AIM:  Should the US have joined the League of Nations?
Objectives:  After this lesson, students will be able to:

1) Discuss the arguments for and against ratifying the Treaty of Versailles.

2) Identify Article 10 of the League of Nations Covenant and explain why many senators considered it problematic.

3) Discuss Wilson’s efforts to gain the people’s approval for the League of Nations.

4) Analyze the impact of the United States non-participation on the League.

5) Assess whether or not the US should have joined the League of Nations.

Motivation:  Political cartoons

Gap Cartoon

1) According to the cartoon, why is US participation vital to the success of the League of Nations?

Child in Temple

1) Describe the expressions of Wilson and the child.

2) Why might Wilson have a hard time getting the Senate to ratify the League of Nations?

Wedding Cartoon

1) Why might the cartoonist have used a wedding as an analogy for the US joining the League of Nations?

2) According to opponents, how might joining the League upset checks and balances?

Ark Cartoon

1) According to this cartoon, what is the likelihood of Wilson and the Senate reaching a compromise on the League of Nations?

Content:

	The League of Nations was the most important of Wilson’s 14 Points and one of the few things that made it into the Treaty of Versailles unaltered.  It was also, though, a major sticking point in the Senate’s debate over the Treaty.

Washington says no entangling alliances.  Many cite this argument in their opposition to the League.  
Many Republican senators argued that Article 10 established an alliance.  They opposed this because it reintroduced one of the major causes of the war in its immediate aftermath and because it seemed to take the power to declare war out of the hands of the Senate.

Wilson refused to change the Treaty even if those changes might have convinced others to approve it.  He went on a cross country tour to convince the people to support the Treaty and the League, believing that the people would then tell their senators to do the same.  Wilson had a stroke when he returned to Washington DC and was barely functional for the remainder to the presidency.

	Read Wilson’s Arguments for Treaty (A)
Why does Wilson believe that the Treaty should be ratified?

Why do you think he argues so passionately on behalf of ratification?

OH- Farewell Address

Are Washington’s ideas still relevant in 1919?

Would joining the League violate Washington’s Farewell Address?

Read Lodge’s Argument (B)

How does Lodge echo the thoughts in the Farewell Address?

Would joining the League endanger the US?  Why/ why not?

Read Wilson’s Speech (C)

According to Wilson, how will the League prevent war?

How is it possible for Wilson and Lodge to have such opposite ideas on the same topic?

In your opinion, can an international assembly truly prevent war?

Read Article 10 (D)

Summarize Article 10.

Why might the Senate have reservations about joining the League based on this provision?

Read William Borah (E)

What are Borah’s concerns about the League?

Why might Borah’s view that the League is an alliance make him wary to support it?

Considering Borah’s ideas, why might the League endanger the United States?

Read Wilson’s Defense (F)

How does Wilson counter Borah’s argument?

If you were in the Senate, would this speech convince you to approve the League of Nations?  Why/ why not?

OH- Lodge/ Hitchcock Reservations

Why might these reservations make joining the League more palatable to some senators?

OH- US Senate Vote on Treaty

Why do you think that Wilson refused to allow any changes to the Treaty and the League Covenant (even if it meant it would be rejected)? 
Why was Wilson willing to sacrifice his health and the remainder of his presidency to convince the American people to support the Treaty?

How does the Senate’s refusal to ratify the Treaty and join the League take away from the work Wilson did at Versailles? 

How did power politics play a role in the debate and ultimate rejection of the Treaty of Versailles and the League of Nations?

How did the US’s failure to join ultimately affect the League of Nations?


Summary:  Answer AIM:  Should the US have joined the League of Nations?

SHOULD THE U.S. HAVE JOINED THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS?

The United States Senate had to approve the Versailles Treaty, and there Wilson ran into a great deal of opposition.  Wilson angered Republicans by excluding them from the American delegation to the Versailles Conference.  Yet Republicans had a majority of seats in the Senate.  The chairman of the foreign relations committee, Henry Cabot Lodge, distrusted and disliked Wilson.  The feeling was mutual.  Some features of the League of Nations worried Americans.  They feared, for instance, that the United States might be obligated to furnish troops to defend member nations.  Wilson stubbornly refused to allow any but the most minor changes in the Treaty of Versailles.  He became increasingly moralistic and uncompromising.  When Wilson went on a speaking tour to gain popular support for the treaty, he collapsed and then suffered a stroke.  His illness thereafter prevented him from playing an active role in the treaty debate.

A. President Woodrow Wilson, July 10, 1919 

“The treaty constitutes nothing less than a world settlement... That there should be a League of Nations to steady the counsels and maintain the peaceful understandings of the world...has been one of the agreements accepted from the first draft as a basis of peace... The united power of free nations must put a stop to aggression, and the world must be given peace.  If there was not the will or the intelligence to accomplish that now, there must be another and final war and the world must be swept clean of every power that could renew the terror.  The League of Nations was not merely an instrument to adjust and remedy old wrongs under a new treaty of peace; it was the only hope of mankind... They (statesmen) saw it as the main object of peace, as the only thing that could complete it or make it worthwhile.  They saw it as the hope of the world, and that hope they did not dare to disappoint.  Shall we or any other free people hesitate to accept this great duty?  Dare we reject it and break the heart of the world?  Our isolation was ended twenty years ago... There can be no question of our ceasing to be a world power.  The only question is whether we can refuse the moral leadership that is offered us, whether we shall accept or reject the confidence of the world.”

