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INTRODUCTION

#
Starting with its first issue (November 7, 1914,

shortly after the outbreaK of World War One), THE NEW REPUBLIC

for many years carried on its cover a self -description - "A

Journal of Opinion." As a journal of opinion, the magazine has

always been a leader of thought amon^ that group of American

intellectuals called "liberals," although its circulation has

never been high as magazine circulations go. THE NEW REPUBLIC

has printed articles by most of the progressive leaders and

thinkers of the nation, and the magazine's own editors have

ranked high among the liberals. There was the first editor,

Herbert Croly, with his "Promise of American Life," a philosophy

which still guides the magazine today. There were also George

Soule and Bruce Bliven, critics Edmund Wilson, Stark Young, and

Malcolm Cowley, and young pundit Walter Lippman. In the most

recent period there was the brief reign of Henry Wallace, which

lasted until young editor Wiichael Straight took the magazine

back to its traditional position just to the right of the ex-

treme Left-wing.

tudes of this liberal "journal of opinion" toward the twc great

wars in which the united States has participated in recent his-

tory, and to see how progressive minds reacted to modern history

as it was happening. It is the intention of this work to trace

It is the pur-pose of this study to examine the atti-
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the steady change in attitudes which finally led the editors of

THE NEW REPUBLIC to advocate United States' entrance into World

War Cne, and then World War Two. It was felt that this study

was of value in view of current events which see American

liberals s truggling to keep the United States from plunging in-

to a third world war - one which possibly would bring with it

the destruction of modern civilization.

i/iethod

To find out just what the editors of the magazine

thought in the great crises of 1914-17 and 1939-41, the investin

gator has relied entirely upon the primary source THE NEW RE-

PUBLIC itself. And the magazine articles cnosen are those by

the editors themselves writing in their editorial capacities.

For the editors stress that signed articles do not necessarily

carry their stamp of complete approval. The magazine printed

material to which it was diametrically opposed only as letters

to the editors.

The work is composed of two main parts: World War

One and World War Two. There is also a short transition show-

ing the magazine's stand upon the vital issues growing out of

the first war which formed the basis for the conflicts which led

to the second war. These issues were the Treaty of Versailles,

the League of Nations, the Washington Conference on naval dis-

armament, the Kellq , -Briand pact, the Spanish Civil War - the

rehearsal for what was to come - and the United States' Neutral-

ity legislation - the nation's effort to avoid some of the
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hi stakes of 1914-1917.

The material on World War One shows the magazine's

reaction to German mill tarism, infringements on neutral rights

by both Germany and Britain, submarine warfare, hopes for tire

postwar world, and the decision to urge the nation zc fiznt.

TE2 SHEW h'^PUBLIC 1 s attitude toward Fascism, German

aggression, Japan, the des troyers-for-oases deal, lend-lease,

and fears of a pcsL-war world dominated by Nazi Germany, will

be shewn as factors leading to the magazine's interventionist

stand in World War Twc

.

'The chronological method has been used in this thesis

in order to present a whole picture of the development of atti-

tudes towards several issues at the same time.
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CHAPTER I

WORLD WAP ONE

TKE NEW REPUBLIC'S attitude toward the question of

American participation in World War One changed radically be-

tween 1914 and 1917. The magazine's first reaction was that

although American isolation was ended and Americans should be

interested in seeing that a stable peace resulted from the bat-

tle, yet it was fcclish to bill the conflict as one in which

the future of civilization was at stake. The editors declared

in the first issue, "the future no more depends upon a single
t

race or nation (Britain) than a nation on a single individual."'

But before Wilson's war message to Congress in 1917, THE NSW

REPUBLIC had concluded that this was a war for neutral rights,

freedom of the seas, the future of Atlantic civilization, and

a post-war world whose security 7/ould be entrusted to a "League

to Enforce Peace." It is the task of this first chapter to

show the steps which led to the magazine's decision that the

United States ou-'^Lt tc declare war on Germany.

End of Isolation

(

The first issue hailed the end of American isolation

and affirmed the nation's interest in the future peace treaty:

"If the treaty is one whicn makes for international stability

and justice, this country will have an interest in maintaining

it." And conversely, the United States should work for the
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revision of any treaty which spelled a victory for militarism.

While asserting than the country should not enter the

war, TEE NEW REPUBLIC early criticized the government for not

throwing its strongest diplomatic pressure against the German

invaders of Belgium so that the peoples of tne world would know

that the united States was a moral forc6 with which to reckon.

As a timid neutral, the editors felt, the United States would

cut a sorry 'figure at. the postwar peace settlement. It was

argued that the cause of world organization needed the backing

4
of a morally purposeful major power.

x
Jacificism

Judging by an editorial entitled "Pacifism vs.

