does not follow that we must aceept your proposed remedy
unless you ean propose a new policy which will certainly pre-
vent future wars, We decline a doetrine which assumes that
we can keep out of trouble in Europe by engaging in all of
the troubles of Europe.

THE LEFROSY OF INTERNATIONALISM

Let me illustrate the idiocy of the argument of the pro-
ponents of the World Court. Leprosy has existed throughout
the ages. It is the *“ white curse” of the Orient. Our policy
has been to gnard ourselves against its contamination by keep-
ing away from leprosy-infected distriets and colonies, and by
guarding our gates against the entrance of its victims. Never-
theless occasionally an individual in the United States is
afllicted with the disease. Our policy, therefore, has not been
enlirvely successful.

Suppose now some imbecile were to declare that the way to
exterminate leprosy iz to furn the lepers loose on the com-
munity and for everybedy to visit the leper colonies and purify
the Iepers by fondling their diseased flesh, and we were to
reply that we declined the experiment. Would it lie in the
months of the proponents of the new doctrine, therefore, to
declare that we were in favor of leprosy and that we must
accept their imbecilie proposition unless we could inyvent a
nostrum absolutely guaranteed to exterminate the dread dis-
ease? We would answer that, although the present methods
have not entirely wiped out the curse of leprosy, the proposed
remedy would contaminate the world; that our people would
lie along the highways rotfing with the awful disease. We
would say that, although we could not produce a perfect rem-
edy, we nevertheless declined to abandon a method which had
confined the disease and lessened its ravages for the foolish
and deadly scheme proposed.

War is an evil. It has cursed the world through the cen-
turies, but it is brought about by the voluntary actions of
nations. Europe and Asia have been its two hotbeds. Their
governments and peoples have, for their own reasons, re-
sorted to the force of arms. They still pursue these poli-
cies. Iven, sir, as I speak the cannon of Spain and of
France are hurling their deadly projectiles into the patriotic
columnsg of the Moors, who are defending their fatherland
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from invasion and exploitation. They are referred to here as
tribes and people with no fixed habitat. That is not true; but
it-is true that most of them, like Abraham, are following their
flocks and their herds from pasture to pasture, and most of
them were civilized when our ancestors were wearing the skins
of wild beasts. France has no more business in that country
and Spain has no more right in that country than any other
pair of freebooters have to invade the peaceful valleys of any
nation and to rob and despoil them of their homes and their
property and their liberty. For my part my sympathies clus-
ter around every bullet that is fired by those people In defense
of their native land.

The dictator of Italy is massing armies and imading the
Tyrol, or a few days ago was plupuilug to do 50. The latest
news is that he is still further increasing his armies. The fur-
ther news is that be has declared that the legislative bodies now
existing shall remain in perpetual session until 1928 or 1929,
and that then none but Fascists, those of his own clique and
crowd, will be allowed to take seats. This dictator of Italy,
who assumes the power of life and death over the people, who
attacks them for their religion, is one of the gentlemen whose
repregentative will sit on the World Court to decide the rights
of America. There are enough applications for admission to
the United States now from this tyrant-cursed country so that
if they could all come here we would not be able to absorb
them during the next 20 years.

The British sea lord is declaring that England will, by her
war fleets, keep the dominance of the seven seas. And, sir, at
ithe Geneva convention one great British statesman, when they
were discussing the question of an armed force to support the
league, volunteered the statement that Great Britain would be
quite willing to take over the policing of the seven seas; that
is to say, he wanted the league to grant Great Britain the
dominance of those waters that wash every shore of the world.
She wanted the right to have her navy in fact what she has
always sought to make it, the complete master of the eceans,
and thus to become master of the trade and commerce and con-
troller of the destiny of every nation. It was boldly stated at
the councils of the league. G

France appears holding in an extended hand the hat of the
mendicant, unable to pay her international obligations to us;
but back of that mendicant stand the serried columns of the
greatest army on earth, and her soldiers are embarking to
foreign lands to vob forelgn peoples of their God-given and in-
herent rights.

pan grips in a cluteh of steel large portions of China and
vaczt dumjmons belonging to Russia, and senselessly we con-
ceded to her the dominance over 1‘%1&‘11[1!3 in the North Paeific,
every one of which.in her possession is a menaee to the United
States, or may be at any moment.

The ingenuity and resources of the nations are strained to
the utmost in the production of war planes and submarines,
dendly explosives and poison gases, All these preparations are
for exploitation, in part to hold the vast territories that were
seized at the close of i this war, when Great Britain took over
at one: time o domain greater than the eagles of the Cacsars
encompassed in the proudest days of Rome's dominance, These
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preparations, I repeat, are for exploitation, for the glutting of
national ambitions, for the engorgement of the stomach of ra-
pacity; and all of the nations thus arming to the teeth are
members of the League of Nations. Substantially all of them
are represented by the gowned judges of the court. Such a
court, ereated by such nations, is but an artifice to conceal the
deadly purpose of its creators and to lull stupidity into a false
sense of seenrity.
THE COURT 18 THE ARM OF THE LEAGUB

Mr. President, the court is the creature of the league. The
purposes, powers, and dangers of the creature can not be ap-
preciated without an understanding of the purposes, powers,
and dangers of the creator. What is the League of Nations?
What is its claimed jurisdiction? What are its policies? To
what control is it subject? When we have answered these
questions we shall have discovered the real jurisdiction and the
real menace of a League of Nations and of its creature, the
court.

The lengue is composed of 55 or 56 nations, embracing every
character of race—black, brown, and yellow—every kind of
government from dictatorship to demoeracy; every sort of re-
ligion from voodooism to Christianity ; every degree of progress
from cannibalism fo civilization, These 55 nations have formed
a combinaion amounting in fact to a supergovernment. They
have ereated fwo goveruing bodies—an assembly, composed of
the representatives of all the member nations, and a council,
composed of the representatives of 10 of the greater nations.
They have declared the purposes and powers of this super-
government in an instrument by them jointly signed. The
league covenant expressly declares:

That the assembly or the council may deal with any matter * affeet-
ing the peace of the world,” (Art. 4.)

Any matter affecting the pence of the world!

That when there is war, or even threat of war, the league
may take any action it sees fit; that any member of the league
may invoke the jurisdiction and powers of the league as to—

any clrcumstanee whateyer ®* * * which threatens to disturb
* * % the good understanding between nations, (Art. 11.)

