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MEDIATION WITHOUT ARMISTICE

Can a meana be found by which a conference of 1lke neutral
powers ay bring the incral forees of the world to bear upon
the present wer situstion and offer to the belligerents same
opportunity, iuvolving neither eommittal to an arbilrary pro-
gramme nor humiligtion on the part of any one of then, o
eonsider the possibility of peace?

In answer to (Lis question there is offered here s plau
for MEDIaTION WiTHoUT ARMISTICE,

When great crizes have arizen before, mumkind has too
often gone throwgh them blindly and paid the enstlivst price
for ita lessoma.  Today if our seientifie spivit and intellectual
development ere worth gnvthing, we shonld be wble, under the
siresa of emevgenay, w break throuph the paralysic of tradi-
tlon and seek a ragional way out, before the inexcrable forees
of nature shall bave wrung from us the nttermost farthing,

- Let ns imagine for the sake of argument that all the na-
tione now fighting were to awake tomorrow morning in their
right minds, able to surver the wroek already cansed, to sum
up the enffaring, the human lnss, the eeonomic loss; able cach
to comprehend the motives that have driven the other into
battle: able (o realize the fotility of veapeance, the vowisdom
and wrong of trying to emsh or humiliate x race, the folly
of comtinmed competiiion, the advantages of eo-operation.
What under these civcumstances would be the natural thing
to do¥ A reasonable course of welion would e to ccase fight-
ing immedintely, hand the navies over.tu areutral wdmirals,
form a Peacc League to be protéatad.by- a-co-operativo arma-
ment, neutralize the keye of the seas, bury the past, renounee
the doctrine of reprisals, and settle all territorial disputes by
appeal to the principle of nationality.

When wo cxamine the effeet which such action wonld have
upon the countries eoncerned, we find that the gain to each
would be large, For example, Great Brituin, while perhaps
losing the most, would gain all that for which she svowedly
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is fighting: (1) reduetion of armaments, {(2) the preserva-
tion of the spirit of demoeraey and freedony, (33 the seon-
rity of small peoples. And what she wonld lose wenld he
merely- the concessions logically comsistent with those de
mands. [ermeny would gain (1) the opportunity to vin-
dicate her sinserity, (2} sccurity against oppression, (3) the
relict of knowing that her enemies have renouneed those pre-
ropratives whick have caused her uneasiness,

A great gein to Europa would be in the removel of the
ever-vexations Delkan problem through the climination of
the struggle on the part of the larper nutions for the Balanee
of TPower. Al peoples would gain, (1) immediate relief from
intense econnmia presqure and exernciating suffering, (2) fu-
ture freedom from militury taxation, (3) sccurity from fu-
ture wars, (43 relisl fron ihe prospect of further liss of
trade. All governments wonld gain a dignificd exit from &
diffienlt sitnation.  The world wonkd gain the safety of west
ern eivilization, which i3 now thirestoned.

When we turn to the present reality, we discern no evl-
dence of a disposition to appeal to ewmon scnee; for it s
one of the conventions of war thet coee 1ogd has been shed,
no further rational eonsideration of the guestions at Jssne
shall be atiempied. The nations shall don helmets of prej-
udice and fight blindly, until like Balin and Balan,* they
diseover too late the nature of the tragedy.

Ent let us cacape fogthe moment from this depressing real-
ity by another flight of the imagination. Let ne suppose thai
the neufral nations came to thelr senases; for is 7t not possible
that they too have heen paralyzed by a traditional mnode of
thinking? Suppose that they were able to attack the prob-
lem with ntter hefdaty, simplicity, and courage. What would:
be the naturel 2Hing for!the sheutral nalions to do?

