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Woodrow Wilson and the crusade for peace 

ever since ancient times,” wrote Frank N Dilnot for the New York Times, “has a 
Continent received an individual with the expectation 
and interest that Europe will receive President Wil- 
son ....” The assessment was accurate. When Woodrow 
Wilson arrived in France on December 13, 1918, a 
month before the opening of the peace conference at 
Versailles, he came as the savior of Europe and was 
welcomed as such. 

The trip to Europe was a gamble, one he himself had 
said would be the “greatest success or the supreme trag- 
edy” of history. He realized that the statesmen of Eu- 
rope did not want him at the peace conference, and for 
that reason alone he felt he must go. For him the confer- 
ence would be a struggle between the forces of good, of 
the New Diplomacy, and the forces of the Old Diploma- 
cy, which had brought about the Great War and were 
still being pursued by the statesmen of Europe. “Europe 
is still governed by the same reactionary forces which 
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controlled this country until a few years ago. But I am 
satisfied that if necessary I can reach the peoples of 
Europe over the heads of their Rulers.” During the war 
itself Wilson’s methods and goals had been resented by 
Allied leaders, but he had gone ahead in spite of them 
and had succeeded in obtaining an armistice based on 
the Fourteen Points. In securing the peace, he would use 
the same methods. I 

“It is astonishing,” Wilson wrote on Armistice Day, 
“how utterly out of sympathy with the sentiments of 
their own people the leaders of some of the foreign 
governments sometimes seem.” The evid.ence showed 
otherwise. At the conclusion of the war the statesmen of 
Europe had gone before their electorates for a vote of 
confidence, and they had won by large margins. Wilson, 
on the other hand, had sought to make the November 
elections of 1918 a referendum on his conduct of the 
war, and the American electorate had dealt him a sting- 
ing rebuke. Now his opponents in  the United States 
could challenge his claim, not only to leadership of the 
world, but to national leadership. “Our Allies and our 
enemies,” said Theodore Roosevelt, “should all under- 
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stand that Mr. Wilson has.no authority whatever to 
speak for the American people at thiS time .... Mr. Wilson 
and his Fourteen Points ... have ceased to have any shad- 
ow of right to be accepted as expressive of the will of the 
American people.” 

Wilson seems never to have considered the implica- 
tions of his defeat or to have allowed i t  to alter his 
course. His was the error of the ideologue, who projects 
his own vision onto others; the dreamer who believes 
most of humanity shares his dream, and that those who 
oppose him do so from selfish.motives. In France he had 
declined to visit the trenches on the grounds that it 
might make him hate the Germans more than he already 
did. Unforturiately, too many people in England and 
France had seen the trenches and did hate the Ger- 
mans. 

Even before the end of the war none of the European 
Allies had favored a peace based on the Fourteen Points, 
and they had agreed to it only when Wilson’s aide Colo- 
nel Edward House hinted at a separate American peace 
with Germany. With the Armistice, however, the 
United States had lost considerable leverage. The Allies 
no longer needed American support to ensure their 
survival, and they were able to challenge or even reject 
those points they considered inconsistent with their 
national interest. 

For. the  French Prime Minister Georges Clemenceau 
protectiQn against a fu ture  German attack was the vital 
issue. Twice in his lifetime Clemenceau had seen 
German armies descend on Paris. In 1870 they had 
conquered. In 1914 they would have, had it not been for 
France’s allies. Another’generation could well see a revi- 
talized Germany strike again. The Russian alliance had 
gone with the Bolshevik revolution, and the alliance with 
England could fade with the passage of time. France had 
paid a higher price for victory than any other belligerent 
except Russia. From the Alps to the sea, homes and 
factories, businesses, farms, and people had been swept 
away b‘y the war, and the damage done would require 
decades to repair. Indeed, some things could never be 
repaired. Even before the war Germany’s population 
had a higher growth rate than that of France. Over a 
million-and-a-half Frenchmen had been killed in  the 
war. Of those Frenchmen who had been between twenty 
and thirty-two in 1914, halfjwere dead by 1918. Half a 
generation had died and with them much of the next 
generation too, for no children would be born to women 
who would not marry. 

