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SHOTWELL

The name of Woodrow Wilson will always be identified
with the states born or reborn in Europe after the World
War. The postwar treaties which ratified the birth of those
states have been severely criticized. I am not going to defend them in detail. They had their faults, particularly on
the economic and financial side. But on the credit side of the
ledger must be set one simple and solid fact: In 1914 Europe
contained about 42,000,000 people living under alien rule.
In 1920 the number had been cut to less than half-and most
of these were so inextricably mixed up with other nationalities that the best goodwill in the world could not do justice
to them without doing injustice to somebody else.
In the twenties, it became the fashion-a fashion at least
partly made in Germany-to regard the theory of self-determination as political retrogression. The argument was
that nationality had become an outworn and somehow unworthy concept. More recently, it has been argued that because Europe has finally succumbed to her terrific troubles,
and is now again at war, those troubles were due, not to the
war of 1914-1918, but to the peace of 1919. If only the
Poles and Czechs and Slovaks and Rumanians and Jugoslavs
had not been given independence, everything, it is argued,
would have been much better.
The people who adopt this line of argument seem to me to
forget two very important facts.
The first is that the peoples I have named were not "given"
independence by the Peace Conference. The Conference approved the new states which had just come into existence,
but it did not create them. The Conference met formally
for the first time on January 18, 1919. Poland, Czecho[ 3]

Slovakia and Jugoslavia had already come into existence, had
been recognized, and the principal duty of the Conference
in this connection was to settle the details of some contested
frontiers.
As early as January 1917 President Wilson spoke of the
necessity of establishing a "united, independent and autonomous Poland." About the same time, Polish armies were
organized in Russia and France under the Polish National
Committee, and by autumn the Allied Governments had
recognized the Committee as the official representative of
the Polish peoples. On January 8, 1918, President Wilson
made his Fourteen Points speech. Point Number 13 stipulated that an independent Polish state must be created and
that it must be "assured a free and secure access to the sea."
At this time Wiison's statement about the Czecho-Slovaks,
Jugoslavs and Rumanians was less categorical. Point 10
simply stipulated that the subject peoples of the Hapsburgs
must be accorded "the freest opportunity of autonomous
development." But the Central Powers did not accept peace
on those terms, and as time went on they were modified both
by President Wilson's statements and by events.
By the summer of 1918 the Austro-Hungarian Empire was
in full deliquescence. On October 15 F ranee recognized
the Czecho-Slovak National Council as a "Provisional Government." From Washington, on October 18, Dr. Masaryk
proclaimed Czecho-Slovak independence. The next day Secretary Lansing told the Austro-Hungarian Government explicitly that the United States had recognized the CzechoSlovak National Council as a de facto belligerent Government, and that President Wilson therefore no longer could
accept the mere "autonomy" of the Czecho-Slovaks and
Jugoslavs. Those peoples, he said, would be their own judge
as to what would satisfy their aspirations and destinies as
members of the family of nations.
The second point forgotten by critics of the 1919 settlement is that the Treaty of Versailles did not cause the World
War. They argue that Austria-Hungary was a natural unity
and ought not to have been divided up. Actually it was so
unnatural a relic of media:val times that it could not survive
the military defeat of its armies and the revolutionary action

of its discontented subjects of half a dozen nationalities. In
1918 the Allied leaders would have had to send their armies
to suppress the Poles, the Czechs and the Jugoslavs if they
had wanted to keep those peoples under Hapsburg or any
other alien rule. Of course they wanted no such thing. For
they remembered, what admirers of the Hapsburg Empire
later forgot, that the existence of that Empire had been one
of the direct causes of the World War.
It is not for Americans, who are not fighting the present
war, to moralize about the future peace terms. But personally, I think less than nothing of the argument that in order
to safeguard peace after this war it will be necessary to recreate
the geographical and political situation which brought on the
last war. Economic arrangements to facilitate the prosperous
and peaceful existence of independent states-yes. But extermination of individual states because they are apt to cause
trouble by becoming the victims of great voracious neighbors
-no. I do not see how there will be lasting peace in Europe
unless and until Poland and Czecho-Slovakia are restored to
political independence, until common-sense trade relations
replace the tariffs, embargoes, quotas and totalitarian barter
arrangements of the last years, and until all peoples, large
and small, are made safe from aggression, as Woodrow Wilson hoped and planned.
Our Government and the British and French Governments
have not recognized the German seizure of Polish and Czech
territories. They have never ceased to recognize the continued right of the Poles and Czechs to freedom and selfgoverriment. Today Polish and Czech armies are again being
formed in France. Represented by men like General Sikorski
and Dr. Benes, the cause of the Polish and Czech peoples is
the same democratic cause, and springs out of the same devotion to freedom, that was presented by Masaryk and Paderewski to Woodrow Wilson twenty years ago, and that he
made his own. This is why we have asked the envoys of
Poland and Czecho-Slovakia to come here today from Washington to help us observe Woodrow Wilson's Birthday.
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WILSON AND POLAND
By Count Jerzy Potocki,
Polish Ambassador to the United States

