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To the Editor of The New York Times:
It is a distinct effort to restrain one's enthusiasm over
President Roosevelt's epoch-marking appeal to all the
peoples of the world to unite their minds and their public
policies for the advancement of the cause of international
peace and for the restoration of prosperity and satisfaction
to each and every nation. This is truly a noble and a lofty
ideal, but it is not, as our cynics and pessimists appear to
rejoice to think, beyond the limits of practical accomplishment. The hearts and the minds of the great mass of mankind everywhere are bent upon these ideals and their
achievement. What has stood, and still stands, in the way
is the action or lack of action on the part of governments,
the influence of narrow-minded and self-seeking minorities,
and that alarming outburst of the spread of ultra-nationalism which has come so near to wrecking the world during
the past three years.
The silent forces longing for peace, for mutual understanding and for prosperity have lacked leadership. While
Dr. Stresemann and M. Briand lived and worked together
in increasingly close understanding, there was a foundation
upon which to build on the continent of Europe. With
the passing of Dr. Stresemann and M. Briand, however,
this foundation was rudely shaken, and every effort to
strengthen it has thus far proved either futile or unavailing. The ultra-nationalistic spirit has increased by leaps and
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bounds, .not only in the greater nations but in the smaller
nations of eastern and southeastern Europe as well. It has
had heartbreaking manifestations in the United States and
has thereby multiplied the damage done to our people by
the economic and financial crisis and has built new barriers
to prevent our escape from that crisis. The two great international conferences, which have already been postponed
far too long and which are now to be held, the one on disarmament at Geneva and the other on economic problems
in London, were being approached in a spirit of pessimism
which almost reached the point of despair. Our accomplished and highly experienced Ambassador-at-Large, Mr.
Norman Davis, has been doing a giant's work in his tireless
endeavors to bring together on something like common
ground the widely differing and discordant governments
of many nations.
From where was light to come? What voice could waken
the world from its selfish somnolence and make it see that
it was drifting rapidly toward the destruction of civilization? Thank God, the answer to these questions has come
from Washington. The President of the United States, in
his noble and direct appeal to the people of every nation,
has opened a new chapter in the history of our country and
of the world. He has produced one of the greatest and most
influential state papers in the history of our government.
Hereafter, when our youth is taught to turn to the most
outstanding and meaningful documents in American history, they will find President Franklin Roosevelt's appeal
to the world included in that distinguished list with Washington's Farewell Address, with Hamilton's papers in The
Federalist, with Jefferson's second Inaugural, with Monroe's Message of December 2, 1823, with Webster's reply
to Hayne, and with Lincoln's Gettysburg Speech and his
second Inaugural Address.
This appeal is so direct, so simple in its phrases and so
concrete that any one can understand it. It has been read,

and is being read, throughout the world by millions upon
millions of men, women and children. Governments are
everywhere in session discussing its words and its invitation.
The Con£erence on Disarmament at Geneva and the Economic Conference in London will now open under circumstances and in an atmosphere which seemed beyond the
bounds of possibility only a few days ago.
None would have rejoiced more over President Franklin
Roosevelt's appeal than Washington and Franklin, Hamilton and Jefferson, Madison and Marshall, Clay and Webster, Lincoln and Theodore Roosevelt. Each and all, they
would have seen that this appeal established a world leadership in the field of ideas and of high policy for that nation
which they had worked so hard to bring into existence, to
establish firmly, to defend and to carry on.
By the voice of their President, the American people have
spoken from the heart and from the conscience. They ask
no long drawn out and tedious legalistic and technical discussions but action, and they offer cooperation in that action.
The wholly groundless notion that the United States is,
or ever has been, isolated from the rest of the world-a
notion contradicted by our entire history and by our professions and ideals-is now laid at rest forever. No matter how
wise the purely national policies that are adopted at Washington, no matter how helpful the steps that are taken
within our own boundaries to relieve and to reduce unemployment, to establish markets for our farmers and our
industries, to provide freight and passengers for our railways and to restore that lagging confidence which alone can
enable our economic and financial life to carry on, none of
these nor all of them together can effectively relieve the
depression in the United States or lift the quite unbearable
burdens which rest upon the backs of so many of our citizens of every type and class. It is only by international
understanding and international cooperation that the international causes of our depression can be dealt with and re-
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lieved. President Franklin Roosevelt points the way. We
simply must insist upon having governments act in accordance with the solemn profession, which sixty-two of them
have united to make in the Pact of Paris, that war is renounced as an instrument of national policy. This declaration has become the high law of this land and of sixty-one
other lands. It is not only immoral but law-breaking for
any government in the face of this declaration to go forward
with preparations for that war which it has renounced.