The British Prime Minister David Lloyd-George 
represented a position somewhat between Wilson and 
Clemenceau, though inclining toward the latter. Gener- 
ally, i t  is safe to say that the British simply did not like 

. Wilson. During the early years of the war he had been 
“too” neutral, and his statement about being too proud 
to fight had offended Britons whose sons were dying. 
Although they were grateful for the American entrance 
into the war, many in the British Government resented 
Wilson’s self-righteousness and, above all, his Fourteen 
Points. For centuries British naval supremacy had guar- 
anteed the Empire, and during the war it had ensured 
England’s survival. To abandon it in the future would 
mean placing much of England’s security in  the hands of 

others, and this they would not do. Ideological consider- 
ations were quite secondary to British national inter- 
ests. 

The contrasting attitudes and personalities of these 
three protagonists far overshadowed the presence of‘ 
Vittorio Orlando, who had come to the conference with 
vain hopes of expanding Italy’s power in the Balkans and 
along the Adriatic coast. Despite the label of “idealist” 
often placed on Wilson, his actions during the confer- 
ence were hardly those of an American babe being easily 
out-maneuvered by crafty Europeans well skilled in the 
arts of Realpolitik. As during the war, Wilson demon- 
strated he could be a skillful and tough negotiator. 

For Wilson the most important goal remained the 
establishment of a League of Nations, and.to that end he 
was willing to sacrifice his other points. He envisioned 
the League as an embryo capable of evolving to meet the 
needs of the future, as the Monroe Doctrine had. evolved 
to meet the needs ’of the Western Hemisphere. More- 
over, he believed that eventually the League should have 
an international court and an international police force 
and that, if necessary, the League must have the power 
to curb aggression and to discipline those nations that 
threatened the peace. Wilson realized that his vision, 
challenged the established practice of Great Powers 
balancing each other to preserve peace. This type of 
diplomacy, he believed, had brought only “aggression, 
and selfishness and war,” and that the “people are heart- 
ily sick of such a course and want the Peace Conference 
and the Powers to take an.  entirely new course of 
act ion .” 

he peace conference convened on January T 18, 1919. At the second plenary session 
on the 25th, Wilson presented the resolution favoring 
the creation of a League of Nations as an integral part of 
the final peace. This resolution was clearly a victory for 
Wilson, since both Lloyd-George and Clemenceau had 
preferred to delay discussion of the League. I n  his 
speech Wilson reminded the delegates that they had 
come as representatives of their peoples to satisfy the 
“opinion of mankind,” upon whom the burdens of the 
past war had fallen. The United States, he maintained, 
had less cause to fear war in the future than athcr 
nations, and so he could say that the “ardor” felt by the 
American people for the League was motivated by the 
cause of “justice and liberty for men of every kind and 
place.” Because of this belief the United States could 
not guarantee those European settlements that did not 
contain a League, while the American delegation would 
receive the “merited scorn” of the American people 
unless they did their utmost to carry out  the mandate 
assigned them. 

The delegates greeted Wilson’s speech with “ctecb- 
ious diplomatic silence..” One can only speculate,on the 
thoughts of those present. As Lloyd-George later 
recounted, Europeans did not resent Wilson’s idealism, 
but his self-appointed role as a “missionary whose func- 
tion it was to rescue the poor European heathen from 
their age-long worship of false and ficry gods.” The 
nations of the Glorious Revolution and the French 
Revolution felt they did not need to be told about ideals, 
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especially by a man who had been recently repudiated 
by his own people. 

Some delegates were already questioning the genuine- 
ness of Wilson’s proposals and of the peace conference 
itself. Despite the talk about a new era in world diploma- 
cy and the rights of small nations, the plenary sessions 
were little more than ceremonial occasions. The main 
business of the conference was assigned to the Council 
of Ten, consisting of the delegates from England, 
France, Italy, the United States, and Japan, along with 
their chief advisors on foreign affairs. 