That if any nonmember state goes to war with a member
state, or if two or more nonmember states go to war with each
other, without first submitting the dispute to the league, all the
members of the league will make war upon and destroy the
state going to war; and this is true regardless of the justice of
the cause. That is written in article 17; and the man who ean
read that article and not find that doctrine there is intel-
lectually blind, deaf, and dumb.
< In order to enforce this insolent and usurped authority all
the members have formed an alliance and have directly agreed
fo make war upon the states not yielding obedience to their
imperious demands. (Art. 16.)

Go and read it, Bear in mind, the United States is not
exempt from the pains and penalties of this arrogant and
bloody compact. Should we have a dispute with Mexico or
any other couniry which in the opinion of the foreign gentle-
men who officer the league threatens to disturb the * good un-
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derstanding between nations,” the league asserts the right to
interfere, and if “war is threatened” these foreign gentlemen
may summon the armies and navies of the eriminal copartner-
ship to destroy the United States of America. At the Geneva
convention thiz doctrine was baldly and nakedly stated by
Benes of Czechoslovakia. It was accepted, and finally failed
for lnck of the one vote of Great Britain. That vote will come
whenever British statesmen, who arve wiser than the statesmen
of any other country, looking down the course of time, observe
that Great Britain’s sun will shine brighter because they
accept it. This attack upon us under the very terms of the
league can be made and must be made unless we humbly
aceept the decrees of the league and prostrate ourselves to its
sovereign commands,

I assert, therefore, that the league is a villainous conspiracy
against the liberties of the nations of the world. It impu-
dently asserts a world-wide jurisdietion. It boldly announces
its purpose to enforce its pretended authority by * sanctions.”
But what are sanctions? No eriminal ever says, * 1 murdered
a man,” Ie says, “I bumped him off.” No thief ever says,
“1 stole the ariicle and hid it.” He says, “I stashed it.” And
s0 the language of diplomacy, largely devised along similar
lines, uses unusual terms. \

But what are “sanctions”? Sanctiong, sir, are war. Sane-
tions are fire and sword, famine and plague, batile fleets of
the sea, the atrocity of bursting shell hurled from the skies,
the horror of poison gases that creep like innumerable serpents
along the sarface of the ground to put out the lives of men.
Such are the indisputable facts; and if this league covenant
had been signed in Furope without having been sugar-coated
with the hypocritical pretenses that it was done in the name
of humanity, of God, and religion; if the naked fact had been
presented to the American people that 55 nations had signed a
compact of this kind and proposed to back it with armed force,
there is not a connty in fhe United States in which American
¢itizens would not have been drilling within 24 hours.

What is this lethargy that so envelops our souls? What is
this fog that so obscures our vislon? What has happened to
the American people that compacts of this kind can be signed,
and we not only =it supinely by, but we find men who w uull.l
have us enter into this unholy compact and bind our Nation to
accept the decrees of foreigners who constitule the member-
ship of the leagne? And yel there ave those who would
Il us into a false gense of security by the siren song of uni-
versal peace!

That ery, sirs, was heard when the British armies were
marching against the Colonies. There were men then who de-
clared there was nothing to fear. There were men then who
were talking amity and good will and loyalty to our sovereign,
George III. There were men then who would blind the eyes
of the American people and stop their ears; but there was one
clarion voice that reverberated through the forests of America:

Gentlemen may cry peace, peace, but there is no peace. Why stand
we here ldie?
Al if ever this country needed a Patrick Henry to arouse in

it once more the spirit of independence; if ever this country
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needed a fagot from the altars of the Revolution to light once
again the fires of national patriotism, it is at this hour. As I
hear the league’s pious protestations for peace, and then read
this erimson compact, and witness the preparations of its
members for war, there comes to me Tom Moore's description
of the Saracen—

One who could pause and kneel unshod
In the warm blood his hand had poured
To mutter o'er a text to God
Engraven on hig reeking sword.

1, sirs, am not an advocate of war. I hate and abominate
war and all its evil brood. Hence I protest that the indi-
viduals who temporarily fill these positions shall not involve
the United States in all the disputes of the world; that they
shall take no action which will send America’s sons to die in
foreign lands, in foreign wars, created by foreign nations, and
perhaps subject our sons to be under the command of foreign
generals,

Hence also I protest that Uncle Sam shall not be seothed
to sleep in the lap of an international Delilah, and so, shorn
of his locks, awake only when the Philistines are upon him.

Such, sirs, is the League of Nations. Men may deny the
truth, as they have denied it on platforms all over this coun-
try. Men may seek to cover up the facts, ag they have done;
but it is time for honesty of speech, for frankness of expres-
sion ; and it is time for lying to cease.

Such is the League of Nations. What of its agent, the
court?

1. There is no such thing as a World Court. There is a
league court. It was created under the authority of article
14 of the league compact. The protocol and statute of the
court were adopted by the assembly and council of the league
and sent out by the secretariat of the league only to members
of the league and the states named in the annex, When
signed by the several states it is returned to and filed with the
secretariat,

3. Its so-called judges are nominated by the members of the
league and by the members of the league only, and the mem-
bers of the league may nominate even though they have not
signed the statute of the court. That is statute b.

4, From the men so nominated the assembly and council of
the league eleet the judges. They may also increase the
number of the judges, That is statutes 1 and 14.

§. Vacancies are certified by the secretariat of the league to
the league members, That is statute 18,

6. Salaries, expenses, and pensions for the judges are fixed
by the council and assembly and apportioned among the mem-
bers of the league. That is statutes 32 and 33.

7. Notices of all cases are sent to the members of the
league by the secretariat, That is statute 40.

8. Notices of injunctions and mandates which the court
directs against any nation to preserve the status quo upon a
final settlement are transmitted to the council for such action
asg it may wish to take.

Is there anybody here who wants to say that when the court
writes a decree and sends it to the council, and the council
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then is to take whatever uction it pleases in the enforcement
of that decree, that that court and that council are not Siamese
twins, absolutely inseparable? The man who wounld deny
that is not honest with himself, or else he has an intellect that
travels in a very different manner from that in which mine
travels, Perhaps that will explain some of my peculiar views,

The reasons given by the advisory,commiftee and solemnly
recorded in the records of the league are—

That the measures, once they have been suggested by a court of the
league, indicate the council of the league as the body most competent
to suggest that the measures be earried out which are calculated to
insure the effect of the sentences pronounced by the court.