It is fitting and proper that the Government of the Republic of Poland should join in the tribute to the revered
memory of the great Woodrow Wilson. The voice of the
people who inhabit my country is temporarily silenced. The
monument erected to Wilson by our leading citizen, Ignace
Jan Paderewski, is no more. Still in the hearts of the Polish
people the world over this day is a solemn one, and more
than ever we turn on this occasion towards the outstanding
humanitarian and statesman of a bygone crucial period and
look for inspiration from his thought and deeds.
At the outset of the last World War President Wilson
realized the necessity of a new political and social order based
on broad humanitarian fundamentals. He also expected that
mankind would be more apt to adopt such a new order in
view of the sufferings inflicted upon it. The world was
faced with violations of the rights of small nations by mighty
neighbors. Belgium was overrun by Germany and Serbia by
the Austro-Hungarian monarchy.
President Wilson fully realized that a new order of things
would also have to include justice for the nations that were
enslaved before 1914. Russia was one of the oppressors; and
very distinct Slavic racial groups were dominated by AustriaHungary. True statesman that he was, Woodrow Wilson
availed himself of the complete disruption of the European
balance of power to coin the formula, "the right of self-determination of nations."
It may be argued at this time that the work of Woodrow
Wilson has been wiped out by current events. Yet, if we
examine the basic principles on which he hoped to see a new
order of things established in the world, we find that now
mankind is again looking for idealistic, unselfish and-allow
me to say-visionary leadership. Such leadership has been
[ 6 ]
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severely criticized in the postwar period as being impractical,
unsound and contrary to established traditions. It has been
opposed by honest critics and also by those who had purely
egoistical and materialistic motives and designs. Poland will
gratefully remember Woodrow Wilson's stand on her behalf
on many occasions, and specifically when, after collecting and
studying all the data, he stressed the absolute necessity of an
independent Polish State with a free access to the sea. Poland
has faithfully followed his precepts and intends to do so in the
future.
The events of the last few months, however, have conclusively proved that a single country striving towards high
ideals cannot withstand materialistic and greedy neighbors
who conclude secret or open pacts against it-falsely called
pacts of mutual assistance and more rightly pacts of mutual
distrust. We have seen the materialistically inspired governments gain an upper hand in the unsavory international game
which Woodrow Wilson wanted to relegate to the archives of
an unholy past. The forces of evil had to have a victim. My
country was the victim of the same materialistic and highly
developed forces which had already made such serious inroads
in Central and Eastern Europe. The march of evil has not
stopped, as we know. But we also notice that the resistance
of those taken by surprise has stiffened, that the dictatorship
of force is wavering and that there will be no triumphal
march across Europe.
We as Poles rejoice that such a resistance has occurred, and
that it wins the unanimous applause of the civilized world.
We have one paramount reason for the firm hope that a new
world is emerging-the return of humanity towards the
lofty ideals of Woodrow Wilson. The last few weeks have
brought into closer cooperation those nations which believe
in a better future, and a firm voice has been heard the world
over condemning unprovoked aggression. This note of firmness came as a tribute to Woodrow Wilson who, if he were
alive, would have condemned the present international lawlessness as strongly as he condemned the lawlessness of his
time.
And while the voice of the inhabitants of Poland is silenced
and the monument to Woodrow Wilson has been destroyed, a
[ 7]

new and independent Poland is emerging from the war. This
new and democratic republic, with a freely elected parliament, will join hands with all those nations which firmly believe that their individual national independence and political
integrity cannot be preserved unless the world as a whole
returns to the basic principles outlined by the great American
humanitarian and statesman whom we today unanimously
honor.