Passivism" the magazine did not feel that a clear case had been

made out for a charge of war guilt against Germany. This edi-

torial criticized passivism as laissez faire which made it easy

for militarism. To be preferred was the newer ideal in which

peace 7/as to be actively and intentionally promoted. The

editors declared,

"A modern nation which wants the world
to live in peace should not be content
to keep the peace Itself. It must be
willing and ready, whenever a clear case
can be made cut against a disturber of
the peace, tc join with other nations in
taking up arms against the malefactor *• -

League of Peace

This new pacifist ideal was carried further in a 1915

article which urged peaceful powers to organize peace as belli-

gerents did war. It was declared essential that the approval
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or disapproval of pacific powers be -rade a factor in the calcu-

lations of warring nations. The editors argued that Germany

dared bo invade Belgium because it was decided that violating

Belgian neutrality carried a larger military advantage than did

respecting it. And TEE NEW REPUBLIC concluded,

, "If other neutral powers had been ready
to fight for Belgium, German calculations
would have had a different result . The
only way in which neutral interests can
obtain weight in the counsel of nations
commensurate with their real importance
is by means of a league organized ex-
'pressly for their ^promotion and assertion
in time of need." 0

This appeal for a league of peace was to become the

war cry of THE NSW REPUBLIC. And the ideal was to be promoted

in aLmost every issue of the war years.

In the spring of 1915 THE NEW REPUBLIC expanded on

its frequent suggestions favoring the establishment of a League

of Peace. It was stated that the Allies should serve as the

beginning of League membership, with the United States backing

up the Allies. The main difference between the League and the

current alliance would be the duty of arbitration and mediation

of disputes, with a public constitution. The League would pro-

vide security for France and make unnecessary the French alli-

ance with Russia. The magazine felt tha'c official Russia still

belonged to the dark ages.

The base of the League would be as broad as possible;

Germany and Austria would be welcome. The reluctance of the

Central Powers to join the League at the start was recognized





as a weakness, out one which could be overcome.

THE NEW REPUBLIC was fully aware that the basic weak-

ness of the League would be the refusal of any sbate to abandon

any of its sovereignty. Per a true League of Peace must have

7
the power to supervise tne foreign policies of its members.

Neutral Rights

That spring the magazine book up a new issue, that of

lav/ and order on the high seas . And there were sharp words for

the British as well as the Germans. Great Britain was criti-

cized for failure to live up bo its international obligations in

conducting its blockade of Germany. THE NEW REPUBLIC pointed

out that Britain, as the preponderant sea power, held the power

of life and death over nations which lived by international

trade. Neutrals were urged bo insist upon the sanctity of the

traditional belligerent obligations to neutrals. This would at

Q
least preserve their standing In court.

Meanwhile, Germany was cautioned do avoid arousing

the wratn of the United States by her submarine warfare. The

magazine reiterated its opposition to declaring war against

Germany, but pointed cut that its pro-Ally sentiment was typical]

of the whole American nation. And Germany was warned that if

more innocent people were killed and neutral ships torpedoed,

American anger might be all the more terrible because it had

been so long suppressed by a desire to maintain neutrality.

Lusi tania

9

To THE NEW REPUBLIC the sinking of the Lusitania
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emphasized the dependence of the United States on British mari-

time supremacy. It appeared that if German submarines should

render British sea power ineffective, disaster would result not

only to the Empire but to American trade.

However, the magazine confirmed Germany's right to

sink ships carrying contraband, out insisted that despite the

difficulties presented by the limitations on submarines, caused

by their nature, no snips should be sunk until warning had been

given and the safety of passengers and crew assured,.

The editors declared a war with Germany would be a

calamity for the United States. The United States would win,

but there would be moral damage., including racial cleavage.

At the same time, the magazine took the opportunity

to criticize again British encroachments on shipping. It was

admitted that Germany was acting barbarously, but Britain was

using the same argument that military necessity warranted the

breaking of international law. The phrase "A plague on both

your houses" would sum up the magazine's attitude, and the Unit-

ed. States government was praised for the firmness end finality

with which it had resisted the attempt of both belligerents to

write their own national policies and interests into public law^

The next week, the editors reached the conclusion that

Germany had a just grievance against international law which

made it so difficult for her to break the British blockade with-

out offendin- neutrals. The editors declared the German claim

of military necessity was very real since the flow of American





arms tc Britain might win the war for the Allies, and civilians

should not be insurance for vessels carrying war goods. At the

same time it was almost impossible for the Germans to get these

arms fcr themselves due to British sea power. However, the

editors maintained that German butchery had corrupted their sub-p

stantial claim against international law.