There has been far too long a delay on the part of the
signatories to the Treaty of Versailles in carrying out the
provisions of that treaty as to their own limitation of armament which accompanied the limitations put by that treaty
upon the German people. It is this delay which, as much as
anything else, has stirred Germany and roused the ultranationalistic spirit among her people. Herr Hitler's address
to the Reichstag on Wednesday surely gives every ground
for hope that a quick way may be found to reduce and relieve
the danger of a militaristic Germany by going forward, the
rest of the world all together, to reduce their armaments
and instruments of war as Germany has been required to
reduce hers. Again the President has pointed the way. The
security of no nation can be established by force or by a
display of force. On the contrary, either of these must invite insecurity. The path of progress toward security lies in
the opposite direction.
To answer the questions which the Economic Conference
in London will shortly face, a like spirit of common understanding and cooperation is essential. Here, too, men must
learn to think in terms of the practical world of today and
to leave off using the terms and the ideas which were characteristic of a time that is past. This twentieth century world
is a world in which each nation is a citizen-member of a
commonwealth of nations. It is independent just as an individual citizen is independent and it is dependent upon its
fellow-nations just as a citizen is dependent upon his fellow-

citizens. This form of dependence is no limitation upon a
nation's just power or authority, but, rather, an invitation
to their use on a finer and higher plane and for the nation's
own betterment.
Surely we are getting on. The President of the United
States, amid a nation-wide chorus of approval, has taken the
long awaited lead and called upon our fellow-nations to
join us in walking along the path of progress. Let us hear
no more of the nonsense of isolation or self-sufficiency lest
we be wrecked and ruined by our own blindness. Let us
throw ourselves whole-heartedly and without partisanship
or class distinction into this great task of taking the lead in
rebuilding a broken world to which the President has summoned us with all his intelligence, with all his vision and
with all his courage.
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A World-Wide Appeal
An editorial printed in The Times [London]
May 17, 1933

President Roosevelt issued yesterday to the nations of
the world the most stirring appeal that they have yet heard
for concerted action in the political and economic spheres,
"based upon the greatest good of the greatest number." He
once more championed, boldly and fearlessly, the cause of
sensible international collaboration, which in his own and
other countries is being so violently assailed by the narrow
sectional interests of economic and political nationalism;
and in this conflict, the issue of which must profoundly
affect the historical evolution of nations for a hundred
years, the British Empire beyond a doubt will stand firmly

by the side of the other great English-speaking democracy.
Certainly it was no misfortune that the President's message
itself most admirably timed, should have reached Londo~
just as the Pilgrims were entertaining the Prime Minister,
and that there should have been so prompt and eloquent a
response on the British side. Nor is it anything but fortunate
that these two men should have established such personal
contact already that it is possible for Mr. MacDonald to
look hopefully to "active, not quiescent, cooperation with
the United States" as "the cardinal point" in British policy.
President Roosevelt on his side, putting disarmament in
the very forefront of his message, specifically urges all
nations to rally to the Draft Convention which was laid
before the Conference by Mr. MacDonald just two months
ago. The profound hope of his own country, he declares, is
that peace may be assured through practical measures of
disarmament and that the whole world may carry to victory
the common struggle against economic chaos. On the decisions taken at the two great con£erences of arms and economics depend the improvement of social conditions, the
preservation of individual human rights the furtherance
~f social justice, and "the happiness and pr~sperity, the very
lives of the men, women, and children who inhabit the
whole world." He appeals to the best in human nature. He
imp~ores Governments and peoples to forget petty aims;
and m a memorable epigram he records his conviction that
"a selfish victory is always destined to ultimate defeat."