Some of the smaller nations, such as Belgium and the 
new Yugoslavia, wondered whether the conference was 
not becoming a charade for the continuation of the Old 
Diplomacy by the Great Powers. As chairman of the 
session, Clemenceau responded by noting that the Great 
Powers had contributed millions of men and had 
sustained millions of casualties to achieve victory. Had 
they wished, the Great Powers could have arrived at a 
settlement by themselves, but they had asked the small- 
r powers for their asistance. In working out specific 

p visions, it was necessary to sacrifice representation to 
exp diency and to the greater experience of the Great 
Po rs in world affairs. 

emenceau’s reply sufficed for the moment, but the 
re ntment lingered ‘on and deepened, when it became 
apparent that the needs of the Old Diplomacy had 
conquered the dreams of the New, thereby adding an 
odor of hypocrisy to the entire settlement and causing 
some to reject the West in favor of Russian commu- 
nism. 

Throughout the conference the settlement with Ger- 
many remained the primary problem for both Lloyd- 
George and Clemenceau, while for Wilson the formula- 
tion of the League remained an obsession. The opening 
weeks of the conference were relatively unproductive, 
since the Council of Ten tended to bog down in concern 
for developments within their own countries as well as 
with the difficult task of trying to administer a Europe 
in  upheaval. 

1 

or Wilson this was the most hopeful peri- F od. As chairman of the commission for 
drafting the Covenant of the League, Wilson presided 
over regular and extra sessions. With a dogged determi- 
nation Wilson fought for his conception of the League. 
There were many issues of contention, but the major 
obstacle remained the insistence of the French that the 
League be a supernational body with the ability to act 
with force. The French first suggested a League of 
Allies with an international army, but  Wilson demurred 
on the grounds that only the Congress could commit the 
United States to war. Having failed in that project, the 
French later proposed an international army within the 
League. Wilson rejected the proposal on the grounds 
that such an army would only substitute “international 
militarism for that of individual nations.” On, the 
evening of February 14 Wilso presented the proposed 

terrible things have come out of this war,” Wilson said 
in presenting the Covenant, “but some very beautiful 
things have come out of it. Wrong has been defeated, 

Covenant to a plenary session !f the conference. “Many 

but the rest of the world has been more conscious than it 
ever was before of the majesty of Right. People who 
were suspicious of one another can now live as friends 
and comrades in a single family, and desire to do so. The 
miasma of distrust, of intrigue, is cleared away. Men are 
looking eye to eye and saying, “We are brothers and 
have a common purpose. We did not realize it before, 
but now we do realize it, and this is our Covenant of 
fraternity and of friendship.’ ” 

On the following day Wilson left for the United 
States. He carried with him, not only the promise,of 
lasting peace and justice, but, indeed, the plan for realiz- 
ing them. As historian John Baptiste Duroselle noted, 
“not for an instant did he dream that the Senate would 
one day refuse this pact that he had put through so 
masterfully.” While Wilson’s ship the George Washing- 
ton crossed the Atlantic, organized opposition to the 
Covenant began to form. On February 19 Republican 
Senator Miles Poindexter of Washington opened the 
attack in the Senate, marking the beginning of a strug- 
gle that would eventually destroy Wilson physically and 
mentally. 

Upon his arrival at Boston on February 24 Wilson 
told an enthusiastic crowd that he had left a Europe full 
of hope because people now believed they were “on ,the 
eve of a new world, when peoples will understand one 
another, when nations will support one another in every 
just cause, when nations will unite every moral and 
every physical strength to see that the right shall 
prevail.” “America,” Wilson continued, was “the hope 
of the world; and if she does not justify that hope the 
results are unthinkable. Any man who thinks America 
will take part in giving the world any such rebuff and 
disappointment as that does not know Ameriqa. We set 
this up to make men free and we did not confine our 
conception and purpose to America, and now we will 
make men free. If we did not do that, the fame of Amer- 
ica would be gone and all her power would be dissi- 
pated.” From Boston Wilson went to Washington, 
where he received another enthusiastic reception. On 
February 26 he was host at a White House dinner for 
members of the House and Senate committees on 
foreign relations. Two days later Henry Cabot Lodge, 
the upcoming chairman oft the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations, attacked the Covenant as presently 
constituted. Lodge argued that the Covenant threatened 
the American traditions of noninvolvement in European 
affairs and the Monroe Doctrine. ,He further stressed 
that the Covenant could itself provoke war by causing 
differences of interpretation. On March 2 thirty-nine 
Republican senators signed a resolution stating that they 
could not accept the Covenant in its present form. 
Wilson was bitter toward those who opposed him. On 
March 4 he declared there could be no peace treaty 
without the League, and he vowed that he would contin- 
ue to work for the League and to fulfill the purpose for 
which America had gone to war. 