Yet there are men who will say—the President has said—
that the league was divoreed from the ceourt. 1 wonder who
ig advising the President just now.

In plain language, the judges decide and the league enforces.
How they enforce is laid down in the league compact, article
16, which provides for the employment of every instrumentality
of war, provides for cutting off commerce on the sea, for
laying an embargo upon ports, for the employment of every
method and means of bloody war, such war as has turned the
goils of the world erimson, filled her valleys with bones, and
made widows and orphans in every land since time began.
What wonder is it that M. Lapradelle, of France, declared in
the league:

The court, being the judicial organ of the league, can only be
created within the league,

THE LBAGUE COURT A FORBIGN TRIBUNAL

Who are the men to whom the propagandists and hired
agents of somebody would have us submit the interests of
America? Who are the members of this court to whom you
rush with the fate of America in yonr hands?

Max Huber, president, of Switzerland,

Rafael Alamira y Crevea, of Spain.

Charles Andre Weiss, of France.

Dionisio Anzilotti, of Italy.

Antonio Sanchez de Bustamante, of Cuba.

Robert Bannatyne, Viscount Finlay, of Great Britain,

Bernard Cornelins J. Loder, of the Netherlands.

John Bassett Moore, of the United States.

Didrik Galtrup Gjedde Nyholm, of Denmark.

Yorozu Oda, of Japan.

Epitacio da Silva Pessoa, of Brazil.

DEPOUTY JUDGRS

Frederick Valdemar Nikolai Beichmann, of Norway.

Mikhailo Jovanoviteh, of the Serb-Croat-Slovene State,

Dumitriu Neguleseu, of Rumania.

Wang Chung Hui, of China.

[Laughter.]

To these men you propose to submit questionz in which
Ameriea is coneerned. A few days ago I read this list of
names, and at once offense was faken. It was sald I was
appealing to a low sentiment when I was asking for consid-
eration of the names. Then it was asserted that there were a
large number of men with foreign names, or with peeculiar
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names, in our country, and that some of them had served in
the war., I do not call this list of names to create laughter
because of their strangeness to our ears.

I call them to emphasize the fact that they are a body of
foreign gentlemen representing foreign nations, many of them
representing nations utterly different from ourselves, repre-
senting codes of law utferly different from our codes of law,
representing systems of religion entirely different from our
systems of religion,

~Of this group, Charles Andre Weiss and Dionisio Anzilotti
represent nations challenging our right to ecollect honest debts
and insisting upon at least partial repudiation. -

Yorozu Oda represents Japan, with which country we have
an acute controyversy regarding immigration; likewise he rep-
resents the nation whose spokesman in the league declared
that the judges ought to be * deified.”

Antonio Sanchez de Bustamante, of Cuba, is the gentleman
who overruled the decision of Chief Justice White, declared
that that eminent jurist had violated his duty by going be-
youd the limitg of his jurisdiction, and who blandly advised
Panama to disregard the judgment rendered by Justice White.

Ratael Altamira y Crevea, of Spain, represenis a couuntry
which we recently deprived of its colonies and in which dis-
trust, fear, and hatred of the United States is deeply seated.

Robert Bannatyne, Viscount Finlay, represents Great Brit-
ain—always devoted to the policy of destroying its great rivals
upon sea and land.

John Bassett Moore performs the contemptible office of de-
coy, placed by foreign nationg on the international pond in
the hope that American geese may be induced to light.

Which one of you would be willing to submit your own for-
tune or liberty or life to such a tribunal?

I cast no imputations upon these men. I do not care how
exalted they may be in their respective countries; and I
respect the countries of the earth. I do not care how earnest
they may be in the laws of their lands. They are not hone of
our bone; they are not flesh of our flesh; they are not wedded
to our systems of law. They do not think as we think.

It is to this body you propose to consign the fate of the
United States; or are you playing battledore and shuttlecock
with words and setting up a shadow and telling us that
shadow will produce peace in the world and stop all wars?

THE JURISDICTION OF THH COURT

Mr. President, let us examine the jurisdiction, or claimed
jurisdietion, of this court. The court, being the creature of
the league, it necessarily follows that the league can confine
its jurisdiction and enlarge or contract that jurisdietion. To
deny that is to deny the plain rules of common sense and of
all experience. This the league may do by the simple process
of amending the covenant of the league. Indeed, the league
eompaet has been recently amended in the most important
particnlars, g0 as to enlarge and define the jurisdiction of the
court. I have not time to go into that to-day, but on an ap-
propriate oceasion I shall show exactly how that was accom-
plished.

Under the covenant and statute as they now exist, the court
has jurisdiction, as follows:
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1. It is the sole judge of its own jurisdiction (art. 36), and
its judgments, not enly as to jurisdiction but as to all matters,
are final and without appeal (arf. 60). That is another one
of the statutes many of you gentlemen did not read.

2. It has jurisdiction of all eases referred to it by the
parties. Such reference may be, however, by general treaty
stipulation. In ecases of such treaties the court can exercise
a compulsory jurisdiction. (Stat. 36.)

3. It has jurisdiction of all matters specifically provided for
in treaties and conventions in force between the members of
the league. (Stat. 36.) ;

4. Any member of the league may force its oppenent before
the eourt by refusing to arbitrate, and thus obtain a decision
interpreting any treaty, or as to any question of international
law, or as to any breach of international obligation, or as to
the extent and nature of reparations to be made for such
breach.

This is true, becanse under article 13 of the league covenant
as amended all of the members have agreed that such disputes
are cognizable by the court unlesg arbitrated, and, as I have
said, arbitration can be prevented by any one nation refusing
to arbitrate,

Clearly, therefore, substantially all disputes between France
and Germany, or between France and England, or between
France and Belgium, will be cognizable by the court as soon
as Germany is admitted to the league, and before she is ad-
mitted to the league, the league assumes the right to take
jurisdiction over nations outside the league, under the articles
I have already read. Clearly, also, all other treaty disputes
between the 55 members constituting the league are cognizable
by the ecourt.

