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4. How were the Russian women soldiers treated by their male comrades?
5. Would you consider the experiences of the women soldiers in the war a good

reason for involving women in battle?

7 ¥ The Paris Peace Conference

The most terrible war the world had experienced ended in November 1918; in
January 1919, representatives of the victorious powers assembled in Paris to
draw up a peace settlement. The principal figures at the Paris Peace Conference
were Woodrow Wilson (1856-1924), president of the United States; David.-
Lloyd George (1863-1945), prime minister of Great Britain; Georges Clemen-
‘ceau (1841-1929), premier of France; and Vittorio Orlando (1860-1952), pre-
mier of Italy. Disillusioned intellectuals and the war-weary masses turned to
Wilson as the prince of peace who would fashion a new and better world.

Woodrow Wilson

THE IDEALISTIC VIEW

Wilson sought a peace of justice and reconciliation, one based on democratic
and Christian ideals, as the following excerpts from his speeches illustrate.

(May 26, 1917)
We are fighting for the liberty, the self-govern-

ment, and the undictated development of §a112

peoples, and every feature ot the settlement

“that concludes this war must be conceived and

éxecuted for that purpose. Wrongs must first
Bg righted and then adequate safeguards must
be created to prevent their being committed
again. ...

. No people must be forced under sovet-
eignty under which 1t does not wish to live. No
tePH oy st Cha e hands™ except tor the
purpose of securing those who inhabit it a fair
chance of life and liberty. No indemnities must
be insisted on except those that constitute pay-
ment for manifest wrongs done. No readjust-
ments of power must be made except such as
will tend to secure the future peace of the
world and the future welfare and happiness of

its peoples. -

And then the free peoples of the world must
draw together in some common covenant,
some genuine. and practical co-8peration that

will in effect combine their force to secute
peace and justice in the dealings of nations
with one another. '

The following are excerpts from the Four-
teen Points, the plan for peace that Wilson
announced on january 8, 1918.

IV. Adequate guarantees given and taken
that national armaments will be reduced to the
lowest point consistent with domestic safety.

V. A free, open-minded, and absolutely im-

partxa@ment of all colonial claims, based
upon a strict obsetvance of the principle that in
determining all such questions of sovereignty
the interests of the populations concerned
must have equal weight with the equitable
claims of the government whose title is to be
determined. . ..

VIII. All French tetritory should be freed
and the invaded portions restored, and the
wrong done to France by Prussia in 1871 in the
matter of Alsace-Lorraine, which has unsettled




the peace of the world for nearly fifty years,
should be righted, in order that peace may
once more be made secure in the interest of all.

IX. A readjustment of the frontiers of Italy
should be effected along cleatly recognizable
lines of nationality.

X. The peoples of Austria-Hungary, whose
place among the nations we wish to see safe-
guarded and assured, should be accorded the
freest opportunity of autonomous develop-
ment. .
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Third, every territorial settlement involved
in this war must be made in the interest and
for the benefit of the populations concerned,
and not as a part of any mere adjustment or
compromise of claims amongst rival states; and

Fourth, that all well-defined national aspira-
tion shall be accorded the utmost satisfaction
that can be accorded them without introduc-
ing new or perpetuating old elements of dis-
cord and antagonism that would be likely in
time to break the peace of Europe and conse-

XII. The Turkish portions of the present quently of the world.

Ottoman Empire should be assured a secure

sovereignty, but the other nationalities WHiC

are ~te now under lurkish rule should be assured
a'ﬁ'”ﬁ“ﬁ”doubted security of life and an absolutely
uffiolested opportunity of of autonomous devel-,
W the Dardanelles should be pet-
manently opened as a free passage to the ships
and commerce of all nations under interna-
tional guarantees.

XIII. An independent Polish state should
be erected which should include the territories
inhabited by indisputably Polish populations,
which should be assured a free and secure access
to the sea, and whose political and economic
independence and tetritorial integrity should
be guaranteed by international covenant.