The next day Wilson sailed for France to complete the 
work on the treaty. When he arrived on March 14, he 
found that the situation had changed. He felt that 
during his absence Colonel House had given too much to 
the French, especially when the latter conceded to a plan 
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for a preliminary treaty without the Covenant. Wilson 
was determined to win back his earlier victory of incor- 
porating the League in the treaty, and he devoted the 
first days to that end. During these negotiations, from 
March until the final settlement in June, Wilson ap- 
peared at his best and at his worst. During questions 
dealing with territorial matters, Wilson proved himself 
to be the same kind of shrewd and pragmatic negotiator 
he had been during the period of neutrality preceding 
the American entrance into the war. But when it came 
to the League, he acted as though every proposed 
change were personal repudiation, a pattern he would 
later display uring,the struggle for the ratification of 
the final treat 1 in the Senate. 

Despite Wilson’s opposition, the Covenant was 
amended to ive member states more control. The 
implied threa to the Monroe Doctrine was removed by 
the provision 1 affirming each member’s sovereignty in 
domestic affairs.. In addition, members were given the 
right to withdraw from the League. The French again 
tried to strengthen the League with the establishment of 
an international army but once more failed to do so. 
Except for the relatively minor amendments, the origi- 
nal Covenant was adopted and, for the most part, Wilson 
had again won his fight for the League. 

hortly after Wilson’s return to France the S Great Powers decided to abandon the 
awkward Council of Ten and to meet as the Council of 
Four, with Japan added whenever Far Eastern matters 
were discussed. Wilson’s perspective on the peace was 
always broader than that of the other leaders. He did not 
have to satisfy a public that demanded immediate 
vengeance without regard for the future. On March 27 
Wilson warned his colleagues that an unjust peace 
would provoke in the Germans a desire for revenge. “It 
is not war prepared by the secret plots of government 
that I fear in the future, but rather conflicts caused by 
the dissatisfaction of peoples.” Despit’e his moderating 
influence, the other peacemakers were determined to 
inflict on Germany the harsh peace they believed it 
deserved. With respect to reparations and other com- 
pensations, the European victors could present a case, 
and Wilson concurred in those claims he believed to be 
just. Primarily, Wilson dueled with Clemenceau, who 
believed the future of France depended on preventing a 
resurgence of German power in the future. At times 
both Clemenceau and Lloyd-George found Wilson’s 
objections petty, and on one occasion the French prime 
minister stated: ‘‘ he President of the United States 

This period of the negotiations revealed the decline of 
Wilson’s influence and his idealism. He was’ simply 
being worn down by the reality of the Old Diplomacy 
and was becoming some-what desperate. A compromise 
on the Rhineland was accompanied by others dealing 
with reparations and the occupation of the Saar. 

. With each compromise Wilson’s reputation became 
more tainted among those who had placed their trust in 
him. This was especially so for China, with fateful reper- 
cussions for the future. For more than a half century 

does not understan h human nature.” ’ 

China had suffered the ravages of imperialism, and had 
nearly ceased to exist during the period of “cutting the 
melon” at the end of the nineteenth century. During the 
war in Europe, Japan had moved into the areas of China 
held by the Germans and had extended its control over 
the country by means of treaties. The European allies 
accepted these Japanese gains in a treaty of 1917, and 
they had no intention of rescinding their consent. For 
the Chinese, who had themselves declared war on 
Germany and had contributed to the Allied victory, 
Wilson’s New Diplomacy remained their only hope for 
restoring national sovereignty. Wilson argued the Chi- 
nese case, but he was forced to give in, lest his continued 
oppostion to Japan abort the final treaty and with it the 
League. For the Chinese it was a bitter disillusionment, 
not only with Wilson, but also with the West as a politi- 
cal tutor. The Chinese anger burst forth in the famous 
May Fouith Movement’ of 1919, .as many Chinese 
turned away from the West and toward Russian Bolshe- 
vism to the North. 