5. A court may give advisory opinlons upon any dispute
or question referred to it by the council or the assembly., I
have shown that the league asserts the right to interfere in
any dispute of any character ariging in any part of the world,
whether between members or nonmembers, which the league
thinks will even disturb the good understanding. It follows
from what has been said that there is no conceivable guestion
which is not justiciable by the league if it arises (a) between
members under a treaty signed by the members; (b) there is
no limitation whatever upon the advisory opinions which may
be asked by the eouncil, and when such opinions have been
asked, or even without them if the league asserts, 1 repeat,
the right under articles 16 and 17 to make war in order to
enforce its will.

EXCUSES OFFERED BY LEAGUE COURT ADVOCATES

Our opponents present certain objections which, while they in-
terfere with the course of my argument, I will take up at this
time. They =ay, first, that the court is an innocuous body, hav-
ing no jurisdiction except by consent of the parties, and that
it is totally without power to enforce its decrees. Have we
not heard that argument on this floor? Did we not hear it
about the time we were to have cloture?

I have shown by the records that that argument is not
true. I have shown it by literal quotations from the league
compact, as amended. If that were true, if this league were
an innocuous body without jurisdiction, then the entrance of
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the United States into the court would be merely a stupendous
frand, an unspeakablée farce. In such case nine judges would
be nine judicial ¢iphers inclosed in a vacuuom.

Second. 1t is claimed that reservation 1, which provides
that—
ndherence to the court shall not be taken to involve a legal relation
on the part of the United Stutes to thé League of Nations or the
assumption of any obligation by the United States under the treaty
of Versailles—

protects the United States. Mr. President, the reservation is
purely idiotie, for if a legal relation is in faet established, any
declaration that the fact does not exist is utterly futile. 8o
also if no legal relation has been established, any declaration
to that effect is mere surplusage. Upon that construction I
could pile authorities until even those patient souls who listen
to me to-day would abandon the Chamber.

But, sir, the legal relation is in faet established when we
take our geat upon the court and participate in its delibera-
tions and join with the other members in the rendition of de-
cisions. A fact can not be expunged by a recitation that it is
not to be regarded as a faet. Abe Lincoln once asked a chap,
“Suppose I say that a dog’s tail is a leg, how many legs will
the dog have”? This stupid fellow said, * Five.” Abe said,
“0Oh, no; you can not make a tail a leg by calling it a leg.”
[Laughter,]

Third, we have provided that—
no advisory opinion shall, without the consent of the United States,
be given touching any dispute or guestion in which the United States
has or claims an interest.

Let us examine that a minute. A broad construction of this
language results in the court being unable to move in a single
important instance without flrst expressly gaining the per-
mission of the United States, for there is no. question great
enough to produce war or international strife in which the
United States does not have and may not justly elaim to have
an interest. Such an absurd construction therefore will never
be entertained.

I follows that the language will be construed to cover only
those disputes in which the United States has a direct and
immediate interest, separate and distinet from the general in-
terest which all or a majority of the nations have in the
guestion to be decided. Indeed, I think our interest must be
that of a party to the dispute. That, Mr. President, is the con-
struction we follow in every one of our statutes. We provide
that a jndge must not be interested in a case, and yet we allow
him to sit if there is a taxpayer's suit, although he be a tax-
payer, because his interest is the interest that the community
has in common with him. All judges are interested in law and
in order, and if we were to say that that sort of interest dis-
qualifies, no judge could be found to try a case, So in this
instance, iIf we say that the United States can bar any claim
in which it has an interest and give it the construction that
any interest the United States may have that is not direet can
operate as a4 bar, then we close the door of the court perma-
nently, for we are interested in n.ll. of these questions in an
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indirect way. With this limited construction of the language,
the reservation affords us little or no proteetion, as I shall pro-
ceed to show a little Inter,

Fourth, It is provided in the reservation that—

the settlement of differences between the United States and any other
State can be had only by agreement thereto through general or special
treaties concluded between the parties,

As to that reservation, it may be said that if the TUnited
States asserts such a reserved vight for itself it must concede
gimilar rights to all other nations, so that the court in no
instance would have jurisdietion, even at the request of its
ereator, the league, except by mminal cousent of the parties.
Thus, the court is reduced to the same jurisdictional standard
as The Hague court, and becomes a uselezs and superfluous
piece of international maehinery. It is merely a fifth wheel
for the international eart. Besides, such a doetrine brings the
court to be a mere arbitral body to which nations willing to
settle can resort, and, as 1 have said, has practically no advan-
tage over The Hague court. It has numerous disadvantages
not attaching to that body and net attaching to the ordinary
arbitration. It is not comparable with the established process
of arbitration, for arbitral courts can be selected with reference
to a particular case, and may be fairly free from prejudice in
a special instance, whereas the court is composed of permanent
judges, nationals of important countries certain to have inter-
ests in the question in controversy.

¥ifth, in the debates in the Senate the two leading pro-
ponents of the court were forced to admit (a) that they never
would consent and that the United States never would consent
+0 submit to the court any great guestion of international
policy or any question vital to the United States; (b) that if
the United States claimed such immunity, a similar immunity
conld and would be claimed by all other nations; (¢) that
nations only go to war over great questions of national policy
or those which vitally affeet their interests; (d) having been
driven thus far these gentlemen in this Chamber were further
compelled to admit and did solemnly admit of record that the
league court would not prevent war. Thus they conceded and
admitted away the entire arguments advanced by the wvro-
ponents of the courts, Thus they dispelled the eloud of sub-
terfuge and of sophistry and of falsehood which has been put
before the American people, to wit, that they were fold that
the league court meant peace to the world and the settlement
of all great questions-by judicial arbitrament. They coneeded
away the argument advanced by the proponents of the conrt,
Both of those gentlemen denounced as foolish the idea that
wars would not recur in the future. The most they claimed
for this marvelous court, as it has been presented to the Amer-
ican people by the judicial vanguard of the millennium, was
that in some instances it might serve fo smooth out the
smaller wrinkles, to appease any minor irritation. What a
pitiable situation in view of the fact that those gentlemen
have themselves helped put forth the propaganda to which I
have just referred.

