PEACE IS EVERYBODY'’S CONCERN
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their problems and their particular conception of the peace.
Such an exchange of opinion cannot do otherwise than develop
mutual understandi

There is valid historic exeuse for the examination of peace
tl!rms whlln yet at war. In 1918 the armistice took everyone

rise—people, politicians and soldiers alike. The trial
Tt ME By 50 pbvate e L. iaople: ¥, it OO
peetedly early vietory was correspondingly great. Their
gratitude to their leaders was at its height when the first chill
apprehensions about the use to be made of the hard won vietory
began to be felt.

There is little ]mhlt at this time in cunductmg a post mortent
on the Treaty of Versailles; still less in drawing therefrom
positive conclusions as to what it wuuld be desirable to include
in & coming peace treaty. To undertake so complex a task would
be presumptuous even if all the involved facts were available,
But it is possible to draw certain profitable lessons from what
happened twenty-five years ago.

cray b

The Treaty of Versailles as a general document presented
three principal characteristies which in themselves, or through
the importance given them, made the Europe which emerged
from the treaties of 1919-1920 at once unstable and incapuble
of regaining her equilibrium without a grave crisis—even
conflict. First, it scorned history; second, it substituted the
theories of economic experts for the teachings of centuries; and
finally, it was designed in the hope of being known to
as the first truly moral treaty.

The peaco of 1919 was intended to be a “‘moral” poace;
but the adjective, like the object, was subjected 1o interpreta-
tion. It was in the name of morality —not mere justice—that

Germany was forced to return to her neighbors the territory
she had wrested from them. It was moral that war criminals
—the Kaiser appropriately heading the list—should be tried
for murder. It was moral that Germany be compelled to my
for the damage she had done others. Indeed, eulogizing the
Treaty bofore the House of Commaons of July 3, 1919, the British
prime minister, Mr. Lloyd George said: T hope that Germany
will understand that her defeat has been her salvation, for it
has rid her of the Junkers and the Hohenzollern military clique.
She has paid a high price for lla! deliverance. I believe she will
find that it has been worth

story
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any, could not be technical ones. Of human o realistic political
considerations, there was less evidence. For when the plans
wero completed and adopted, it was diffieult for the observant
European to realize that Germany had lost the war. Certain
modest national aspirations had caused the creation of & number
of new states. Thus Burope, us & hegomony, was weaker;
but there in the heart of Europe, ks  groody

a defiant, unmolested Germany: still a Reich and pen

were
foe. Even the most superficial observer with the most easual
knowledge of Europe felt u premonitory shiver of fear. As
one French historian put it (as early as 1920): “There is not
a single border post on the Czechoslovakian frontier which has
not been placed according to the most expert seientific advice,
As for how long these poml can remain in their places and what
chance they have of staying there, this was clearly not the
business of the land surveyors.” It is indisputable that the
toehnical experts did splendid work: but the peace settlement
could not hope for permaneney when the broad political concepts
were left to sentimental amateurs.

en, too, there were the cconomists. These experts
promised & new heaven and a new earth, provided they were not
limited by such obsolete psychological considerations as &
German desire for revenge. Professor J. M. Keynes (as he
then was), the chief advoeate of this attitude, produced a best
seller with the eharacteristic title The Economic Consequences
of the Peace, a Cassandra-like warning as to what would happen
if economie sanctions were used against Germany. The fate of
poor defeated Germany was deplored ad nauseam; and again
and again was repeated the slogan that the vietorious nations
must rebuild Germany if they wanted to prevent Buropean
chaos and further wars.

With the presumption of youth, economic science unders
took to analyse everything, explain everything, settle every-
thing. Political and historie factors were ignored. The twentieth
eentury, it was vehemently maintained, was keyed to one
determining factor—the economic. And this specious theory
was demonstrated by an over simple but apparently convineinig
syllogism: war doesn’t pay—that has been proved; Germany
has found that out by lrymg and failing; therefore Germany
will never make war

This dmgmm~ml not very logiesl — simplification
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10 the slogan of the day. In 1919 a leading London news-
m its attitude in two trenchant sentences:
Y is not naturally warlike. He has just leamed
r doesn’t pay.”" What troubled this paper most was the
tendencies of the new revisionist countries

B
Il have to learn that lesson (that war doesn't pay).
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ed
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r Burope; others maintained that France's leaders
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) clnum-m thm is told regarding this period
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‘Throughout this period the emphasis was put in the wrong
place with tragic consistency. The possible warlike spirit of
the smaller nations was feared and deplored; while Germany
was coddled as a repentant. There was a similar onesidedness
to the help given in reconstruction. France and Belgium, both
of whom had suffered the agony and devastation of invasion,
were left to themselves, But vast quantities of foreign capital
flowed into Germany in a steady stream. If that gold could
have hoen sunk in the sea, it might have made some positive
contribution to European peace. In fact, it was used to rebuild
and expand Germany's economic—and thus her war—potential,
while her industrial superiority over France was already the
greatest menace to Rurope in 1919,