B. Senator Henry Cabot Lodge of Massachusetts, March 19, 1919

“Wars between nations come from contacts.  A nation with which we have no contact is a nation with which we should never fight.  In this scheme for a League before us we create a number of new contacts, a number of new relations, which nations have not undertaken before to create...”

C. President Woodrow Wilson, September 5, 1919

“The essential matter, my fellow citizens, is this:  This League will include all the fighting nations of the world except, Germany... All the fighting nations of the world are in it, and what for they promise?  This is the center of the document.  They promise that they will never go to war without first either submitting the question at issue to arbitration and absolutely abiding the decision of the arbitrators, or, if they are not willing to submit it to arbitration, submitting it to discussion by the council of the League; that they will give the council of the League six months in which to consider it, and that if they don’t like the opinion of the council, they will wait three months after the opinion is rendered before going to war.  And I tell you, my fellow citizens, that any nation that is in the wrong and waits nine months before it goes to war never will go to war... This is the beginning, not of the war but of the processes which are going to render a war like this impossible....  It is a great treaty; it is a treaty of justice, of rigorous and severe justice... We are in the presence, therefore, of the most solemn choice that this people was ever called upon to make.  That choice is nothing less than this:  Shall America redeem her pledges to the world?  We have come to redeem the world by giving it liberty and justice.  Now we are called upon before the tribunal of mankind to redeem that immortal pledge.” 

D. Article 10 of the League of Nations Covenant
“The Members of the League undertake to respect and preserve as against external aggression the territorial integrity and existing political independence of all Members of the League. In case of any such aggression or in case of any threat or danger of such aggression the Council shall advise upon the means by which this obligation shall be fulfilled.” 
**Council members included Britain, France, Italy and Japan

E. Senator William Borah of Idaho, November 19, 1919

“What is the result of all of this?  We are in the midst of all the affairs of Europe.  We have entangled ourselves with all European concerns.  We have joined in alliance with all the European nations which have thus far joined the League, and all nations which may be admitted to the League.  We are sitting there dabbling in their affairs and intermeddling in their concerns.  In other words, Mr. President... we have forfeited and surrendered, once and for all, the great policy of ‘no entangling alliances’ upon which the strength of this republic has been founded for over 150 years... We are a part of the European turmoils and conflicts from the time we enter this League....  You have put in here a reservation upon the Monroe Doctrine... But as a practical position... tell me candidly:  Do you think you can intermeddle in European affairs... never to permit Europe to interfere in our affairs?  We cannot protect the Monroe Doctrine unless we protect the basic principle upon which it rests, and that is the Washington policy.  Mr. President, there is another and even more commanding reason why I shall record my vote against this treaty.  It imperils what I conceive to the underlying, the very first principles of this republic.  It is in conflict with the right of our people to govern themselves free from all restraint, legal or moral, of foreign powers...”

F. President Woodrow Wilson, August 9, 1919

“Article 10 is in no respect of doubtful meaning when in the light of the covenant as a whole.  The council of the League can only ‘advise upon’ the means by which the obligations of that great article are to be given effect to.  Unless the United States is party to the policy or action in question, her own affirmative vote in the council is required.  If she is a party, the trouble is hers anyhow.  And the unanimous vote of the council is only advice in any case.  Each government is free to reject it as it pleases.  Nothing could have been made more clear to the conference than the right of our Congress under our Constitution to exercise its independent judgment in all matters of peace and war.  No attempt was made to question that right.  The United States will, indeed, undertake Article 10... every grave and solemn obligation.  But it is a moral, not a legal obligation, and leaves our Congress absolutely free to put its own interpretation upon it in all cases that call for action.  It is binding in conscience only, not in law.  Article 10 seems to me to constitute the very backbone of the whole covenant.  Without it the League would hardly be more than an influential debating society...”

G. President Woodrow Wilson Defends the Treaty and the League of Nations

“The united power of free nations must put a stop to aggression, and the world must be given peace.  If there was not the will or the intelligence to accomplish that now, there must be another and final war and the world must be swept clean of every power that could renew the terror. The League of Nations is not merely an instrument to adjust and remedy old wrongs under a new treaty of peace; it is the only hope for mankind. They (statesmen) saw it as the main object of peace, as the only thing that could complete it or make it worthwhile. They saw it as the hope of the world, and that hope they did not dare to disappoint. Shall we or any other free people hesitate to accept this great duty? Dare we reject it and break the heart of the world? Our isolation ended 20 years ago...There can be no question of our ceasing to be a world power. The only question is whether we can refuse the moral leadership that is offered us, whether we shall accept or reject the confidence of the world...”   Wilson's Trip to Save the League (Literary Digest, 9/15/1919) – A plea to Congress…
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F.  Senator Henry Cabot Lodge, 1919

“Never forget that this league is primarily...a political organization, and I object strongly to having the politics of the United States turn upon disputes where deep feeling is aroused but in which we have no direct interest. It will tend to delay the Americanization of our great population....We have interests of our own in Asia and in the Pacific which we must guard upon our own account, but the less we undertake to play the part of umpire and thrust ourselves into European conflicts the better for the United States and the world.”