THE LEAGUE COURT POWERLESS T0 PREVENT WARLIEE PREPARATIONS

While I am on that subject it is =aid, * Oh, the court is a
cooling-off place.” How often have we heard that miserable,
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gilly twaddle about a cooling-off place. These gentlemen talk
as though nations went to war like two men with their fists,
When somebody calls & man a vile name, he hits him before
he has time to think. Not a single war of history ever began
that way. Nations go to war over great questions that they
have thought of for years. There may be n spark that lights
the powder magazine, the spark may be small, but they have
been gathering that powder for years and for a purpose. The
man who does not know that does not know mueh of anything.

Let us take the last war. Does anyone suppose anybody
acted there without knowing what he was doing?  About two
hundred years ago the King of Prussin began forming
the nucleus of the Prussian Army. He starved himself and
his family and dressed like a peasant in order that he might
gather silver through means of taxes wrung from the people.
Having no place else to store it, he made solid silver balus-
trades for his palaces. All the people wondered at him wear-
ing wooden shoes and peasant’s clothes, and placing silver
balustrades in the palaces; but when his son, afterwards
Frederick the Great, was called to the bedside of the father
just before he expired, he whispered in his ear, * My son, you
will go to war with Austria, Then you will melt the silver
balustrades into dollars.” They had been accumulated through
the years. The army had been bnilding, built to earry out a
policy of enlargement.

Out of that policy, operated by the King of Prussia nearly
two hundred years ago, grew Prussia and from Prussia sprang
the great German Empire. The German Empire pursued those
policies. She drilled her mén; she opened her schools to study
every art of war. Chemists were busy night and day devising
instrumentalities of destruction.

And Hngland? Was she not acting with full knowledge of
those policies? Years before the war she made an offensive
and defensive alliance against Germany. She made it secretly.
It is contained in two scraps of paper, not even a formal
treaty—letters that passed. Two or three years before the
war began the minister of the navy prepared for it, as Winston
Churchill said in his own book of and concerning himself, pre-
paring for the eventuality., He had placed or prepared to
place 16-inch guns on vessels that once were armed with 12 and
14 inch guns. He was in such haste that they took the chance
of the guns not working, They mounted the guns and for a
year before war was declared the British Navy was mobilized
at the point of vantage and practically stripped for action so
that it could move upon a few hours' notice,

France was enforcing her universal draft; France was train-
ing every one of her gallant sons to be ready for the day;
France had the numbers of the automobiles, and knew where
she could instantly call them in order to rush her troops t® the
front. All this was prepaved; all this was in readiness for the
day when it came, as they all knew it would inevitably come,

Iingland had served notice upon Germany months before the
war that she must quit building warships and had told Ger-
many that if she dared pursne that policy, FEngland would
build three vessels to Lier one, If England had told us that, if
wé had had a real, red-blooded American for President, he
would have told Bngland thit we would build six’ 'yes;,els for
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each of their three, and we would have been getting ready just
as those countries were getting ready.

Gentlemen talk about “a place to cool off,” as though some-
body had sat beside a hot stove and got into a sweat and needed
to open a window a little while to cool off, I, is part of the
tommy-rot that has been fed to our people—absolute, sheer
drivel. The place for pations to cool off is in their eouneil
chambers before they get ready to gather the instrumentalities
of war. The way for nations to cool off is for them to culti-
vate the spirit of decency and quit the policy of robbery, for I
any to you, Mr. President, that practically every war of modern
times can be traced to one thing—the insatiate desire of nations
for territory; the ruthless willingness to invade the homelands
of other people and to take that which others possess. Sirg,
that desire is as rife to-day as it was in the days of Nebuchad-
nezzer, of Rameses, of Alexander the Great, of Cambyses, of
Xerxes, of Darius, of Attila, and all the other monsters who
have cursed God's footstool. It is part of the modern foreign
policy.

1 repeat that Great Britain took as a result of the World War
more territory than Rome oceupied in the greatest day of her
power, amd what she did not take, France and Belgium and
Italy took. They took that territory by secret treaties which
were all made in advanece and made Almighty God witness their
sacred and holy purpose of loot.

SENATE RESERVATIONS DO NOT PROTECT UNITED STATES

Mr. President, I now invite the attention of Senators to the
fact that the reservations are wholly ineffectual to prevent the
United States from Dbeing seriously hampered and perhaps
tragically injured by the decisions of the court by our partici-
pation therein. It would, sir, require a volume fully to de-
velop this theme., No mind can be projected into the future far
enough, no eye ean see clearly enough down the course of the
years to come, to divine or visualize the particular cirenm-
stances that may at any moment confront us. In what 1 say
to-day I shall only refer to two or three very patent conditions
whieh He immediately across our path.

I assume, sir, now that the individual representing the
United States shall take his seat upon the court. What ques-
tions may be presented for decision? It is absolutely certain
that the court has jurisdietion of all disputes arising under
treaties which provide that the disputes under the treaties
shall be submitted to the court. That brings in every nation
that signed the League of Nations covenant, for under the
terms of the covenant they have all agreed to submit their
controversies to the court since the league covenant has been
amended.

Besides that, 156 separate treaties have been made embracing
the éxpress provision that any disputes arising under the
treaty shall be submitted to the court, A large number of
these 15 nations are South American countries. It follows,
therefore, that all the disputes between such South American
countries can be brought before the court. The disputes may
in a sense be loecal in their character; yet they may, in the
opinion of the United States, impinge upon the Monroe doc-
trine, We then are placed in this situation: If we take part
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in the decisions we must abide by the majority vote of the
judges; if we do not take part, the United States is placed
in the dilemma of denying to the Soulh Ameriean countries
the right to submit a question to a court which we have
recognized and on which we occupy a seat.

Let me digtess for a moment to consider that situation.
We take a position upon the eourt; two South American coun-
tries have a dispute, and we veto, or try to veto, the court’s
passing upon that dispute—the very court on which we have a
seat. What will our attitude then be? How will we then
appear to the proud countries to our szouth, when we say to
them, “You are so inferior to us that you can not come and
present your claims to the very court that we have recognized
and on which we have a seat™? 8ir, if I were a South
American statesman, I would die in my tracks before I ever
would vote to allow the United States to enter the court with
a reservation that the court counld decide no question without
the consent of the United Stantes. I would say, “ That means
that the United States could employ the court at will, if it
could eontrol the court so as to gain a decision that suited the
TUnited Stater, and, if the court were not so constituted, she
could refuse my country entrance to the court and set up the
Monroe ‘doctrine in place of the decizgion.” I would say, “I
would  never submit to my couniry being placed in such a
humilinting position.” Yet that very condition is likely to
arvise at any moment of time.

