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tars’ case and the Paper Trust case.
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THE evidence submitted by the official “White,” “Orangs” and “Gray
|} Books” of the warring nations were snalyzed as a lawyer amalyzes the.
‘ ‘evidence in his cases, who would be found responsible for the European
YIwar? This evidence was submitted to James M. Beck, formerly assistant
attorney general of the United States and a leader of the New York bar, who
| has argued many of the most important cases before the supreme court,
e Mhmthhm“mmM

Mr. Beck's argument of this, the greatest of the world’s cases, that of
the Double Alliance vs, the Triple Entente before the Supreme Court of
4| Civilization, is presented here, and is one of the most interesting articles
mnhﬂ&hwﬂobwq“mdhmmbﬂrﬁ’

By James M. Beck.

ET us suppose that in this year
of dis-Grace, Nineteen Hundred
and Fourteen, there had ui.ud.l
as let us prdy will one day exist,

a supreme court of civilization, before
which the sovereign nations could 1itl-
gate their Aifferences without resort
to the iniquitous ana less effective ap-
peal to the arbitrament of arms,

. Let us further suppose that each of
the contending nations had = suffi-

wient leaven of Christianity to have
its grievances adjudged® not by the
ethics of the cannon or the rifle, but
by the eternal criterion of justice.

What would be the judgment of that

saugust tribunal?

Any discussion of me ethical merits
of this great controversy must start
with the assumption that there I=s

. much a thing as international moral-
ity.

This fundamental axiom, upon which
the entire basis of clvillzation neces-
garily rests, is challenged by a amall
class of intellectua]l perverts.

SBome of these hold that moral con-

' siderations "must be -~ subordinated
either to military necessity or =so-
called manifest destiny. This is the
yBernhard{ doctrine, -

. B Otherg teach that war is a beneficent

ity, and that all nations engaged

*it mra therefore equally justified.
On this theory, all of the now contend-
Ang nations are but victims of an irre-
sistible current of events, and the

. highest duty of the state ia to prepare
" ftself for the systematic extermina-
tion, when necessary, of its neighbors.

Notwithstanding the clever plati-
tudes under which both these doctrines

are velled, all morally sans minds ars ..

- agreed that this war is a great crime
agalnat civilization, and the only open
" question is, which of the two contend-
ing groups of powers is morally re-
sponsible for t.at crime?
+ Was Austria justified in declaring
war against Bervia?
Was Germany justified in declaring
‘war against Russia and France?
Was England justified in declaring
- wir against Garmany?
As the last of these questions is the
most easlly disposed of it may be con-
sldered first,

England’s Justification.

#4 England's justification rests upon
the solemn treaty of 1839, whereby
Prussia, France, England, Austria and
Russia *“became the guarantors,” of
the “‘perpetual neutrality” of Belgium,
as rqaffirmed by Count Bismarck, then
chancellor of the German empire, on
July 22,1870, and as even more recent-
1y reaffirmed in the striking fact dis-
closed In the Belglan “Uray Book."

In the spring of 1913, a debate was
in progress In the budget committee
of the reichstag with referance to the

- milltafy budget. In the course of the
le:’u. the German secretary of state
paid:

“The neutrality of Belgium Is de-
termined by Internatfonal conventions,

.sand Germany is resolved to respect
these conventions.” .
To conflirm this solemn assuranced,

the minister of war added in the same

debate:

“Belgium does not play any part in
the justifigation of the German scheme
of military reorganization. The scheme
is justified by the position of matters
in the east. Germany will not lose
sight of the fact that Belgian neu-
trality s guaranteed by i{nternational
treatiea™
L A year later, on July 31, 1914, Herr
- von Below, the German minister at

assured the Belglan depart-

. mant of state that he knew of 4 dec-

laration which thes German chancellor

& made In 1811, to the effect “that

4 irmany had no Intention of violating

~our neutrality,” and “that he was cer-

_ tain that the sentiments to which ex-

. pression was givén at that time had not

© changed.” (Seo Belgian "Gray Book,”

~ Nos. 11 and 12.)

