To the Editor of the Woman Citizen:

I have been requested by several subscribers to the Woman
Citizen to express my personal views concerning the League of Nations
eand the Dolltlc 1 snarl in which it seems to have been entangled. Per-
heps my known non-partisen attitude may have led to these requests and
and the inquirers may have hoped that I might point a way for safe
passage to definite conclusions thro ugh the bewildering controversy.
I 40 not know that I can help any one to & clearcr understanding, but
with your premission I will try. It will be my aim in so doing to
discuss the question in a strictly non-partisen meanner.

I am myself a farm believer in the League of Nations. 1
am no new convert. I endorsed the idea many years ago when I read that
such & plan had be
ways hoped it mig
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en proposcd intermittently for some centuries, and al=-
ht come in my day. I feel toward those who claim to
ue but not in this one as I have felt Lom rd those who
ve in Woman Suffrage but found the times never ready
thod quite wnsuitable.
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When the Covenant came from the Peace i on, I confess
to disappointment over some of its provisions, b ; ving had consid-
erable experience in efforts to get many minds, T.H"_' those of dif-
fering races and nationalities, to come to agreement ﬂdCf st00d better

tory to any one per-
rromise of meny
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7 that no covenant can be made quite sstisfac
~ nation, since its composition must come by com;
ring views.
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To me it was & wonde 11 achievement that any sort of League
of Nations eventuated from the we 1st as a mother thinks a cross-
eyed baby is better then no bdby at 8 so do I regard the Leegue of
Wationq "iﬂ the hand"” as a g3 e over a League "in the bush"e.

can be straiqategxa in *V lays of science; and the CO¥~
be amendede.

I belicv in the ILe 2 Becamse war is an atrocity which
£ world calling itself civilized. 2. Because

men are iigu"fa ; nake an end of war without the aid oL some
war abolishing 3) 3. Because all proposals ever offered fro the
avoidance of war h : ied and have failed except one-a League of
Nations; ther i ied 4, Because the Covenant of the Lea=-
gue proposes & union of & he wor i the very definite purpose of
making an end of war. b. Because it r rides for the substitution of
arbitration for the killing of men as & more civilized method of settlw-
ing international differences. 6, Beceuse it provides for an Internationasl
Court which may intervret international law and to which internstional
guestions may be referred. 7. Beca ﬂse it provider for the reduction of
armies and navies to the smallest force necessary for the msintenance of
national safety. 8. Because it prov16es for the abolition of compulsory
military training and vast armies which always tend to bring on wars.

9, Because it provides for an economic boycott to bring rec aloltrant nge
tions to terms, with force used only as the last resort. 10. Because it
provides for tne abol1tlo“ of secret treaties which have been one potent
cause of ear. 1l. Because it imposes an obstacle against the spread of
imperialism, or grabbing territory of rival nations, as Germany sn
Austre stole Schleswig-Holstein from Denmark, and England seized portions
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