Now, it 13 the general conviction here in America that so
far our govermment i withont suffieient oppertunity to bring
any definitc infinence to bear on the sitvation in Europe.
The President’s offer of mediation has nol thus far beon ae-

*In the Arthurian legand, brothers who, thelr ldenilty belpg con-
cealed hy thelr helmets, vowlttingly engmped in combat, and in-
fieted on cach other mpertal woands,
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enpted.  Moreover, the belliperents distrpst each other too
much for armistice. And rthey sce nolbing to be gained hy
mediation at this stage, for it seems tg theme that a speedy
gettlement would mean compromise, and eompromise would
mwean that hostilities would bkave to be resuymed in the near
future.  Olwiously, then, If the neutra! powers were to hring
their official influence to bear at presant they would have to
wedinie without armigtice ond withoul the speeific perinission
of the worring powers, and n duch « way as nol fo endanger
newlrelily, and would hove fo wmaké a proposifion that would
not involve the evils of compromise.

In wisw of the foregoing considerations, what, we ask again,
would be the nabural thing for the nentrdl nations to do—
those noeutral natioms to whem the task of thinking open-
mindedly for the world is, for the time being, intrusted?
The nalural thing for them te do would be to eome logether
in conferomee and cndeavor to frame the one roazonable prop-
ogition.  They would append to it wll coneciveble arguments
fur its adoplion, every possible appeal to the sclf-interest of
every warring nation.  They wonld then submit the propesi-
Liom to the goverminenls of all the warring nations simmultane
ously, together with the following question:

Will yon apree to mdept or consider the mocomapanying
propovitlon as o bagiz of peace if and when the governments
of the other warting powers will agres 1o de Hkewlse?

The propositinn tself wounld have to he worked out in de-
tail by experts. Tt would be based on the two-fold principle
alveady indicated: (1) that navies, arnpwents, and keys of
the sena be nentralized and plaesd in the hands of o Peace
League, (2] that territorial disputes be scttled Ly some
method based on recognition of nationality.

Tf any-government should reply in (he negative, reply in-
definitely, or refuse to reply at all, the nentral powers would
place Liefore it the following requesis:

(1) Ii at ony time aa the war progresses, you are willing
ta adopt ar songider our proposition as a basie of peace pro-
vidled the other warring powers will do Likewise, we beg that
you will notify the conference of the nentral powers.

{2) In the meantime the conference of the nentral powetrs,
WHICH WILL 8IT WHILE THE WAR CONTINUEH, will
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be grateful to Teceive any information which you may care
to give za to your nilfimate wigheg—that i, as to the maxi
mum which you desire to chtain—in order that the confer
ence may be aided in ar effort to discaver at the earlieat
possible moment & plan of settlement such as may appeal to
&ll az worthy of consideration.

The immedinte advantages of such g eourze of aetion from
the point of view of the nentral nations would be (1) that it
avidds the neeessily of securing an armistice or the permis-
siom of the warring powers to mediate; (2} that it avoids
the necessity of passing judgmenti on the past; (3) that it
endangers no one’s neutrality; {4) that it gives an opportun-
ity to aseertnin the attitude of the belligerents by an appeal
to the future; {5, that 1t puts forward a radical plan freg
from the evils reaulting from compromise—a plan which, if
it conld shorten the prescot war, swould tend alan to prevent
similar wars {n the future.

New what practically could such a course of setion on the
part of the nentral powers be expected lo necomplich !

Firet, what is the minimum ggin thet conld be expected
with rcosonable eonfidence? The minimum gain wonld be
the lifting of the programme of pacifism into tha realm of
serious politieal eomsideration. As a proposition mede seri-
ously from povernmenta to governments, it wounld gain a henr-
ing, it would have a peychological effeet, sueh as no private
propaganda eould ever give it. It would foeus the thought
of the world at Jeast momentarily on international righteous-
ness. It wonld give & eonerete expression to the inartienlate
passion of all idealists both in the peaesful and the troubled
lunds.  And if ever in the world’s history there was dire need
of such A common egpression, it is mow,

By voicing Ameriean political faith, nationel end inter-
national, without implying a hostile Jndgment upon the coursa
of mection of other countries, the movement would tend, fur-
therinore, to give a new solidarity to American sontiment.
It would relieve Jarga numbers of Americans of European
birth or ancesiry from en intolerable semse of estrangemcnt
frow many of their fellow Amerieans. It would enable themn
fo join hands in one great task and to weld into one enthusiasm
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their affection for their futherland, rheir leyalty and deve-
tion to America, thoir friendship for the whole world.