WILSON AND CZECHO-SLOVAKIA
By Colonel Vladimir Hurban,
Czecho-Slovak Minister to the United States

I
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In these days when the whole world is full of anguishwhen even the nations formally at peace are perturbedthe work and personality of Woodrow Wilson come insistently to mind. Once again our civilization is experiencing a
tremendous upheaval. Nor is it possible to foresee the limits
of the struggle. For the assumption that this is merely a war
by England and France against Germany is absolutely wrong.
It is once again a war against those who uphold an ideology
which is hostile to all the aspirations and noble endeavors of
mankind.
The First World War was launched by the reactionary imperialistic monarchies to prevent their own natural decline. It
was won by the Allies. The principal slogans with which they
won were, "The war to end wars" and "Make the world safe
for democracy." Both slogans are bound up with the personality and ideology of Woodrow Wilson.
I am proud to confess that I never have shared the contempt often shown for those noble slogans. It is true that the
war was won, the peace was lost. It is true that we have been
witnesses to a series of wars, and that today the whole of
Europe, if not actually at war, is governed by martial laws. It
is true democracy was not safeguarded. On the contrary, it
finds itself engaged in a deadly struggle with totalitarianism.
But it is not the fault of the slogans that they were not permanently established. · The fault lies with the peoples themselves, who did not grasp the significance of the honest realization of the principles involved. The democratic system inside
a state, and still more in the relations between states, can be
made to work only if its principles have become understood
by thorough education. It is much easier for a man to obey
orders blindly than to understand that they are right and
therefore ought to be obeyed.
Some of the big nations today have accepted the principle
[9]

that war is a natural phenomenon, that it is necessary to
humanity. This philosophy constitutes a permanent danger
to world peace. Most of Germany's sufferings after the defeat
of 1918 were not caused by the alleged injustices of the Versailles Treaty. The German people and many outsiders were
induced to believe that Germany had not been defeated militarily, but was wronged in the peace negotiations after voluntarily having accepted President Wilson's proposals. This
thesis was the basis of Adolf Hitler's propaganda and political
success. Anyone who is not biased or misled kno·ws it is
wrong. In accepting this false conception of their defeat, and
of the defeat of the ideas which had led them into the war,
the German people became the source of many of the miseries
which their rearmament-and as Hitler claims, the restoration of "German might and honor"-are now bringing bothto themselves and to the rest of the world.
In his honest task to improve the fate of mankind, President Woodrow Wilson-like many others, and notably our
own President Masaryk-believed that the problems of the
world cannot be solved exclusively on a political or economic
basis. Only moral laws can form a lasting foundation for a
better life. This will sound to many people like a platitude.
Nevertheless it is true. A man's feeling that it is wrong to
harm a fellow citizen is a much stronger obstacle to injustice
than a law which forbids the injustice.
Woodrow Wilson was a foremost champion of moral conceptions in international relations. That he was unable to
persuade the world to enforce them was not his fault. It was
the world's fault. In any community peace is assured by
two methods-in the first place, by educating the majority
of members of the community to the sincere acceptance of
the laws; and in the second place, by enforcing those laws
against would-be transgressors.
After the World War neither of these two ways was accepted sincerely enough to prevent another collapse of decency in international relations. The pronunciamentos and
the acts of the statesmen of the totalitarian states are an ample
proof of my statement.
One of the principal arguments of the aggressor states in
trying to justify their imperialistic acts is that the states which

oppose them today were themselves aggressive before. One
wrong does not justify another wrong. Besides we must believe that mankind is capable of improvement. Imperialistic
Britain of a hundred years ago, for example, has now developed into a peace-loving Commonwealth of Nations.
Ladies and Gentlemen, there is only one way today to solve
satisfactorily the world problems of our time. The thesis
which brought the present miseries on the world, I mean that
"Might is right," must be eliminated. Let us hope that this
can be accomplished in part by a process of education in
which the natural longing of man toward God and His absolute justice plays a prominent part. But when the attacks
of brutal force cannot be warded off by education and persuasion, then they have to be opposed and crushed by force.
It is not hypocritical to say that this is for the eventual benefit
of all, even of those who have wrongly resorted to force.
Woodrow Wilson's conception of assuring world peace was
laid down in the Covenant of the League of Nations. The
League was not defeated because the idea was wrong. The
League itself did not fail. On the contrary, today it is evident
that it was the failure to follow the League's principles which
caused the present upheaval.
The hope and salvation of our civilization lie in the firm
determination of the majority of mankind that even if the
noble goal of general understanding has not yet been reached,
we must reach it some day by trying again and again.
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