While I am speaking of South American countries let me
touch for & moment on Brazil. Brazil vetoed the scheme for
the rape of the compact with Germany. Some people say that
Brazil was a pawn ; that she acted for other natious. So some
people say Sweden was a pawn, and she acted for other nations,
but, sir, as I turn my eyes across the ocean, I see in Sweden a
people of wonderful vitality, of wonderful infellect, and wonder-
ful courage, and I think the good sense of Sweden acted in this
ease,  And as I contemplate the great nation to the south of us,
Brazil, and visunalize as nearly as I ecan the wonderful future
that les before her, T think she had a statesman who towered
above us, who, looking into the future, truckling to no president,
obedient to no propaganda, chained by no cowardly fear of a
sentiment created nt home when none had the courage to meet
that sentiment and destroy it. stood for his country and his
country's rights, and I pray God he will still continne so to
stand. For my vision of the future is that Europe has a set of
interests pecnliar to herself, problems of her own, masterful
statesmen to meet them ; and if they can not meet them, surely
we amateurs, 3,000 miles away, who wounld get lost in a London
fog in fonr minntes and would not know how to find a police
station, can not very well advise the great European statesmen.

This miserable conceit of Ameriea! I give place to no man
in the exaltation of my country. I believe our people in the
‘aggregate are a wonderful people. I think that the Tuture
holds in store for them a glorious prospect, but T am not foolish
enough to think that we Senators, picked from all trades and
professions, ecalled together temporarily, unacquainted with
Eurgpe and European affairs, can go over there and solve
Huropean problems, 1 know that the blessed, sweet-faced,
saintly old ladies who meet in these clubs ean not advise
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Chamberlain; they ean not advise Benes; they can not advise

Briand ; they can not advise any of these statesmen how to run

thelr countries. We might just as well understand that there

EJ no monopoly of brains or virtue on this side of the Atlantic
cean.

I would not want most of these people who want to run
the world to manage my backyard. I would not want them
to manage my life or tell me how I could live, because then
I would have to live just as they do. They have a right to
live their way, and I have a right te live my way, but God
knows I think my way is the best, or I wounld live their way.
I do not want their advice on how I am to live. So instead of
repeating this silly siufl “America has a great duty to the
world,” would we not better wait until we can take care of our
own affairg?

We can not conduct our own business here in a businesslike
way. We can not keep our own Government pure. The vile
and loathsome leprosy of fraud creeps into the very Cabinet
of one of our Presidents. An Attorney General declines to
answer questions touching his official conduct upon the ground
that it would tend to ineriminate him and involve others who
shall be nameless here, Our public domain is graunted away,
and we must go into the courts to gain it back. Toverty and
privation exist in the very shadows of the palaces of the
wealthy., Crime is rampant. Officers of the law, decorated
with a badge and armed with bludgeon and revolver, hold up
and shoot down citizens upon the highways., One of our own
Members is condemned, 1 fear—I pray not—to the life of an
invalid by the wild shot of a wild man turned loose with a
certificate as an officer. The doors of homes are battered down
by irresponsible villians. Men soaked with whisky go out upon
the hizhway and stop citizens as they pursue their course of
duty or go to their places of business or their homes. As-
saults are perpetrated upon women. HEducation is in a shame-
ful condition, some of the States having illiteracy mounting
to an alarming degree. And yet, in the face of these condi-
tiong, we propose that we shall sit here, without any knowledge
of the facts, and regulate Europe.

Why, if we went over there we weuld be in worse shape
than any innocent old farmer who comes to town for the first
time in his life, who gets acquainted with a gentleman who
knew him and all his relatives, and buys a gold brick in the
next 30 minutes, We have been gold-bricked once, gir, in the
city of Washington, when we destroyed our chance to have a
great navy and confrol the seas, We are to-day in a position
where we can not meet on equal terms the fleets of Great Brit-
ain, and will even be at a disadvantage, in my opinion, in a
contest with Japan.

We have some tasks of our own. Let us get out of our heads
the idea either that God Almighty appointed us to run the
world—it is a mistake—or that we would have sense enough to
run it if God had appointed us, unless He had given us a new
set of brains.

My, President, that is a slight digression, I want to return
now to these illustrations.

All of these disputes under the Versailles treaty, under these
other treaties, under any treaty that may be made, go before
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the court. The court is as inseparable from the league as the
Supreme Court of the United States is inseparable from the
scheme of the Federal Government. Indeed, the relation be-
tween the court and the league is much more intimate than
that between the Supreme Court of the United States and the
other branches of the Government of the United States, because
in. many instances the council of the league and the court have
concurrent jurisdietion over the same subjects, and ean be con-
gidering them at the same time.
oNCE IN, THE UNITED SBTATES CAN NOT HSCAPE RESPONSIBLLITY

Mr, President, once we have accepted a seat upon the beneh
we can nof escape responsibility. We immediately begin,
through our representative, to intermeddle in all of the cdeon-
flicts of the whole world. We take part in the decisions, and
if we exercise the power we must accept the responsibility.

Let us see how far that responsibility extends,

A dispute of a grave character arises, threatening war. It
is submitted to the court. We git in the case. We join in the
decision. ©One of the nations refuses to obey. Immediately the
council, under the provisions of the amended covenant, takes
action to put down the offending party. Under the authority
of article 16 it ealls upon all the league members to contribute
men, money, and arms. Is there anyone so foolish as to think
that the United States will not be requested to contribnte its
quota ?

Having entered into this scheme for the preservation of the
peace of the world by joining the court, have we not morally
bound ourselves to stand by the decision we helped to make?
Is there, sirs, any obligation resting upon a nation except a
meral obligation? Treaties are only moral obligations, for
there is'mo authority to enforce them unless it be this new
supergovernment of the world. Are we not just as much bound
as though we had agreed in advance to furnish our'share of the
international posse comitatus?

What is the United States to say? Is it to appear with the
contemptible plea, “We entered into your schemeé for com-
pelling the peace of the world; we took part in the execution
of that scheme up to the point where money had to be con-
tributed or blood had to be shed; and now we will turn our
gacks upon our associates and flee like cowards from the
ield "%

America never will do that. When she has a population ca-
pable of doing that, then the stars will bave faded from the
flag, its red stripes will have disappeared, and the white hanner
of cowardice will float ever the land to which Washington and
his soldiers fought to give birth.