And the editors repudiated the idea that the United .

States should voluntarily surrender the right of its citizens to

sell munitions to the Allies. International law should not be

written during the heat and confusion of actual hostilities* ^

Later, the magazine was tc declare, "The German Go-

vernment planned with utmost premeditation to kill one hundred

inoffensive American citizens who were behaving as they had a

12
moral and legal right tc behave." Germany was cautioned that

American public opinion condemned it as criminal and some day

that opinion would count.

A series of articles in the summer of 1915 pointed out

that the sinking of the Lusitania bared the imminent clash be-

tween American and German interests. The German note in reply

tc the American note of protest was not well received in the

United States. Many Americans called fcr a break in diplomatic

relations, and a strong minority who felt that the Allies were

fighting our war clamored for American intervention.

In June of 1915, TEE NEW REPUBLIC addressed itself to

that strong pro-Allied minority. The editors agreed with much

of their attitude. They agreed the cause fcr which the Allies
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had begun fighting ten months before was, on the whole, a good

cause. The invasion of Belgium proved Germany to be an aggres-

sor, and the United States must not shun its responsibilities.

Yet, the editors remained firm. The nation must not

abandon its traditional neutrality. And if the country should

be forced into war by Germany, the challenge would be accepted

with extreme reluctance.

American Participation

As long as the Allies were in danger of being over-

whelmed, then, it was felt, American participation in the war

might be proper. But, the editors were convinced that although

Germany might hold off the Allies, she could not defeat them.

Instead, the editors were concerned with the fear that if the

Allies crushed Germany, there could not be a just and lasting

peace settlement. Europe would be carved up to suit Allied im-

perialism rather than the interests of democracy. And American

power on the side of the Allies would mean the crushing defeat

of Germany,

TEE NEW REPUBLIC believed the price for a decisive

American influence upon the peace negotiations would be too high

Decisive influence would go to the nation which had sacrificed

greatly for the cause and still possessed military strength.

The United States was not prepared to lose a million men in or-

der to have a sav about the disposition of Trieste and Constan-

tinople. As a result, American influence would count as much as

a neutral as it would as a belligerent which had contributed
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money and supplies but not human lives. Besides, there ought

to be one disinterested great power at the peace table. THE

NEW REPUBLIC nominated the United States for the role.

That spring congressional debate oegan on the question

of a national defense budget, and THE NEW REPUBLIC came out in

favor of a moderate increase in the armed forces and immediately

had to defend itself against charges of militarism made by some

liberals. The magazine pointed out a lesson of history that un-

preparedness never had prevented the nation from plunging into

war. At the same time, Switzerland was used as the model of a

nation which was known to be pacific yet was well armed. The

intelligent pacifist was defined as one who set himself the

task of finding answers to international problems, of develop-

ing the peaceful organization of the world, and of removing the

causes of aggression, kna the magazine advised the pacifist to

begin at home, using Pan-Americanism as the opportunity of ac-

quiring experience in international organization. To quote the

editors, "We have littl-3 faiDli in pacifism which is mere laissez

faire, in the doctrine that peace is the vacuum created by the

14absence of war."

In the summer the debate on national defense contin-

ued. THE NEW REPUBLIC took the debate as the occasion to re-

state its rejection of both radical pacifism and radical mili-

tarism.

"it takes two to make peace. . . tc be
non-resistant must mean, then, that one
regards nothing as unendurable, even the





loss of what one loves or admires
cr have sworn to serve and protect. 11^

The editors declared one cannot hate lawlessness and

brutality without hating those who perpetrate cr instigate them.

The proper projects for peace-loving men were disarmament and

isinternational court, and publicity for diplomatic negotiations.

As for preparedness, the magazine declared, "The lack

of military preparedness in a country like the United States in-

creases the ccst without diminishing the danger of war." It was

again argued that if provoked, no lacK of armament would prevent

the nation from declaring war.

The magazine was convinced the preparedness meant the

clear-sighted adoption of a new foreign policy to meet the new

facts of the world. And upon the basi3 of that policy, military

power should be created to uphold it. Assisting the armed forces

would be moral and economic weapons such as boycott, discriminate

ing neutrality, and other non-military pressure. Any new foreign

policy would involve an understanding with the British Empire,

the A, B, G powers of South America, and the general idea con-

tained in a league of peace.
7

Meaning of American Neutrality

Meanwhile the United Stages was, selling arms and mu-

nitions to the belligerents. Because of the British blockade,

Lt meant the 8rms were sold to Allied powers, net tc the >ermans

,

EKE NEW REPUBLIC admitted it was just as neutral tc ban the sale

Df munitions to all belligerents as it was to offer them to both

vhen it was obvious only one party had the sea power to import
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