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,...1ch changes in the relationships between
nations as tii ~-S 6 .1t necessitate by orderly agreement and mutual understanding. Th~; udme thing was implied in Secretary of State Hull's New
Year's statement: the creation of a stable and enduring world order under
law which might remove economic conflicts, social insecurity, and war.
Substantially the same outlines were sketched by a German exile - Dr.
Ernst Wilhelm Meyer, former counselor for the German embassy in Washington - in a letter to the New York Times yesterday. And substantially
this same outline is the program of the British Liberals and Laborites
which Prime Minister Chamberlain on November 26th declared as the
peace aims of the British government.
All that looks hopeful - for the first time a real prospect of something
better than this endless struggle in Europe. The question is how you are
going to get it. Secretary Hull put it very bluntly, for a diplomat: "There
is a way of peace for all nations, but all nations must choose the way of
peace." This new European order won't work unless all the great powers
are in it. And the ambitions and the ideas of all these great governments
are still very different, both in politics and economics and indeed in their
whole philosophy. This war is being fought about something, about issues
that mean something to the peoples of Europe - and which would mean
just as much to us, if we had the bad luck to live on the other side of the
Atlantic. It is hard to see how that difference of opinion can be settled
until it is fought out; and that is why it would not be wise to put too
much immediate hope in any peace moves.
Elmer Davis, author and radio news analyst, has edited and introduces
a set of phonograph records presenting a dramatic narrative of the events
culminating in the declaration of war on September 3, i939. With the
significant diplomatic exchanges are included actual excerpts from broadcast addresses of Hitler, Chamberlain, and Daladier.
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A LESSON FROM WAR*
By Elmer Davis
the fifth month of the war in Europe -what even some
people who ought to know better call the Second World War. There may
be some argument about how it ought to be numbered, but probably it
could best be called the Second Part of the Fourth World War. For world
wars have a curious habit of coming in pairs. The contestants fight each
other to exhaustion, then rest a few years - they call it peace but it is only
a truce - and then they start in again and fight it out, very often after
some diplomatic stroke has intervened to change the balance, a stroke as
sensational as the Russo-German agreement of last August.
Perhaps you could count as a world war the wars that the English and
Dutch fought against the Spanish and Portuguese at the end of the sixteenth century, since there was fighting in Asia and in the West Indies as
well as in Europe. But the first of the kind we know - with action in
colonial regions all over the world - was the War of the Grand Alliance
from i688 to 1697. The purpose of that war was to check the aggressions
of Louis XIV of France. It was fought to no decision; and after five years
of peace they were at it again. That time a member of the French royal
house and a member of the Austrian house each claimed the throne of
Spain, and the War of the Spanish Succession lasted a dozen years. There
was a good deal of shifting of territories back and forth at the end, but
the main point was that the aggressions of the French were stopped.
But the colonial rivalry between France and England still went on,
and that turned the wars of continental Europe in the middle of the
eighteenth century into a world war too. Those were wars to stop the
aggression of the Prussian King, Frederick the Great. There was the War
of the Austrian Succession from i 740 to i 748. It was of that war that the
historian Macaulay said, "in order that Frederick might rob a neighbor
whom he had promised to defend, black men fought one another on the
coasts of Coromandel and red men scalped one another beside the great
lakes of North America." There is a pretty concise description of a world
war and it was written about a war that began two hundred years ago;
it might serve as a reminder to people who call this the second war.
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That war, too, was inconclu~ive and there were eight years of peace
in Europe - but only six in America, for when George Washington went
over the Pennsylvania mountains to try to take Fort Duquesne, he touched
off another conflict that was called, in Europe, the Seven Years' War.
That time England and France had changed partners, Prussia on the
side of England, Austria on the side of France - a shift more astonishing
to the men of that day than Germany's treaty with Russia in 1939. And
the net results of that war were to win Canada for England and lay the
foundations of the British Empire in India. From the European point of
view the wars fought in connection with the American revolution were
only a postscript to the Seven Years' War -France trying to retrieve what
she had lost, and failing. That time, we of America got the only profit.