And should the neutral nations of tha world accept the in-
vitation of the United States of Awmearviea to send representa-
tives to 3 confermes, such & deliberative body, sitting a= long
s the emergsney conlivues, would present a speetacle of pro-
found significunce—one that would go far wn restora the
sbaken faith of humanity and enable it to set ita face with
new hope toward the goal of ultimate World Federation.

As to the gqmestion what ia the moef that the plan might
acoomplish, we should hesitate to baso serious argument npen
the answer. Yet it may he worth while to eonsider for a
moment some of the forees which might eomceivably be
bronght into action.  Firat, what might the proposition pain
from the motives of self-interest (1) in peoples, {2) in gov-
ernmenty § '

Binee tho initial standing proposal i3 not w matter of secret
diplomsey, but iz made openly befere the face of all people,
it will eorne to the knowladge of the people of Great Britain
and her colonies through the British and American press.
Ameriean periodicals pase freely into Cangds. American
vicws of the war ara discussed freely in England. The Brit-
ish esnsorship is striet with regard to the immediate facts of
the campaipn ; but though theve may have been some attempts
on the part of the government to cheek free discuseion in the
press, it would be exay to bring evidence to prove that there
is no eonsiderable censorship in England of ideas and opin-
ions. Mr. Bernard Shaw's eritieism of the government, for
matanee, was published az 8 special supplement of the Newr
Blufesman® god given lenpthy editoria] comment.

The editorial, while dissenting fromw some of Mz Shaw'e
viows of tha war, agrees heartily with others and comamends
the candar of his eritieism. The same editorial goes on to
indieate the poliey which shonld be adopted at the end of the
war: “What we have to do is to get rid of the Balanee of
Power apd substitute for it a League of Peace with as much
power as posaible on one side.  If iz not a guestion of dis-

*The New Riatesman [London) November 14, 1314,

(7)



armamnent. The Teapue of Peace, like the peoliceman, nnst
be better prepared than anyone clse to use foree if necessary.
The idea is not visionary uvoless demoerecy iz only & vision,
The vast majerity of the poople of tha three great Wostern
powers—England, France, and Germany—as well as of Bel-
ginm, Holland, and Scandinavia, are quite ready to give their
support to sneh a League. At the moment the prople of Cer-
many are suffering from delusions (not unlike sowe of our
own delnsions) which might make them disinelined to eonsider
the propoaition, Dot their intereste and inelinationa am es-
semtially identical with owres, and when their rulers have
learned that olber people besides themaclves can plary the war
pane, snd thet accordingly it fs not worlh Lhe candle, they
will not long stand vut against a plan which will relieve them
permanently of what Las long been an intolersble burden of
frar and snspicion.”

We Lave thus an opportunity fo appesl to a body of opin-
i alregdy etrongly dispused to look with favor upon a pro-
poeal for a scttlement that will make for perinwnent peace.
Now the temptation to sound thinking which such a proposal
presents will inercner stoadily in forer with the ineresse of
seonciie pressure.  Moreovor, the plan will enlist on its side
the argument of fesr itself, the strongest foree which ig at
present luaking for war. The great ampument with which
Crreat Tritain has apperled 1o her people and ecolonies is the
danger that defent wonld wesn st the lewst increased arme-
wments in e furore, conseription and its attendant politieal
atel ceonnanie evils, nilitary eoslavement, the wealening of
the demueratic prineiple. “We nwst fight to a finish,” the
arrument rong, “that for the sake of freedom, nationality,
demooruny, we way orush militarism onee for all’”  This ia
the appeal that has marched ont {he free armics of the Brit-
1sh Empire.  But te sueh & motive our propesition makes an
appeal yel wironger, for it promises security mot only from
the forther ageression of a vieror bt from the rovenge of o
vanquished foe. It promises freedom, nationality, demoe-
rucy in no unesrtain feris.