PR R

These hard facts of the last peace now fall into a gzim
pattern for all to sce. And that pattern must be kept in mind
when planning the reorganization of the world after this war
For at the roots of what in our time was ealled “Munich
defeatism’ lies the profound disappoiniment of 1919: the
wicked sabotage of a hard-won victory. The nervous system
3 a man who had withstood the hnrdslups of war gave
way beforo the disillusionment of the pea
Fortunately Germany's second abtempt at world domina-
tion within twenty-five years has opened the eyes of many
of those who might be called the materialistic Utopians, But
the breed is by no means extinct. There are still people who
insist, vaguely, that this war was eaused by an economie crisis
in Germany. There is, as it happens, a slight grain of truth
in that contention. But the whole theory falls to the ground
it is realized that Germany's economic difficulties,
as they existed, were artificially created by the German go
ment itsell, The German people had a choice, and they
it deliberately. Indeed, had anything like unanimity prevailed
in Burope, such acts of aggression would have been imp
But mreummnm were ideal for Germany's plans.
lad these international conditions been exactly contrary,
LhPre would have been no economic erisis in Germany. B
would have been abundant, and guns scarce. Had her tech
efforts been so bent, and the vast sums of foreign capital
she acquired been so spent, Germany hetween Hitler's
to power and 1939 could have revolutionized her int
economy. Instead she gambled on a vast rearmament sche
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that have brought her the whole world—and butter
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br the coming peace treaty must be then,

that | facts will be recognized as such. Just as the archi-

*lb each workman the limits of his task and the kind

0 vw to use, likewise the statesmen must assign to
finaneiers, engineers, economists and military men the tasks
W from each one of them, without allowing them to
their respective . In all events, it behooves

man b decide the relative value he intends to grant

various argumen
{ nhmu- ‘that Great Britain has now as leader a man
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as the wrath of Hitler.
eh foreign policy is directed by
remain ,in the
It is to be hoped that
om of decision of such men and of their partners in
United Nations will not be thwarted by any manoeuvre
Tt is to be hoped that world opinion, keeping
in the guides of darker days, will not be led astray by
v that were at the basis of the 1919 failure.
of Versailles disregarded history and ignored
realism. It is a fact that after a war that brought into
 the forces and faculties of most of the nations of the
very idea of politics fell into discredit. “Perhaps
ne a headache” commented our historian with bitter

iuvu that emerged out of Versailles presented on
whose unity was respected, even

ed; a Franco that had, propor-
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tionally, paid more in human casualties. On the one hand,
a Ger ‘many preserving the same strong administrative body;
on the other hand—again apart from France—new countries
whmh had to build from serate ir own polmul traditions,
while creating a new administrative personnel.

Bk 1ok, ily ) Clefinas iy veepsiteds s Th seirab)
ization of the German federal state was vastly strengthened
by the Allies. Having asserted their intention not to intervene
in German internal policy, the Allies in fact dealt ouly with
Berlin, thus the former
predominance of Prussia. Tadsed tha Trasiy of Veranillos hist
resulted in identifying Germany with Prussia, thus pertecting
the work of Frederic II and of Bismarck. That treaty imposed
upon Germany a war tribute to be paid over a generation,
(never to be paid at all in that event); it restored territories
stolen from France, Belgium, Denmark and, in the East, from
Poland. At the same time, that treaty left Germany demo-
graphically and industrially the most powerful state in the
Europe of the time—with full political power: the power that
engenders all others. ““A peace too soft for what is hard in it,”
wrote the historian Jacques Bainville as early as the summer of
1019, That judgment has been ratified by bitter experience.

PR T

Were it not presumptuous, an exact collation of these
considerations should present a complete theory of the peace
to come after this war. However, if a recent past can illuminate
the present, there are a few simple rules that can be outlined
as general guide posts.

1. The existence in the heart of Burope of & mass of eighty
million Germans forces tho ereation, from the military point
of viow at least, of solid blocks with u united strength superior
to that of the Germans,

2. These strong national states must be kept in existence
independently of the sventual fate of German unity. That s
obviously imp ifth Reich—
is once again continued hy me Tt is not less imperative
if neighboring states must for a generation or more guard &
dismembered or partitioned Giermany.

3. The political status of the German state or states will
for a time rest with the Allies, and must be subject to narrow
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restrictions. Such firm control is all the more necessary since
ny is now waging hiological war against occupied coun-

jes in an only too successful effort to ensure the physical

ority of her neighbors for several decades. Lord
sitart’s twelve-point programme is in this respect a very
M project. It should not be forgotten, however, that
Permanent Under-Secretary ign Affairs

e cannot ensure peace:

»
thonld be mopim to coneeive that one can organize
the Europeans, or to eontrol Germany without
‘her neighbors. Any split among them would be
Iy Germany, and the experience of
again.

all
it history proves that it is still in Western Europe
is won or lost. (That world i

to say, tlu fronllir of Great Britain.

$hat, part of the woud. more
remain for a long time probably,
nxioties. From it a new war
with Germany is not more
1919. And sinee war in

the blood, sweat and tears

lu become the concern of each