y early May the Allies were ready to B present the treaty to Germany. On May 
7, 1919, Count Ulrich von Brockdorff-Rantzau led the 
German delegation to Versailles td‘receive” the treaty. 
For the Germans it was a bitter moment. Most Germans 
genuinely believed their country had voluntarily laid 
down’its arms on the promise of a p&ce based on the 
Fourteen Points. Germany was now presented with a 
dictated settlement calling for large reparations, the loss 
of territory, and a continued demilitarization that would 
make it helpless before its. enemies. Most galling, 
however, were the terms calling for the trial of the 
Kaiser and the provision designating Germany as having 
been solely “guilty” of the war. In contrast to past settle- 
ments, the Versailles Treaty did not consider war as a 
normal occurrence in the relations among nations. For 
the peacemakers at Versailles war was a crime and the 
Germans criminals. Many, if not most, Germans con- 
ceded that their country must bear its share of the 
responsibility for the outbreak of the war. But so too 
must other countries which, by their actions, contrib- 
uted to the tension and to the various crises that had 
increased the chance of war. 

The anger in Germany fell hardest on Wilson. 
According to Emst Fraenkel, the Germans regarded 
Wilson as the supreme “hypocrite,” who used lofty prin- 
ciples to conceal his true desire to destroy Germany. “It 
was Wilson,” noted Fraenkel, “who betrayed his own 
Points, and it was this betrayal that broke the German 
Wilsonians.” “One cannot overlook the fact,” Fraenkel 
continued, “that the most prominent exponents of 
German Wilsonianism were Jews, and that the grand 
style of political antisemitism began on that 18th day of 
November 1918 when the investigating committee of 
the Reichstag announced the ‘stab in the back’ legend. 
There occurred at the same time a condemnation of 
Wilson and ma6s demonstrations against the Jewish 
members of the committee ....” 

Within Germany the., peace terms threatqned to 
provoke civil war. Count Brockdorff-Rantzau presented 
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his report to the government on June 18, with the 
recommendation that Germany refuse to sign the treaty. 
Cha7cellor Scheidemann and most of the  cabinet agreed 
to resign. They were replaced by a new cabinet under 
Gust& Bauer. The new cabinet believed that Germany 
must sign because it was simply too weak to resist Allied 
pressure. Acceptance of .the treaty, however, inflamed 
elements of the Reichstag as well as the army. I n  an 
effort to avoid strife, Chancellor Bauer offered to resign 
in favor of a new cabinet c mitted to refusing the 
treaty. Presented with thi ption, the nationalists in the 
Reichstag began to c nsider the consequences that 

decided in favor of accepting the treaty, however 
distasteful and unjust it might be. On June 23 the 
Reichstag voted to authorize the government to accept 
the treaty. 

On June 28, 191 9, the fifth anniversary of the assassi- 
nation at Sarajevo, the German rcpresentatives, Her- 
mann Muller and Johannes Bell, went to Versailles to 
accept the treaty. In order to avoid any kind of protdst, 
the Germans were asked to sign first. Within an hour 
the ceremony was over. The Allied leaders were chee%d 
loudly as they left the palace. Wilson was again cheered 
by‘the Paris populace as he departed Paris later in  the 
afternoon. His old antagonist, Clemenceau, came to see 
him off. Despite their differences and their heated argu- 
ments, a bond of affection had grown between them. As 
the president’s train began to leave, the Old Tiger said, 
“ I  feel as though I were losing one of the best friends I 
ever had .” 

would follow their rej, 9“ ction of the treaty. They then 

ilson arrived in the United States on 
July 8. Two days later he appeared 

before the Senate to personally present “nothing less 
than a world settlement.” He reviewed the origin of the 
American entrance into the war and acclaimed Ameri- 
ca’s moral force, which had contributed so much to the 
final victory. The League of Nations had emerged from 
the war and the peace conference as the hope of 
mankind. Wilson continued: 

Every true heart in the world and every enlightened judg- 
ment demanded that ... every government that took thought 
for its people or for justice or for ordered freedom should 
lead itself to the new purpose and utterly destroy the old 
order of international politics. Statesmen might see dificul- 
ties, but the people could see none and could brook no 
denial. A war in which they had been bled white to beat t h e  
terror that is concealed in every 7alance of Power must not 
end in a mere victory of arms and new Balance. The League 
of Nations was not merely an instrument to adjust and 
remedy old wrongs under a new treaty of peace. I t  was the 
only hope of mankind. Shall we or any other free people 
hesitate to accept this great duty? Dare we reject and break 
the heart of the world? 