Tt will be objected that al presemt, neveriheless, natinnal
hatred is too bitter to permii the sane eonsideration of peage
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proporale. We eannot toe much emphasize the point, how-
ever, that national hatred is born of and nourished by feat.
So far as the twentieth century 1= comeerncd, pure hatred is
tes non-material and at the same time negative 8 motive to
keep masses of people fighting in the face of severe ecouomiv
presaure.  [f fear be climinated, hatred will die o speedy
and natural desth.  Moveover it would be easy to hring evi-
donee gathered from pertiean periedicals to show the eows-
punction which each side feels in destroying the other, the
kind treatmeunt secorded to prisoncrs, the friendly relations
hetween the soldiers in the trenches.  All would he 1hankfn!
to return if they eould to “normal hienane lving,”  Again,
the contemplation of a proposul based on the prineiples of
mniversel welfare will of itacll tend to diminish national
Latred aned to basten the time when settlenent will be pos-
gible.  And this goal may be nearer than wo think, Tt iz fear,
we repeat, Tather than hatred which keeps the nationa fighting,
foar which is strong cnough for a time to evoereoine the great
sounter fores of ecomvmic presure. Dot economic pressune
is & forcee inexorable and final, which muost sometime and in
somo way bring a cessation of hostilitics. It is the one for-
midable ally of those who would fight the battle of poaee.
The very emulation of the belligrrenta shonld spur them
tn adopt the ereditalde course.  They have all turned to
Ameriea, voviferons in self-justification. Iach nation saya
that it is not to blame; that it did not seek the war; chal it
was foreed to fight in self-tlefence Dimnediate or anticipatory ;
that it las to contend with these with whom it would fain
huve been friendly; that it has oo motive of erncliy, only that
motive of tenderness to ite own which for the time being has
rendered necsssary m ostern closing of the heart to pity for
others ; that the meank it has need are jusiified by 8 vital ewl
and a desperate necessity; that the motive s ultimately the
preservation of an ideal and the welfare of the human family.
If ibese protestations are sincerc—and it is by no means clear
that we have wdequate reason for donbting them—it is nol
sirange that we bave felt nnable to commit onrsclves to any
final judgment of the moral attitude of any party o the con-
flict. Yo caunot estinate past motives; we caunot distin.
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guish perfeetly hetween the getions of peoples and the actions
of governitients, between the pesponsibility of one nation and
that of snother, And there is a sense in which all are to
blame. We are sll human together, stumbling out of dark-
ness into a twilipht of imperfect knowledpe. Nevertheless
it is trme thet by so persistently courting our approval,
whether sincercly or with = sordid metive, tho belligerents
have laid themsclves open to sny ethical challengs we choose
to propose to them; and there ia » test of sincerily to which
they may even now be brought and to which they have given
ue the right to bring thern—eone that lies not in & serutiny of
the past but in an appeal to the foture.

The sivength of the proposal lics, as we have scen, in the
fact that it happens fo offer a yood bargain.  While the con-
eeesions it demands of each government are large, the advan-
tages it presents, cven from the point of view of what Mr, 4,
Lower Dickinson eally the “gorarnmental mind,” are by no
means small. For example, any plan which would deprive
Great Tiritain of her supremacy of the seas would be a temp-
tation to both CGermany and Bussia. And to any country, even
an ideal pian would be better than national bumiliafion.
Moreover, were it possible to gef the fact thet the proposal
had besn made, past the semaorship of the governments to tho
knowledge of the people (and it might be possible if we
would apple our ingenuity te the problem), there is no ques
tion that its appeal to the people of all eountries would be
vory strong, especially after ceomomie pressure had hecome
extreme.  Ap the least, the governments of all ecountries would
{ind it dillienlt, once the argument of self-defense was wrested
from them, to keep the-people enthusiastic for the continua-
tion of the war.