XIV. A general association of nations must
be formed under specific covenants for the pur-
pose of affording mutual guarantees of politi-
cal independence and territorial integrity to
great and small states alike.

(February 11, 1918)

... The principles to be applied [in the peace
settlement} are these:

First, thac"each part of the final settlement
must be based upon the essential justice of that
particular case and upon such adjustments as
are most likely to bring a peace that will be
permanent;

Second, that peoples and provinces are not

to be bartered about from sovereignty to sover- -

eignty as if they were mere chattels and pawns
in a game, even the great game, now forever
discredited, of the balance of power; but that

(April 6, 1918)

cee re ready, whenever the final reckoning
is made, to be just to the German people, deal

fairly with the German power, as with all oth-
ers. There can be no difference between peoples
in the final judgment, if it is indeed to be a
righteous judgment. To propose anything but
justice, even-handed and dispassionate justice,
to Germany at any time, whatever the outcome
of the war, would be to renounce and dishonor
our own cause. For we ask nothing that we are
not willing to accord.

(December 16, 1918)

The war through which we have just
passed has illustrated in a way which never can
be forgotten the extraordinary wrongs which
can be perpetrated by arbitrary and irresponsi-
ble power.

It is not possible to secure the happmess and
prosperity of the world, to establish an endur-
ing peace, unless the repetition of such wrongs
is rendered impossible. This has indeed been a
people’s war. It has been waged against abso-
lutism ‘and militarism, and these enemies of
liberty must from this time forth be shut out
from the possibility of working their cruel will
upon mankind.

(January 3, 1919)

... Our task at Paris is to organize the friend-

ship of the world, to see to it that all the moral
P T
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forces that make for tight and justice and lib-
erty are united and are given 2 vital otganiza-
tion to which the peoples of the world will
readily and gladly respond. In other words, our
task is no less colossal than this, to set up a new

international psychology, to have a new atmos-
o phere.

(January 25, 191 9)

... Weare . .. hete to see that every people in
the world shall choose its own masters and
govern its own destinies, not as we wish, but as

it wishes. We are here to see, in short, that the
vety foundations of this war are swept away.
Those foundations were the private choice of
small coteries of civil rulers and military staffs,
Those foundations were the aggression of great
powers upon the small. Those foundations
were the holding together of empires of un-

willing subjects by the duress of arms, Those

foundations were the power of small bodies of
men to work their will upon mankind and use

them as pawns in a game. And nothing less
than the emancipation of the world from these
things will accomplish peace.

Georges Clemenceau

o\ {(AFRENCH DEMANDS FOR SECURITY

¢ AND REVENGE

Wilson’s promised new world clashed with Fre
revenge. Almost all the fighting on the war’s western

nch demands for security and
front had taken place in

France; its industries and farmlands lay in ruins,
had perished. France had been invaded by Germany in 1870 as well as in 1914,
so the French believed that only by crippling Germany could they gain security.

Premier Clemenceau, who was called “the Tiger,” dismissed Wilson’s vision of
a new world as mere noble sentiment divorced

and many of its young men

W

tenaciously to gain security for France.
trust of Germany are revealed in his
(1930), written a decade after the Paris Peace Conference

For the catastrophe of 1914 the Germans are
O — responsible. Only a professional liar would
.t deny this. . . .
3\5\"\ What after all is this wart, prepared, undet-
*\ taken, and waged by the German people, who
flung aside every scruple of conscience to ler it
loose, hoping for a peace of enslavement under
the yoke of a militarism destructive of al hu-
man dignity? It is simply the continuance, the
recrudescence, of those never-ending acts of vi-
olence by which the first savage tribes carried
out their depredations with all the resources of
barbatism. The means improve with the ages.
The ends remain the same. . . .