The war, Wilson said in closing, had thrust a new role 
and a new responsibility upon America. I t  was the duty 
of Americans to accept that responsibility and to go 
forward as a world leader. This new role and this new 

responsibility, he said, had “come about by no plan of 
our conceiving” 

but by the hand of God who led us into this way. We cannot 
turn back. We can only go forward, with lifted eyes and 
freshened spirit, to follow the vision. It was of this that we 
dreamed at our birth. America shall in truth show the way. 
The light streams upon the path ahead, and nowhere else. 

Despite Wilson’s appeal, many in the Senate and 
throughout the country remained opposed to the treaty 
and to the League. Most opposed were a group of four- 
teen Republican senators known as the “battalion of 
death.” Led by Senator William Borah of Idaho and 
Senator Hiram Johnson of California, the “battalion” 
viewed the League as an evil to be combatted at all cost. 
In addition there were the “mild reservationists,” who 
opposed the League in its present form but were willing 
to accept it with minor revisions. There were also the 
“strong reservationists,” who demanded substantial 
change in the treaty and the League, led by Wilson’s 
long-time rival Senator Henry Cabot Lodge of Massa- 
chusetts, now chairman of the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Using his position on the Foreign Relations Commit- 
tee, Lodge first attempted to oppose ratification by 
delaying action. He believed that the passage of time 
would dim the enthusiasm that had initially greeted the 
Versailles peace. His strategy was proven justified, since 
throughout the debate on the treaty Wilson’s chief 
adversary proved to be, not outright opposition, qu t  
apathy. 

n the face of Senate opposition, Wilson 
decided to appeal directly to the ,American 

three weeks he covered over eight thousand 
people, launchi.ng a speaking tour on September 3, 19 19. 

miles For the and n% e forty-two speeches. It  was an exhausting 
schedule even for a far younger m?n and one in far 
better health than Wilson. The crowds along the way 
were enthusiastic but small. Wilson appealed to the duty 
of America and to the high purpose for which American 
men had died, and argued that only through the League 
could those sacrifices be justified. His efforts were nulli- 
fied somewhat by those who followed him on the tour. 
In some respects the opponents of the League had it 
easier because they could appeal to an assortment of 
emotions and fears. Many Americans were genuinely 
fearful of an agreement that could involve the United 
States in overseas wars, or could possibly allow foreign 
powers to intervene in the Western Hemisphere. Others 
simply opposed the League and the entire treaty for 
national or ethnic reasons. German-Americans resented 
the way Germany had been treated at the conference 
and the terms dictated by the Allies. Irish-Americans 
were bitter about the suppression of national rights and 
individual liberty then being carried out by the British 
in Ireland, while Italo-Americans felt Italy had been 
denied its just claims in the Balkans. 

Wilson made his last speech of the tour in Pueblo, 
Colorado, on September 25. I t  was similar to his previ- 
ous arguments for the League, lofty in tone and eloquent 

I 
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in expression. His clients were, he said, 

The children; my clients are.the next generation. They do 
not know what promises and bonds I undertook when I 
ordered the armies of the United States to the soil of 
France, but I know, and I intend to redeem my pledges to 
the children; they shall not be sent upon a similar errand. 

Again and again .... mothers who lost their sons in France 
have come to me, and taking my hand, have shed tears upon 
it ... but they have added, ‘God bless you. Mr. President!’ 
Why ... should they pray God to bless me? I advised the 
Congress ... to create the situation that led to the death of 
their sons .... Because they believe that their boys died for 
something that vastly transcends any of the immediate and 
palpable objects of the war. They believe, and they rightly 
believe, that their sons saved the liberty of the world. They 
believe that this sacrifice was made in order that other sons 
should not be called upon for a similar gift .... These men 
were crusaders. They were going forth to prave the might of 
justice and right, and all the world accepted them as crusad- 
ers, and their transcendent achievement has made all the 
world believe in America as it believes in no other nation 
organized in the modern world. There seems to me to stand 
between us and the rejection pr qualification of this treaty 
the serried ranks of those boys in khaki. not only these boys 
who come home, those dear ghosts that still deploy upon the 
fields of France. 