Tint sinee the best hope of 2 prace movemcnt lies in the
will of the people, what 1s gained by appealing from govern-
menut 1o government instead of thromgh the propaganda of
peree organizations to the peopls themselves? Firet, as we
huve seen, povernment action is the most effective action be-
cause the most national, the most immedists, and the most
ronspiencus.  Seeondly, by sueh government action an we
propoge, we give the people of another country the invaluabls
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gid of a4 ready-nade propesition.  We have relioved them of
the diffienities, sspecially great in time of war, of initistion,
formnletion, erganization, of getting a hearing with their own
government. ‘The campaien of those individnals and groups
who desire to ally themselves with onur movement is already
orgunized. Al they have to de is to importano their govern-
ment to say yes.  And thirdly, we have put into their hands
this arguroent, that the plan hes already been brought from
the realm of the ideal into the realm of practical pelities,
that there ig wlrcady in the world one povernment at least—
namely, the American government—that regards it saricusly
as u political expedient.

Through the plan of independent and eontinnons mediation
without armisticc—that ls, throngh meking a simultancous
standing proposal to all—there is ithim a chanee, slight indend
and dependent upon the turn of cirenmstances, of materialiy
affecting the durativn and the outeome of the war.  He it ob-
served that suech a deviee wonld bring 2 steady phyehological
pressure to bear on the governments; it would keep them un-
der perpetual temptation tn the vight conrse. At present cach
gide iz resolved to fight practically to extermination rather
than yield. Our propoeal would hold before each, one hope
of dignified escape from indefinitely continuing = self-de
siructive struggle.  Such are the possibilities of practieal ap-
peel on the gronnd of the sordid motives—fear, pride, desire
for relief from suffering.

But there are other motives than sordid onos to he ponsid-
gred.  Hlumanity is not a shallow thing. When we think of
the motives of mankind in the mass, wo get into the habit of
thinking of those motives which we can estimate and hitn to
practiral aecoent s and thess are 1le lower motives: the higher
motives aya inealenlable.  Tdealizm is from the point of view
of practical politics an uneertsin and therefore a neghygible
auantity ; but it exists, That it is not a practiesl force is
due te the fact that we have not yet learned to liberate and
wse it And today it js singularly active, singularly aeces-
sible. Though in Amieriea moral conditioma sre approxi-
mately normal, in Eurcpe they are veey far from normal—
not aboormally low, but almeost superhumanly high. Tha
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very unity and cohesion of a racc has carricd the individual
heyond his normal range. FEach people is as a single family;
there is neithor high nor low, rich nor poor, but a brotherhaod
of men. No men epunts bis life desr vntoe himself, All ara
fighting with unquestioning devotion for homes and father-
land, for language, institntions, traditionsz, for all that they
hold most sacred and most dezr. Whatever we inay believe
about the folly or the deliberate wrong-doing of governments,
tho fact romains that eael prople is in a state of spiritnal ex-
altaticn.  Individuals are ererywhers thinking, feeling, anf-
fering, faring the ultimate immes of life snd death. Their
scnaes are sharpened, their spirits semsitized to the signifi-
vanee of what had beesroo commenplace, to femiliar land-
scaped, to the mssociations of home, 1o the ideals of the race, to
its heroisin and its poeiry, to the symbols of its religion.  This
thing is like & tirdlal wave of the sea ; it haa deawn deep.  And
in the hour of their aspiration and their agony, they have
turned &n us, basesching onr understanding wnd approval.
Older nations than onr own, snphistieated peoples, Lhave eried
out to s with the helplesmess and simplieity of childran, aa
if we represented to themn that World Spirit of resson and
wislom which alone ean reseno them from irreparable tragedy.