5 It seams unnecessary to discuss the
wanton disregard of thésé solemn ob-
ligations and protestations, when the
present chancellor of the German em-

~ _pire, in his speech to the Reichstag and

~ to theworld on August 4, 1914, frank-
fiy admitted that the action of the Ger-
man military machine in invading Bel-

- glum was a wrong. He said:

3 “We are nowein a sta
and necessity . ln?:’l

and Bernhardl, that each nation Is
justified in exerting its physlcal power
to the utmost in defense of its selfish
interests. Thers is no novelty in this
gospeél. Its only surprising feature is
its revival in the twentieth century.
It was taught far more effectively by
Machiavelll in his treatise, “The
Prince,” wherein he glorified the pol-
lcy of Cesare Borgia in tramping the
weaker states of Italy under foot by
ruthless terrorism, unbridled ferocity,
and the basest deception. Indeed, the
wanton destfuction of Belgium Is sim-
ply Borglaism amplified ten-thou-
sandfold by the mechanical resources
of modern war.

Unless our boasted civilization is the
thinnest veneering of barbarism; un-
tess the law of the world is in fact
only the ethies of the rifle and the
conscience of thé cannon; unless man-
kind after uncounted centuries has
made no real advance in political
morality beyond that of the cave
dweller, then this answer of Germany
cannot satisfy the *“‘decent respegt to
the opinions of mankind.,” Germany's
contention that a treaty of peace is
“a scrap of paper,” to be disre-
garded at will when required by the
selfish interests of one contracting
party, is8 the negation of all that civi-
lization stands for.

Belgium_ has been crucified in the
face of the world, Its innocence of any
offense, until It was attacked, is too
clear for argument. Its voluntary im-
molation to preserve its solemn guar-
antee of neutrality will “plead ,liko
angels, trumpet tongued, against the
deep damnation of its taking off." On
that iassue the supreme ¢ t could
have no ground for doubt or hesitation..

Its judgment would be speedy and in-
exorable,

A’ War of Diplomats.,

The remaining two lssues, above re-
ferred to, are not so simple. Primarily
and perhaps exclusively, the ethical
question turns upon the issues ralsed
by -the communications which passeld
between the variou¥ chancellories of
Europe in the last week of July, for
it is the amazing feature of this great-
est of all wars that it was precipl-
tated by diplomats and assuming tha'
all the diplomats sincerely desired a
peaceful solution of the questions

ised by the Austrian ultimatum
(which is by no means clear), it was
the result of ineffective diplomacy and
clumsy diplomacy at that. *

T quite appreciate the distinction be-
tween the immediate causes of a war
and the anterior and more fundamen-
tal causes; nevertheless, with the
world in a state of summer peace on
July 28, 1314, an issue, gravely affect.
ing the integrity of nations and the
balance of power in Europe, is sud-
Wenly precipitated by the Austrian ulti-
matum, and thereafter and for the
space of about a week a geries of diplo-
matic communications passed between
the chancellories of Europe, designed
on thelr face to prevent a war and yet
80 ineffective that the avar iz precipi-
tated and the fearful Rubicon crossed
hefore the world knew, except imper-
fectly, the pature of the differences
batween thegm-ernments involved. The
ethical aspects of this’ great conflict
must largely depend upon the record
that has been made up by the official
communications which can, therefore,
be treated as documentary evidence In
a ltigated case,

A substantial part of that record ia
already before the court of publie
opinion in the British and German
“White Papers” and the Russian “Or-
ange Paper,” and the purpose of this
articie is to discuss what judgment an
fmpartial and dispassionate court would
render upon the issues thus ralsed and
the evidence thus submitted.

The Suppression by Germany
and Austria of Vitally Im-
portant Documents.