Wilson finished the speech with difficulty. Shortly 
afterwards he collapsed in a state of exhaustion. On 
October 2 he suffered a paralytic stroke. Later in the 
same day his personal physician, Rear Admiral Gary 
Grayson, released an official bulletin describing Wilson 
as “a very sick man,” but giving no details. 

Wilson’s collapse proved a disaster for supporters of 
the League. Without him there was no one to lead the 
fight. Although he did recover, disturbing questions 
about his health remained. Stubbornness and the ten- 
dency to self-righteousness had always been salient 
aspects of his personality. It is impossible to know 
whether the stroke increased them. Certainly compro- 
mise was possible. The Allies, Senator Lodge, and Colo- 
nel House were willing to accept an amended treaty, but 
Wilson would have none of it. It would be either victory 
or defeat. 

uring the debate on the League, the D Senate Committee on Foreign Relations 
condensed its objections into the form of fourteen reser- 
vations. Those close to Wilson also sought to bring about 
some kind of a settlem’ent, and they attempted to 
convince the president that compromise was preferable 
to no treaty at  all. On December 14. however, he made a 
public statement that there would be no reservations 
attached to the treaty. Despite Wilson’s position, Demo- 
cratic and Republican leaders in the Senate continued to 
work for a compromise solution. For two weeks during 
January a bipartisan committee managed to soften some 
of the original Lodge reservations, but they could not 
agree on Article Ten of the Covenant. Wilson welcomed 

their failure. On one occasion he called for a national 
referendum in the form of a senatorial election, and later 
he asked that the upcoming ,national presidential elec- 
tion be a vote on the League. 

On March 19 a third vote was taken on the treaty. On 
this occasion the vote included the fourteen Lodge reser- 
vations and an additional reservation calling for the 
independence of Ireland. By this time many Democrats 
had grown tired of Wilsonls intransigepce and voted for 
the treaty as amended. This vote carried by.a majority of 
forty-nine to thirty-five, seven short of the needed two- 

With this last vote the treaty was’ ead. Wilson, still 
unable to face reality and unwillin ll to admit defeat, 

thirds. 

clung to the illusion of running forla third term and 
making the election of 1920 a “great and solemn refer- 
endum” on the treaty. On the eve 4f the Democratic 
convention in late July, Wilson granud an interview to 
the New York World. He  did not say he would be a 
candidate for renomination, but he stressed his physical 
recovery and again stated his belief that the election 
should be a vote o the League. 

Despite his asseltion to the contrary, Wilson had not 
recovered from tht: stroke. His performance in office 
had declined considerably. He had lapses of memory and 
was sometimes unable to’ follow the discussion in cabi- 
net, and he was unable to give dictation for more than a 
few minutes at  a time. The party leaders did not want 
him and eventually turned. to Governor James Cox of 
Ohio as their nominee, with Franklin D. Roosevelt as his 
running mate. In the November election the Republican 
candidates, Warren G.. Hardi g and Calivin Coolidge, 

try to “normalcy.” 
From November, ml9, until Harding’s inauguration 

the following March, Wilson remained generally with- 
drawn from the public and said almost nothing’,about 
foreign affjirs. He had planned to do some writing on 
legal and political topics during his retirement, but this 
was made increasingly difficult by his declining health. 
At the time of his death on February 3, 1924, Wilson 
was a man whose time had passed. He had been out of 
office less than four years, but he represented an era that 
seemed even more remote. 

won a decisive victory and ,prom \ ed to return the coun- 

ith the rejection of the Versailles treaty W the United States still faced the prob- 
lem of ending the technical state of war with Germany 
and the other belligerents of World War I, as well as of 
acting on other agreements made by the Wilson admin- 
istration. The treaty guaranteeing the security of France 
never emerged from the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations and simply remained unconfirmed by the 
Senate and therefore nullified. (pk July 2, 1921, the 
Congress ended the technical state of war with Germa- 
ny, and on August 25 the United States signed the trea- 
ty of Berlin confirming all rights previously granted by 
the Versailles treaty. Similar treaties were signed with 
Austria. Hungary and Turkey, as well as with the new 
countries of Eastern Europe that had emerged from the 
war. Almost as an afterthought and with little fanfare 
the great crusade for peace had come to an end. 