Again, regardless of the reservations, the statute of the court
affords us little if any protection. Firgt, the league covenant
is really the constitution of the court. Get that into your
minds; please. The league covenant is the constitution of the
league and the court. It can be amended, I repeat, at any time
by the league members; and they have amended it, placing
among the questions that are to be decided by this court gques-
tions which Mr. Wilson expressly reserved from decigion,

Under the covenant the court was created. The jurisdiction
of the~eourt has been:extended, as I have said, over cases
previously subjeet to arbitration. The league covenant ean'be
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further amended at any time by the members of the league,
and upon such amendments we have no vote, because we are
not members of the league.

IT WILL BE TOO LATE TO WITHDRAW

It will be replied that in this ease, if unsatisfactory, we ean
withdraw. That is to say, the gentleman sitting on a keg of
powder blandly explains that he is going to get off as soon as
something happens, When something has happened it is too
late to withdraw.

We entered the World War becanse Germany had warned us
off the seas and had sunk some of our vessels. That was the
reason. That is the veason solemnly written in the records;
and yet, almost the hour after we had entered it for those
reasons, we were told that we were to democratize the world,
and we were told that we were to establish the liberty of small
peoples. We were told that we were general crusaders every-
where; and yet the fact was we were none of those things., If
we had been starting out to democratize the world, we would
not have enlisted three or four kings as our side partners in
the enterprise of destroying monarchies and setting up repub-
lies. If we had started out to establish the liberties of small
nations, we would not have united our arms with the nation
whose chief historian boasts that England has always been the
great conguering nation, for we would have had to lop off
India; we would have had to break the chains of Egypt; we
would have had to eut the shackles from the limbs of more
than 150,000,000 people who are held in subjection by British
bayonets and kept from freedom by British machine guns.

We would not have gone into partnership with France, I
hardly think we would have gone into partnership with Bel-
gium, for 1 remember that it is only a few years gince one of
the horrors of the world was the condition of the natives in
the Kongo, a Belgian Province, where it was said they were
treated with an atrocity indeseribable and unbelievable. We
would not have formed a partnership with Italy as a kingdom
or Italy held in subjection by a dictator.

But we went into the World War; and I remember that as
I sat in my seat there sat beside me a great Senator from a
Southern State, a man of fine intellect. When the British dele-
gation eame to this Chamber and asked us to send troops across
the seas, and send them gquickly, this Senator said to me:
“My God! are we to send our boys across the sea? 1 never
would have voted for war if I had thought we would come to
that,” He had hugged to his breast the delusion that many
then entertained that the mere declaration of war by America
would stop the war. That sort of foolish stuff had been talked
to our eountry until many wise men believed it.

We went across. Our troops fought gallantly and well,
We loaned these nations ten thousand millions of dollars, We
did not wait even to conform to the statute and take from them
their bonds in the form provided by the law. We took their
note of hand, their obligation that they would thereafter give
their bond, We poured our treasure info their lap. We sent
the boys from our homes across the sea to defend their cities,
and to die upon their goil. Yet they charged us for the very
land on which our troops stood when they beat back the
German Army in its almost triumphant movement toward
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Parig. They rendered bills to us for a bridge which an Ameri-
ean Artillery officer blew up because German twopq Were moy-
ing across to attack the American Army.

The war ended. Were we able to get onr boys home at once?
Not 8o, They said, “ Keep at least enongh to help us hold the
territory we have taken from Germany.” 8o we kept them
there and quartered them beside the black troops which had
been put in to control the German people. T do not remember
how long it was afterwards before our boys returned, although
I offered the resolution myself to demand that the President
call those troops home, but it seems to me it was a year and a
half, but at last we got our troops back.

Then what? Then, sir, we were met with the outrageous
gtatement that we had not done our share in the war; that in
some way or other it was our duty to have anticipated the
war, to have had our troops already in HEurope to fight the
battles of France and of England and of Belgium, not our own
and that having failed té do that, we ought to forgive the
debt they had contracted, the debt that went for clothes for
their soldiers, for shoes for their soldiers, for powder and
shell for their soldiers, for food for their people, their armies,'
and their civilians; that they did not owe us anything, and
that we onght to forgive them. They are over here to-day sub-
stantially repudiating their debt, When our boys went over
they met them at the docks. “ Vive les Americains!” was
upon every lip, and there were kisses for every American boy,
but now curses and imprecations, The name of Ameriea is
hissed in every theater of France. Officially, diplomatically, we
are still pleasant and agreeable, but deep-seated hate exists
among the masses of the people toward the fathers and mothers
of the Ameriean boys whose blood enriched the soil of France
with the holiest tide ever poured from human hearts.

With all this befere us, we propose to do what? To enter
a court that decides cases by a majority of votes, and we will
have 1 vote out of 8. There will be eight foreigners, everyone
of whom loves his own' eountry, everyone of whom wonld send
his boy to die to-morrow in 4 war against America, everyone
of* whom responds to the impulses of a life that is rooted,
through its ancestry, deep in the soil and history of his land,
everyone of whom will sit there on that court to guard the
interests of his own country. We propose to submit America's
interests to such a tribunal.

JAPAN AND THE MONHOE DOCTRINR

What cases can arise? T say the reservations do not prevent
this sort of case arising: Japan makes a treaty with Mexico.
Under that treaty Mexico grants to Japan the right to have her
war fleet in Magdalena Bay, and we protest. Where shall we
protest? Shall we go to this court? If we do, we acknowledge
its jurisdiction. When we have entered that court, acknowledg-
ing its jurisdiction, we have gone into a court from whose de-
cision, by express terms, there is no appeal. We plead the
Monroe doctrine; and they say to us, “The Monroe doetrine?
What is it? Where is it written in international lTaw? Where
ig it récognized in international law? TPer eontra, it has been
universally repudiated as a part of international law, and thers
was a fellow named Reep over there in the Henate, who, when
you were debating your reservations, asked you expressly to
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provide that the Monroe doctrine should be admitted as a
principle of international law, and you would not put it in.
Now, how are you going to plead the Monroe doctrine?”