Germany, in this matter, was unfortunate
enough to allow herself (in spite of her skill at

from reality, and he fought

Clemenceau’s profound hatred and mis-

book Grandeur and Misery of Victory

dissimulation) to be betrayed into an excess
of candour by her characteristic tendency to go
to extremes. Dentschland iber alles, Germany
above everything! That, and nothing less, is what
she asks, and when once her demand is satis-
fied she will let you enjoy a peace under the
yoke. Not only does she make no secret of
her aim, but the intolerable arrogance of the
German aristocracy, the servile good nature
of the intellectual and the scholar, the gross
vanity of the most competent leaders in in-
dustry, and the wide-spread influence of a
violent popular poetry conspire to shatter
throughout the world all the time-honoured
traditions . of individual, as well as interna-
tional, dignity. . . .




On November 11, 1918, the fighting
ceased.

It is not I who will dispute the German sol-
dier’s qualities of endurance. But he had been
promised a fresh and frolicsome war, and for four
years he had been pinned down between the
anvil and the hammer. . . . Oug _defeatr would
have resulted in a relapse of human civilization

into violence and bloodshed. . ..

“"Outrages against human civilization are in
the long tun defeated by their own excess, and
thus I discern in the peculiar mentality of the
German soldier, with his “Dextschland sber
alles,” the cause of the premature exhdustion
that brought him to beg for an armistice before
the French soldier, who was fighting for his in~
dependence. . ..

And what is this “Germanic civilization,”

this monstrous explosion of the will to power,
which threatens ‘openly to do away entirely
with the diversities established by many evolu-
tions, to set in their place the implacable
mastery of a race whose lordly part would be
to substitute itself, by force of arms, for all
national developments? We need only read
[General Friedrich vonl] Bernhardi’s famous
pamphlet Our Future, in which it is alleged
that Germany sums up within herself, as the
historian Treitschke asserts, the greatest mani-
festation of human supremacy, and finds her-
self condemned, by her very greatness, either
to absorb all nations in herself of to return to
nothingness. . . . Ought we not all to feel men-
aced in our very vitals by this mad doctrine of
universal Germanic supremacy over England,
France, America, and every other country? . . .

What document more suitable to reveal the
direction of “German culture” than the famous
manifesto of the ninety-three super-intellectu-
als of Germany,! issued to justify the bloodiest

and the least excusable of military aggressions

against the great centres of civilization? At the
moment . . . violated Belgium lay beneath the
heel of the malefactor (October 1914) . . . {and

1Shortly after the outbreak of war, ninety~three leading
German scholars and scientists addressed a letter to the
world, defending Germany'’s actions.
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German troops were} razing . . . great histori-
cal buildings to the ground [and] burning
down . . . libraries. It would need a whole book
to tell of the infamous treatment inflicted
upon noncombatants, to reckon up those who
were shot down, or put to death, or deported,
or condemned to forced labour. . . .

Well, this was the hour chosen by German
intellectuals to make themselves heard. Let all
the nations give ear! . . .

... Their learning made of them merely
Germans better than all others qualified to
formulate, on their own account, the extra-
vagances of Germanic arrogance. The only dif-
ference is that they speak louder than the
common people, those docile automatons. The

fact 1s that they really believe themselves to be
the representatives of a privileged “culture” that
sets them above the errors of the human race,
and confers on them the prerogative of a supe-
riof powet. . . .

The whole document is nothing but denjals
without the support of a single proof. “It is not
true that Germany wanted the War.” [Kaiser}
William II had for years been “mocked at by bis
adversaries of today on account of his unshakable
love of peace.” They neglect to tell us whence
they got this lie. They forget that from 1871
till 1914 we received from Germany a series of
war threats in the course of which Queen Vic-
toria and also the Czar had to intervene with
the Kaziser direct for the maintenance of peace.

I have already recalled how our German in-
tellectuals account for the violation of the Bel-
gian frontier:

Iz is not true that we criminally violated Bel-
gian neutrality. It can be proved thar France and
England had made up theiv minds to violate it
It can be proved that Belgium was willing. It
would have been suicide not to forestall them. . . .