Wa anay believe with truth that their desive for ome gownl
will has been svmewhst a matter of material self seeking;
but ouly the most shellow cynieisiu cun fail to diseero that it
iz al=o much more.  We have only to turn to their own peri-
odicals to know that cach nation, iu the confused eomplexity
of its motives, has been swept by a gonnine passion of self-
justification—a paszion that indicatcs in cach a sense of loy-
alty to a standard of nations? conduct. 1t 13 our unique oppor-
tunily lo propose to oach the suprere ethiesl challange which,
whethar or not any cun rien to the point of aceepting it, must
for ourselves and for them endure through the eoming cen-
turics as tha first tangible expression of the international
ideal. i

Now between tha maximum for which we hope and the
minimum whish we may expeet to obtain, theve is one pos-
gible gain that should not be overlocked,  Fven though ideal
proposals be rejected, a eourt of perpeotnal imediation wouli
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supply & nmeane of defining the issue «nd hastening the dis-
eovery of such & basis of settlement as would normally be
reached at the end of the war, The devier of such a courl
might wall be sdopted at the beginning of any war, for any
problem that Justifies bloodshed Iz worthy of the eollestive,
aystematic thinking of the race.  And it 13 possible for gach
party to & conflict to be somewhat mistaken as to what the
other supposes the main jssues to be.  Awny confwsion of is
aves rust result in a tragie waste of effort. Hapeclally is
there danger of such waste in the present war, In the vast-
ness of the issues involved, in the oeture of the deadlock, in
the interest which the meutral powers have in finding a solu-
tion, the world problom is nmprecedented and may well de-
mand a pioneer methed of treatment. Noble races are en-
gaged in a desth struggle, kindeed peoplas who have no roal
quarrcl, who would rather be friends, bt who eannot coma
to an understanding becavse they have no troe opportunity to
communicate.  Bo far s the pooples are concerned, the war
beean on a few days’ notiee. There was no time to talk
then ; there is no chance to talk now. There will be no op-
portunity te be rationa! wntil all the nations are practically
exhausted nnless a machinery can be devised to do the think-
ing and inlerpreting on newtral ground.  fence o court of
perpetual medintion, proceeding by a method of simulioneous
slanding proposals, might prove lo hare a prociical value in-
dependent of the willingness of {he powers lo accepl an ideal
plen.  Nevertheless it must Dot be forgetten that whatever
motifications may be inteodoesd for disenssion later by the
belligarents themselves, the initial standing proposal of ihe
nentral powers should Le based on the universal priociples
alraady indieated, for, as we have seen, (1) such a proposal
is an expression of the ideal apd as such iz woerth helding be-
fore the imagioation of the world: {2} it i3 & neuiral pro-
posal beeense it is based on abetract principles; (3) it ap-
proaches a sound bargain bersuse it is based on prineiples
which govern the welfarve of all, and as & sound bargain it may
ullimately produce a practical effcet on the attitude of the
FOVOrnments,

But let us repeat that it i3 on the ground of the wminiom
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rasnlt that may be expeeted from prompt action that we de-
sire chiefly to base our argument. We wish to cmphasize the
point that the awful foree of human augwish will be to & ser-
tain extent dizsipated and wasted unless it can in some way
be comcentrated to drive the idea of world peace into the
minds of the prople. It iz the task of the nowiral powers to
put the phychological screws in place and lst nature tum
them by the relentless pinch of physical fact. [If the govern-
meni of Great Britain, for exampla, sould be indueed to com-
mit itself, thongh of course conditionally, to the sound pro-
gramme, that were a hitherto anparelleled triumph for the
canse of paeifism, But even if no snch result could be ef-
feeted, even if the only tesult were the erystallizing of an
avowedly nationgl sentiment in Ameriea and of popular opin-
ivn in the British Empira, the cffcet wonld he worth while.
And that the American povernment, though alons, should have
taken an historic stund for the radical right wonld be a suf-
ficient ground of thankfulness to American hearts.

