[image: image3.png]Name Date Class

Primary Source Reading 6-2 (continued) * * * * *

soft concealments. Victory would mean peace forced upon the loser, a
victor's terms imposed upon the vanquished. It would be accepted in humili-
ation, under duress, at an intolerable sacrifice, and would leave a sting, a
resentment, a bitter memory upon which terms of peace would rest, not per-
manently but only as upon quicksand. Only a peace between equals can last.
Only a peace the very principle of which is equality and a common participa-
tion in a common benefit. . . .

The equality of nations upon which peace must be founded if it is to last
must be an equality of rights; the guarantees exchanged must neither recog-
nize nor imply a difference between big nations and small, between those
that are powerful and those that are weak. . . .

Peace cannot be had without concession and sacrifice. . . . The question of
armaments, whether on land or sea, is the most immediately and intensely
practical question connected with the future fortunes of nations and of
mankind. . . .

I am proposing, as it were, that the nations should with one accord adopt
the doctrine of President Monroe as the doctrine of the world: that no nation
should seek to extend its polity over any other nation or people, but that
every people should be left free to determine its own polity, its own way of
development—unhindered, unthreatened, unafraid, the little along with the
great and powerful. . . .

I am proposing government by the consent of the governed; that freedom
of the seas . . . and that moderation of armaments which makes of armies
and navies a power for order merely, not an instrument of aggression or of
selfish violence.

These are American principles, American policies. We could stand for no
others. And they are also the principles and policies of forward-looking men
and women everywhere, of every modern nation, of every enlightened com-
munity. They are the principles of mankind and must prevail.

Source: A League for Peace. Senate Document, 1917.

READER RESPONSE

Directions: Answer the following questions on a separate sheet of paper.

1. What are Wilson’s objections to a peace with victory?

2. According to Wilson, what is the only way Europe can attain stability?

3. What does Wilson think is the most urgent question that affects the future of mankind?
3

. What does Wilson say nations must be willing to do in order for “peace without victory”
to succeed?

5. Critical Thinking Wilson says he is presenting his ideas in part due to “a just regard for
the opinion of mankind.” What important colonial document uses the same words?
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Peace Without Victory Reader’s Dictionary

About the Selection concert: common action or agreement

In his campaign for re-election in 1916,
President Woodrow Wilson's slogan was:
“He kept us out of war.” Just a few weeks
after his second inauguration, however,
Wilson asked Congress for a declaration of

war. The excerpt below-—taken from GUIDED READING

Wilson's speech to Congress in January As you read, determine what principles
1917, before the United States entered Wilson proposed to guide the postwar
World War I—reveals the president’s plans world. Then answer the questions that

for a negotiated peace to end the conflict. follow.

*

n every discussion of the peace that must end this war, it is taken for
Igranted that peace must be followed by some definite concert of power
which will make it virtually impossible that any such catastrophe should ever
overwhelm us again! Every lover of mankind, every sane and thoughtful man
must take that for granted. . . .

It is right that before it comes, this government should frankly formulate
the conditions upon which it would feel justified in asking our people to
approve its formal and solemn adherence to a League for Peace. | am here to
attempt to state those conditions.

The present war must first be ended; but we owe it to candor and to a just
regard for the opinion of mankind to say that, so far as our participation in
guarantees of future peace is concerned, it makes a great deal of difference
in what way and upon what terms it is ended. . . .

The question upon which the whole future peace and policy of the world
depends is this: Is the present war a struggle for a just and secure peace, or
only for a new balance of power? If it be only a struggle for a new balance of
power, who will guarantee, who can guarantee the stable equilibrium of the
new arrangement? Only a tranquil Europe can be a stable Europe. There
must be, not a balance of power but a community of power; not organized
rivalries but an organized, common peace.

Fortunately, we have received very explicit assurances on this point. . . .

t think it will be serviceable if | attempt to set forth what we understand
them to be.

They imply, first of all, that it must be a peace without victory. It is not
pleasant to say this. | beg that | may be permitted to put my own interpreta-
tion upon it and that it may be understood that no other interpretation was
in my thought. I am seeking only to face realities and to face them without

(continued)
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