... And when a great chemist such as Ost-
wald tells us, with his colleagues, that our
struggle “against the so-called German mili-
tarism” is really directed “against German cul-
ture,” we must remember that 1his same savant
published a history of chemistry IN WHICH THE
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NAME OF {eighteenth-century Erench chemist
Antoine} LAVOISIER WAS NOT MENTIONED,
The “intellectuals” take their place in public

the thesis which makes Germany the very
model of the “shosen People.” The same Professor
Ostwald had alteady written, “Germany has
veached a higher stage of civilization than the other
beoples, and the resuls of the Wigr vpsl] be an organi-

Zation of Erirope nnder Qiﬂ’{?ﬁﬁx{?"de’?}r?ﬂ £0-"" t0 allow the blood of

fessor Haeckel had demanded #ke c;nqzlesz‘ of
London, the division of Belginm between Germany
and Holland, the annexation of North-east France,
of Poland, the Balsic Provinces, the Congo, and a

great part of the English colonses. Professor Lasson
went further still:

We are morally and intellectually Superior to
all men. We are Peerless. So too are our organi-
zations and our institutions. Germany is the
most perfect creation known in history, and the
Imperial Chancellor, Herr von Bethmann-
Hollweg, is the most eminens of living men,

Ordinary - laymen who talked in this strain
would be taken off to some safe asylum. Com-
ing from duly hallmarked professors, such
Statements explain all German warfage by al-
leging that Germany’s destiny is universal
domination, and that for this very reason she is
bound either to disappear altogether or to exer-
cise violence on all nations with a view to their
own betterment, . . .

May I further recall, since we have to em-
phasize the point, that on September 17, 1914,
Erzberger, the well-known German statesman,

an eminent member of the Catholic Party,
wrote to the Minister of War, General von
Falkenhayn, “We must por worry about commisting

an offence against the vights of nations nor. about.ui-

Olating the laws of _mmymj@ﬁdz’ngs today

are of secondary importance”? A month later, on
October 21, 1914, he wrote in Der Tag, “If »

o

way was found of entirely wiping out the whole of

" London 3t wonld B move bumane 10 employ 77 than

A SINGLE GERMMﬂ,mk

DIER to be shed on the battlefield!” ce
T Geéheral von Bernhardi himself, the best
pupil, as I have already said, of the historian
Treitschke, whose ideas are law in Germany,
has just preached the docttine of “World power
or Downfall” at us. So there js nothing left for
other nations, as a way of salvation, but to be
conquered by Germany, . .

I have sometimes penetrated into the sacred
cave of the Germanic cult, which is, as every
one knows, the Biorhans {beer hall}. A great
aisle of massive humanity where there accumu-
late, amid the fumes of tobacco and beer, the
popular rumblings of a nationalism upheld by
the sonorous brasses blaring to the heavens the
supteme voice of Germany, “Deutschland Zber
alles!” Men, women, and children, all petrified
in reverence before the divine stoneware pot,
brows furrowed with irrepressible power, eyes
lost in a dream of infinity, mouths twisted by
the intensity of will-power, drink in long
draughts the celestia] hope of vague expecta-
tions. These only remain to be realized pres-
ently when the chief marked out by Destiny

shall have given the word. There you have the

ultimate framework of an old but childish race,

German Delegation to the

Paris Peace Conference
A PEACE OF MIGHT

A debate raged over the Versailles Treaty,

- Germany by the Paris Peace Conference.
‘Germany had won the war, it would h

the peace settlement imposed on

The treaty’s defenders argued that if
ave forced far more ruthless terms on
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France and other losing countries. These defenders pointed to the Treaty of
Brest-Litovsk, which Germany compelled the new and weak revolutionary
Russian government to sign in 1918, as an example of German peacemaking.
Through this treaty, Germany seized 34 percent of Russia’s population, 32 per-
cent of its farmland, 54 percent of its industrial enterprise, and 89 percent of its
coal mines.