Next the wars of the French Revolution raged for nine years - again
a world war, fought in India and America as well as in Europe, with
Americans fighting the French for a little while then. After a couple of
years of truce t.h at was called peace, they were at it again in what we
know as the Napoleonic Wars, with America eventually fighting England
for the same reason that we had earlier fought France, interference with
neutral rights.
So there you have what you could call three groups of world wars,
or three world wars interrupted by truces, before the war of 1914. Now,
after a twenty-one years' truce, that war - again in somewhat altered form
- has started again; only four European powers have engaged in it so far
(if we except the Russo-Finnish phase), but with fighting off the coast of
South America and rumors of troop concentrations in Central Asia, it can
qualify already as a world war.
What is the common element in all these wars? It is the opposition of
England to the domination of the continent of Europe by a single aggressive power. From Louis XIV to Napoleon, France was the antagonist,
then afterward Germany. Beyond question England's motives have been
mostly selfish; it was the desire to avert a danger to her own safety that
led England to support the weaker nations of the continent against the
strongest. Some recent American writers have very eloquently argued that
England's action was a disastrous mistake - for Europe that is, if not for
England; that western Europe can never have peace till it is a continental
economic unit like Russia or the United States. They reason from a purely
economic viewpoint, and if human beings were economic abstractions,
they would be perfectly right. The trouble is that most peoples do not
like to be ruled by an alien race - especially when that rule is arbitrary
and oppressive - even if it would be to their economic advantage.
Doubtless England fought Napoleon from selfish motives, but one of
the incidental results was the liberation of Germany from the rule of
Napoleon; the German struggle for liberty could hardly have succeeded
if it had not b een supported by English money, and by the strangle-hold
of the English blockade of France. You can argue that British support of
Poland last year was just as selfish as the British sacrifice of Czechoslovakia
in 1938. And still, if you happen to believe that the Poles have a right
to rule themselves rather than to be ruled by the Germans - very oppres[ 2 ]
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sively ruled they are at present, too - y.,
...1 see some point in the
English side of the argument, even if it might be economically advantageous for all of Europe to be united under Hitler, the only man who
could unite it at present.
When you look back over this long series of world wars - wars that
either began in Europe or had their causes in European rivalries - extending back over the past two hundred and fifty years, you can see why
Senator William E. Borah and others say that this war is nothing but one
more chapter in the long European history of the struggles of power
politics. From one point of view it is that, certainly; but there is more
in it than that. It is an ideological war - and not the first one Europe has
known by any means. The religious wars of the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries were ideological wars; so were the wars in which the monarchies
of Europe tried to stop the spread of French revolutionary ideas. Both
the Germans and the Russians have occasionally argued that you can't put
down an ideology with force; but when it suits their convenience they
have argued - and their actions have spoken louder than their words that you can put over an ideology by force. In one aspect this is a war
over the balance of power, but in another aspect it is a war for the right
of nations - small and weak nations, as Pope Pius has put it, no less than
the great and strong - to liberty and independent existence; it is a war
for the right of people to think what they want to think instead of what
they are told to think. And while your views on the war may be affected
by your idea of the desirability of the unification of Europe, they might
also be affected by your preference as between democracy and civil liberties on the one side, and the not very distinguishable philosophies of
Nazism and Communism on the other.
If this latest pair of world wars is to come out just as the other pairs
did, with the temporary checking of the movement of one great power
toward the domination of the continent of Europe, leaving the coast clear
for another war of the same type a few decades later, it is going to seem
like a mighty useless enterprise to outsiders - even though the nations
that may retain or recover the right to rule themselves might reasonably
feel otherwise. The only possible compensation for all the suffering might
be the creation of a new order in which this sort of thing would not happen again. That was what Woodrow Wilson and some other men tried to
bring about at the end of the first act of this Fourth World War in 1918,
when they set up the League of Nations. But there was not enough good
will then, and not enough understanding. With the second act of this
Fourth "\Vorld War only four months old, there already begins to be
agreement among many men of different races as to the broad outline of
this new order that must come out of this war if it is not to be the same
old story, over and over.
The Pope laid down that outline on December 24th: recognition of
the right of every nation to its own existence; recognition of the rights
of minorities who must be included within any frontiers that can be
drawn over a good part of Europe; the creation of some sort of international organization, taking account of past mistakes; and establishment

[3]