Such has been our seeond flight into the realm of the imagi-
nation; and we retnrn to egrth to find the neuniral nations,
though not apathetic, though eager to mediate when the bel-
ligerents shall be willing to pause, yot in the meantima offi-
ciaily silent. We find public opinion, thongh ronsed, mmer-
ganized and ineffective. 'We find the people, though full of
conpasgion, paralyzed by a sense of the futility of trying to
stern the tide of disaster (hat threatens to overwhelm the
Western world.

But there is a third question to be asked: For the individ-
ual believer in the canse of peace, what under actually exist-
ing circumstanees is the natural thing to do? In presenting
thia question we remain o the realtn of sober fect.  We need
not say suppase there are, we may eay confidently fiere are
more then the prophet’s seven thousand in Ameriea who be-
lieve ardently in the cause of peace and are wiliing to pnt
forth their nimost effort in its support. To them we make
onr appeal.  If the eourse of action whish we have cutlined
is indeed the reasonable omc for the nentral nations and es-
pecielly America to follow, if it containg any promise of help,
direet or indiract, immediate or future, to the canse of penea,
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then the natural thing for the individual to do is to advocate
thet eourse in season and out of seasen, by personal propa-
gands, throngh the preas, through publie meetings, by resolu-
tions of soeieties, through open lettare to persons of guthority.
When he has striven by evary means at his command to gain
for the metter the serious eonsideration of the Amarican peo-
ple and the American governmuent, then and not till then he
has deliverad his soul.

{}ur task is 1 definite one. It is the task of persueding the
© Americen govermment to Immediate action, We chall on
gvery hend enenunter the opinion that when the belligerents
aro ready for mediation, they can make the move for it with-
out further interference from ua; that we shall gain by wakl-
ing until they wre in 8 mood to listen to w2 Let s in con-
clugion sum up the prineipal arpuments against this view;
{1} Though oppored to armistice and not consciously ready
for mediation, the Lelliperents may in reality be more open
than either we or they themselves are aware to 2 cunningly
dewised temptation to the conrse of commonsense.  (2) They
dread speedy seitlement-bacanse they dread eompromize; but
8 proposal for the formation of a Peaee League and the ad-
jusiment of disputes by appeal io the IITiIII;!.‘ip1E of natimmality
doea ot tnvolve the sreat evil of compromise—naamelr, the
danger of a specdy resunption of hostilities.  (3) The war-
ring nations themselves are unwilling to initiate a movement
for peace; no government eould do so withont laying itaclf
open to misunderstanding on the part of its encmies, its own
people, and the world at large. And in the meantime the
peoples are powerless to communicate. For the sake of the
dignity of all, for the sake of a dispamsionate examination
and » universs| interpratation, tha neutral nations mnst work
out A plan and propose it.  (4) 1f snch a standing proposal
in likely to exert a phychological pressure that will tend to
haaten the titne of settlemnent, then it is & grave wrong to de-
lay putting it before the belligevents. Though it may not be
immediately accepted, yet the soomer it ie made the sooner it
will take effect. Tlare we delzy o act when prompiness of
action may in the long run save even a week of bloedshed and
suffering? (5} A radical proposal mede simullaneonsly to

(15)



Pam S ~ 937

the warring powers would tend tv promoete not anly speedy
settlernent bBut sound scttlement, Tt wonld at the least begin
the tack which must be begun some time of bringing the force
of sane publie cpininn to bear upon the conssrvation of gov-
arnments; and bow while public opinion is reinforced by eco-
nomie pressure within the natien and by danger from with-
ont, it may be eusicr to make that foreo felt than it will be
later when cne side or the other may be rictorions. And,
lastly, the only alternative to prompt action is passive sequi-
eseence in the indelinite comtinumtion of the war—a war that
iz daily weakening the vitality of Knrope, aweeping away the
alow gain of centurics, “morigaging the future of civilize-
ticn,” and bringing inestimable loss upon our children and
pur children's ehildren,

Shall we wait until these blind and futile forces bave spent
themsclves ¥ The time to make a resolute offort to ssve our
world is now, before the destruction hes gone eny further.

. LR
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