The Germans denounced the Versailles Treaty, which they regarded both as
a violation of Wilson’s principles as enunciated in the Fourteen Points and
other statements and as an Anglo-French plot to keep Germany economically
and militarily weak. Leaders of the new German Weimar Republic, formed af-
ter a revolution had forced the emperor to abdicate, protested that in punishing
and humiliating the new republic for the sins of the monarchy and the military,
the peacemakers weakened the foundations of democracy in Germany, kept
alive old hatreds, and planted the seeds of future conflicts. Enraged nationalists
swore to erase this blot on German honor. '

In the excerpts that follow, the German delegation to the Paris. Peace Confer-

ence voiced its criticism of the Versailles Treaty.

The peace to be concluded with Germany was
to be a peace of right, not a peace of might.

In his address to the Mexican journalists on
the 9th of June, 1918, President Wilson
promised to maintain the principle that the in-
terests of the weakest and of the strongest
should be equally sacred. . . . And in his speech
before Congress on the 11th of February 1918,
the President described the aim of peace as fol-
lows: “What we are striving for is a new inter-
national order based upon broad and universal
principles of right and justice—no mere peace
of shreds and patches.” . .. ‘

To begin with the tetritorial questions:
~In the West, a purely German territory on
the Saar [river that runs through France and
Germany} with a population of at least 650,000
inhabitants is to be separated from the German
Empire for at least fifteen years metely for the
reason that claims are asserted to the coal
abounding there.

The other cessions in the West, German-
Austria and German-Bohemia will be men-
tioned in connection with the right of self-
determination.

In Schleswig, the line of demarcation for
voting has been traced through purely German
districts and goes farther than Denmark herself
wishes.

In the East, Upper Silesia is to be separated
from Germany and given to Poland, although
it has had no political connexion with Poland
for the last 750 years, Contrary to this, the
provinces of Posen and almost the whole of
West Prussia are to be separated from the Get-
man Empire in consideration of the former ex-
tent of the old Polish state, although millions
of Germans are living there. Again, the district
of Memel is separated from Germany quite re-
gardless of its historical past, in the obvious at-
tempt to separate Germany from Russia for
economic teasons. For the purpose of securing
to Poland free access to the sea, East Prussia is
to be completely cut off from the rest of the
Empire and thereby condemned to economic
and national decay. The purely German city of
Danzig is to become a Free State under the
suzerainty of Poland. Such terms are not
founded on any principle of justice. Quite arbi-
trarily, here the idea of an imprescribable his-
torical right, there the idea of ethnographical
possession, there the standpoint of economic
interest shall prevail, in every case the decision
being unfavourable to Germany.

The settlement of the colonial question is.
equally contradictory to a peace of justice. For
the essence of activity in colonial work does

not consist in capitalistic exploitation of a less
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developed human race, but in raising back-

peoples have again and again acknowfedged to

ward peoples to a higher civilization. This

gives the Powers which are advanced in culture

+a natural claim to take part in colonial work.
Germany, whose colonial accomplishments
cannot be denied, has also this natural

claim,
which is not recognized by a treaty of peace
that deprives Germany of all of her colonies.
Not only the settlement of the territorial
questions but each and every provision of the
treaty of peace is governed by the ill-renowned
phrase: “Might above Right!”-—Here are a few
illustrations: . . |, ’
Although President Wilson has ac-
knowledged that “no single fact caused the
war, but that in the last analysis the whole
European system is in a deeper sense respon-
sible for the war, with its combination of
alliances and understandings, a complicated
texture of intrigues and espionage that unfail-
ingly caught the whole family of nations in its
meshes,” . . . Germany is to acknowledge that
Germany and her allies are responsible for
all damages which the enemy Governments or
their subjects have incurred by her and her
allies’ aggression. . . . Apart from the consid-
eration that there is no incontestable legal
foundation for the obligation for reparation
imposed upon Germany, the amount of such
compensation is to be determined by a com-
mission nominated solely by Geimany’s ene-
mies, Germany taking no part in the findings
of the commission. The commission is plainly
to have power to administer Germany like the
estate of a bankrupt. . .. '

.. Germany must promise to pay an in-
demnity, the amount of which at present is not
even stated. . , .