Analysing the reasons for the reluctance to disarm which
has been shown at Geneva during the last fifteen months
President Roosevelt finds that the first is a desire disclosed
or ~idden, ~or an enlargement of territory at the expense
of sister nations; and the other is the fear of nations that
they will be invaded. He believes that only a small minority
of States harbour the desire for aggrandisement, and that
by far the greater number retain excessive armaments
through a fear that they themselves will be the victims of
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aggression. The justification for these fears, he proceeds,
is that modern weapons of offence are vastly stronger than
the weapons of defence. Trenches, wire entanglements, and
fixed fortifications are no longer impregnable to attack by
warplanes, heavy mobile artillery, poison gas, and those
land battleships which are called tanks. The first point must
be that all nations should agree wholly to eliminate their
possession and use of the weapons which make possible successful attack. This decision has of course already been
reached in principle at Geneva and is embodied in the British
Draft Convention. The President considers therefore that
the first step which has to be taken is the acceptance of what
he called the MacDonald Plan; and he urges as a further
immediate measure that all nations of the world should
enter into "a solemn and definite pact of non-aggression,"
and agree that they will "send no armed force of whatsoever
nature across the frontiers" of other nations. The same
whole-hearted response which the British people will give
to these proposals cannot perhaps be expected quite so
quickly from those nations which are nearer to the political
upheavals of Continental Europe than the United States
and Great Britain, and which have not unnaturally come to
believe that force, organized, armed and present, is the
only effective preventive or cure of certain national frenzies.
But even if President Roosevelt is unable, as all the world
knows, to commit his country in advance to armed intervention in defence of a victim of aggression, he has now restated the readiness of the United States to take part in a
consultative pact. That is a highly important point. When
Mr. Stimson was Republican Secretary of State he enunciated the doctrine that no signatory of the Pact of Paris
would be neutral in the event of its violation; and it is therefore justifiable to assume that the two great American
parties both stand behind a policy which should have a profound effect in re-establishing a greater sense of security in
the world-and a sense of security is the world's greatest
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immediate need. By abstaining from taking advantage of
the privileges of a neutral in an international conflict the
United States would enormously facilitate the work of those
countries which were ready to penalize illegal resort to
force. This country in particular could take such action as
in each case it might desire, relieved of the risk of embroilment with the American Navy.
But the President's proposals do not stop short at the
exhortation to practical disarmament and the declaration of
readiness to take part in a Consultative Pact. Pending the
convocation of a Con£erence to arrange for the terms and
the method of applying this proposed corollary to the
Pact of Paris, he asks that no nation shall increase its existing armaments. It has, of course, been accepted in principle
already by the States represented at Geneva that there shall
be no increase of armed forces during the progress of the
~isarmament Conference. But the undertaking lapsed,
without renewal, in February; and in any case there is reason
to fear that the compact has not been kept very strictly. Its
renewal as a solemn national obligation should be salutary
and useful-though armaments are a symptom rather than
a fundamental cause of European unrest. The real fundamental causes are, first, economic misery and, second, the
revolt of the German nation against the whole dictated
Peace of Versailles. In a speech which at the least was singularly ill-timed Mr. Lloyd George nevertheless said some
true things yesterday about the consequences of the Treaty
settlements, with which he was himself so intimately concerned. He said, for example, that the German people had
been driven to frenzy by the inability or unwillingness of
other countries to carry out their pledges to disarm. But
what has probably contributed even more to their frenzy
is the actual method in which the Treaty of Versailles was
imposed upon them without the ordinary process of negotiation, a grievance which has been deliberately exploited by
the party now in power. Another great grievance has been
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the War Guilt clause; and yet another the existence of the
~olish Cor~idor. This territorial division was probably as
Just a solution as could be found; but it follows that Mr.
1:,l?fd George himself must bear a greater share of responsi~ihty than any other British statesman for three of the
chief causes of their discontent to-day.
. ~ore profitable, however, than discussing the responsibilities for the present desperate situation is the search for
ways to set it right; and here Lord Hailsham even if some
~f his phrases may have been ill-chosen, was' at least more
likely to be helpful than Mr. Lloyd George. In a general
way t_he Secretary for War went to the heart of the immediate difficulty. The Disarmament Conference has been held
up ~ecause German~ desires to maintain a long-service professional army, while other countries, in accordance with
the_terms of the Draft Convention, are preparing to confine
t~eir home forces to short-service men, trained for defensive purposes _only. This is moreover only one of several
symptoms which suggest that Germany is preparino- her
people now to achieve her ultimate ends by means of a~med
force. The first and absolute condition of progress is that
Germany ~hall abandon her claim to retain a long-service
army. Until the suspicions inevitably aroused by this claim
have been removed there can be no effective advancement
of ~hose other pacificatory measures which all the world
desires, and most of which would benefit Germany even
more than other countries.
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