Then they proceed to decide the case on international law,
and what is the decision? That Japan is a sovereign country ;
that Mexico is a sovereign country; and that one sovereign
country, under every principle of international law, has the
right to ecede its territory to another sovereign country. Are
we saved in a case of that kind? We are not, sir, We are
entangled and humiliated,

IExtend the illustration, if you please. Haiti, this country
which our marines now hold in a condition of semipeace, is
a member of the League of Nations, and if we entered the
league to-morrow Haiti would have just as big a vote as we
would have. Suppose Haiti were to make a treaty with Great
Britain, conceding Great Britain rights in the harbors of
Haiti, from which the British fleet could in a few hours’ time
attack our coasts. Suppose Haiti and England have a dis-
pute, or suppose they fix up a moot case and take it to the
League of Nations, England claiming that she has certain
indestructible rights in those waters under a treaty. Suppose
we sit on the court, and the case comes there, What are we
to say? A sovereign nation granted to another sovereign na-
tion rights in the waters of one of those nations., Then we
say, “The Monroe docirine!” Ah, but there is no Monroe
doctrine that is a prineiple of international law, and the de-
cision goes against Haiti, and the British fleet moves into
those waters. Then we assert the Monroe doctrine, and what
happens? We have to assert the Monroe doctrine against the
decision of a court which we recognized and on which we had
a judge. What else happens? The court decides against us.
Yifty-five nations that have signed the compact of the League
of Nations have solemnly agreed to make eommon canse against
ns with fire and sword, with shell, with airplane, with poison
gas, with all the hell of war,

THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS IS AN OFFENSIVE AND DEFENSIVE ALLIANCE

Somebody says, might they not do that now? T grant you
that. The League of Nations is to-day a great menace, It is
an offensive and defensive alliance. It does repudiate the
Monroe doctrine, and if Great Britain or any other nation—I
am not singling out Great Britain invidiously, let it be under-
stood—Iif Great Britain or any other nation were to seek rights
which violate the principles of the Monroe doctrine, all this
great combination of power, this frust of arms, might hurl
itself upon us, but at least we could say, * We have never
acknowledged your authority. We have not bound ourselves
to the conditions of your compact. We stand where we have
always stood, npon our rights as a great and puissant power,
charged with the duty of the protection of this hemisphere,
By the living God, we will proteet it to the end.” We will be
entangled in none of their infamies. We will have proved the
way twice over.

I stand here as James Monroe stood when he faced the
Holy Alliance, with all its power and prestige, with only a
little scattered population of frontiersmen and a few men in a
few small towns to back him, and declared to all the world,
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“You shall not conquer, subjugate, and enslave any of the
nations of this hemisphere.” '

Mr. President, it is hard to preserve the mask of hypoerisy
far enough. “Though the mills of the gods grind slowly,
yet they grind exceeding fine)! At last the selfish individual
must expose his purpose. The seeker after power must display
his object. The trickster will eventually make a mistake, and
so the truth comes out. It eame out at Geneva in the last
four or five days. There was no good faith there. I do not
speak in defense of the German people, If the same thing had
been done to any other nation, I would have equally spoken. 1
am employing thege facts because they tell the story and that
only. When the nations met at Geneva good faith reguired
that they should meet with elean hands and receive Germany
as a permanent member of the council. That had been the con-
dition of the pact. But they had been playing a game behind
the curtain. Their real purpose had been concealed. They
wanted to bring Germany in and at the same time they wanted
to fix Germany so that she would have no influence when she
was in. I care nothing, I repeat, for the guestion so far as it
concerns the German Nation, but I care everything for it be-
canse it exposes chicanery, trickery, fraund. It demonstrates
that once more in Burope there is the old batile for the
supremacy of the great powers. There is the guestion of the
balance of power. There is the game situation that has existed
in the past, and for that I say, in Goed's good name let America
keep freesfrom such things as that. Let us stand aloef. Lt
us pursue the course of the past, and that is not a selfish course,
for the example of America has broken the chains of other
peoples. DBy example we have led them where by power we
could not have forced them.

THE EXAMPLE OF AMERICAN LIBERTY

It was the spark that came from the flintfloek of Washing-
ton's soldiers that lighted the fires of the French revolution,
It was from the fires of the French revolution that the night
of bigotry and intolerance and tyrany of all the world was
gradually illumined. The English commons rose, and by peace-
ful means destroyed the prerogatives of the Crown and estab-
lislied the right of the musses of the people, until to-day an
Englishman can stand before all the world and deelare himself
a free man.

This spirit of liberty that was born anew here in America has
entered into the hearts of the people of all nutions, It is felt
in Bgypt where the brown hordes are seething with the desire
to obtain their independence. It is felt in China, whose dead
charnel house seems to be bringing forth the living spirit of a
race of men who may yet reassert themselves npon this earth.

It is felt in farthest India, where men willing to take the
hand loom in order to keep their oppressors al bay, that trade
will not be cut off, It is felt there where the brown hordes
stood outside the prison in which the English ineavcerated the
great patriot who tawght his people the horrid doctrine that
they had the right to weave their own clothes in their own
homes as their fathers and mothers had done. It is felt in all
of Hurope where tyranny his relaxed its grip. - And 50 as we
look back over the years that have gone, the recent century
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and a litle more of time, the Bourbons have toppled from
their bloody throne and France has risen upon the ruins of that
tyranny aud erected a republie.

It is felt in Germany where the Hohenzollerns have relaxed
their grip of steel so long fastenmed upon the throats of the
people. It is felt in Russia where the iron thraldom of the
Romanoeffs has been broken and the royal family exterminated,
a ernelty we all deplore, but nevertheless as we deplore it let
us think of * bloody Sunday" when the Czar turned the ma-
chine guns upon 30,000 men, women, and children, who,
headed by a priest, were presenting a petition for redress.

1t is felt around the world, and all of this beeause America
established the fact that men were capable of self-government.
So if we will but proeeed down the path of the centuries, hold-
ing aloft the torch of freedom, inviting other nations to profit
by our example, we can bless the world; but if once we join
with those in power and authority to force our way, force our
policies upon any nation, then America’'s name will become
anathema, and curses of hate will follow where blessings now
are bestowed, and America will lose her proud position in the
vanguard of the march of civilization.
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