These few instances show that that i not the
just peace we were promised, not the peace
“the very principle of which,” according to a
word of President Wilson, “is equality and the
common participation 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.” ., . . "

In this war, a new fundamental law has
arisen which the statesmen of all belligerent

be their aim: the right of self-determination.
To make it possible for all nations to put this
privilege into practice was intended to be one
achievement of the war. ... On February 11,
1918, President Wilson said in Congress:
“Peoples and provinces are not to be bartered
about from sovereignty to sovereignty as if
they were mere chattels and pawns in a
game.” . .,

Neither the treatment described above of the
inhabitants of the Saar region . . . of consulting
the population in the districts of Eupen, Mal-
médy, and Prussian Moresnet—which, more-
over, shall not take place before they have been
put under Belgian sovereignty—comply in the
least with such a solemn recognition of the
right of self-determination.

The same is also true with regard to Alsace-
Lorraine.! If Germany has pledged herself “to
right the wrong of 1871,” this does not mean
any renunciation of the right of self-determi-
nation of the inhabitants of Alsace-Lorraine. A
cession of the country without consulting the
population would be a new wrong, if for no
other reason, because it would be inconsistent
with a recognized principle of peace.

On the other hand, it is incompatible with
the idea of national self-determination for two
and one-half million Germans to be torn away
from their native land against their own will.
By the proposed demarcation of the boundary,
unmistakably Gérman territories are disposed
of 1n favor of their Polish neighbours, Thus,
from the Central Silestan districts of Guhrau
and Militsch certain portions are to be
wrenched-away, in which, besides 44,900 Ger-
mans, reside at the utmost 3,700 Poles. The
same may be said with reference to the towns
of Schneidemiihl and Bromberg of which the
latter has, at the utmost, eighteen per cent,
Polish inhabitants, whereas in the rural dis-
trict of Bromberg the Poles do not form even

!

1Alsace-Lorraine is a region of mixed French and German
speakers, which Germany had taken from Prance in the
Franco-Prussian Way (1870-1871); it was restored to
France by the Versailles Treaty.




forty pet cent of the population. . . . This dis-
respect of the right of self-determination is
shown most grossly in the fact that Danzig is
to be separated from the German Empire and
made a free state. Neither historical rights nor
the present ethnographical conditions of own-
ership of the Polish people can have any weight
as compared with the German past and the
German character of that city. Free access to
the sea, satisfying the economic wants of Po-
land, can be secured by guarantees founded on
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international law, by the creating of free ports.
Likewise the cession of the commercial town of
Memel, which is to be exacted from Germany,
is in no way consistent with the right of self-
determination. The same may be said with ref-
erence to the fact that millions of Germans in
German-Austria are to be denied the union
with Germany which they desire and that, fur-
ther, millions of Germans dwelling along our
frontiers are to be forced to remain part of the
newly created Czecho-Slovakian State.

REVIEW QUESTIONS

1. What principles did Woodrow Wilson want to serve as the basis of the peace

settlement? ,

. According to Wilson, what were the principal reasons for the outbreak of war in
19142 '
What accusations did Georges Clemenceau make against the German national
character? What contrasts did he draw between the Germans and the French?
How did Clemenceau respond to the manifesto of the German intellectuals?

. Why, more than a decade after the war, did Clemenceau believe that Germany
should still be feared? '

. According to the German delegation, how did the Treaty of Versailles violate the
principle of self-determination championed by Woodrow Wilson?
In addition to the loss of territory, what other features of the Treaty of Versailles
angered the Germans?

8 # The War and European
Consciousness

World War I caused many intellectuals to have grave doubts about the Enlight-
enment tradition and the future of Western civilization. More than ever the be-
lief in human goodness, reason, and the progress of humanity seemed an
illusion. Despite its many accomplishments, intellectuals contended that West-
ern civilization was flawed and might die. )

Paul Valéry
DISILLUSIONMENT

Shortly after. World War I, Paul Valéry (1871-1945), a prominent French
writer, expressed the mood of disillusionment that gripped many intellectuals.
The following reading was written in 1919; the second reading is from a 1922
speech. Both were published in Variety, a collection of some of Valéry’s works.