Primarily “such a ecourt would be
deeply impressed not only by what the
record ‘as thus made up. discloses, but
also by the significant omissions of
documents known to be in existence,

The official defense of England and
Russia does not apparently show any
failure on the of either to sub-
mit ail of the ments in their pos-
sessiop, but the German “White Pa-
per” on its face discloses the suppres-
slon of documents of vital importance,
while Austria has as yet falled to sub-
mit any of the documentary evidence
in its possession,

We know from the German “White
Paper”"—even if we did not conclude
A8 a matter of irresistible Inference—
that many important communications
passed in this crisis between ,Germany
and Austria, and it is probable that
some communications must also have
passed between those two countries
and Italy. Italy, despite its embar-
rassing position, owes to the world
the duty of a full disclosure What
such disclosure would probably show
is indicated by her deliberate conclu-
slon that her allies had commenced an
:che war, which released her

rom any obligation under the tri

¥

kept in the secret archives of Berlin
and Vienna. -

Thus in_the official apology for Ger-
many it is stated that, in spite of the
refusa] of Austria to accept the propo-
sitlon of Sir Edward Grey to treat the
Servian reply ‘“as a basis for further
conservations,”

“we (Germany) continued our me-
diatory efforts to the utmost and ad-
vised Vien to 'make 'any possible
compromise ‘onsistent with the dig-
nity of the monarchy.

(German “White Paper."”)

This would be more convincing If
the German foreign office in giving
other diplomatic documents had only
added the text of the advice which it
thus gave Vienna,

The same significant omission will
be found when the same officlal de-
fense states that on July 29 the Ger-
man government advised Austria “to
begin the conversations with Mr.
Sazonof.” But here again the text is
not found among the documents which
the German forelgn office has given
to- the world,. The communications,
which passed between that office and
its ambassadoras in St. Petersburg,
Paris, and London, are given in
extenso, but among the 27 communica-
tions appended to the German officlal
defense it is most significant that not
a single communication i given of
the many which passed from Beriin to
Vienna and only one that passed from
Vienna to Berlin. This cannot be an
accident. Germany has seen fit to
throw the vei] of secrecy over the text
of its communications to Vienna, al-
though professing to give the purport
of a few of them.

Until Germany is willing to put the
most important documents in its pos-
session In evidence, it must not be sur-
prised that the world, remembering
Bismarck's garbling of the Ems dis-
patch, which precipitated the Franco-
Prussian war, will be incredulous as to
the gincerity of Germany's mediatory
efforts.

Austria’s Case Against Servia.
To discuss the justice of Austria's
+* grievances against BServia would take
us outside the documentary record and
into the realm of disputed facts and
would expand this discussion far be-
yond reasonable length. WSS
Let us therefore suppose arguendo
that our Imaginary ¢ourt would com-
mence its consideration with the as-
sumption that Austria had a Jjust
Er ageinst Servia, and that the
murder*of the archduke on June 29,
1914, while in fact committed by Aus-
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Argued By JAMES M. BECK,
Former Assistant Attorney General of the United States.

ed in the right manner to redr:ss her
grievance.

The Secrecy of the Plan of
the Double Alliance.

On June 28, 1914, the Austrian crown
prince was murdered at Serajevo, For
nearly a month there was no action
by Austria, and no public statement
whatever of its intentions. Tho worid
jrofoundly sympathized with Austria
in its new trouble, and espacially with
it aged monarch, who like King Lear
was “as full of grief &8s years and
wretched in both.”

The Servian government had form-
erly disclaimed any complicity with
the assamsination, and had pledged
itself to punish any Serviaan citizen
implicated therein,

From time to time, from Jume 28 to
July 23, there came semi-iaspired in-
timations from Vienpa that that coun-
try intended to act{ with greatr sclf-
restraint and in the most pacific man-
ner. Never was it e¢ven hLints1 that
Germany and Austria were abour (o
apply in a time of profound peace a
match to the powder magazine of Fu-
rope,

This is strikingly shown by the first
Jetter in the English “White Paper”
from 8Sir Edward Grey to 8ir H. Rum-
bold, dated July 29, 1914, 1t is one of
the most significant documents in Lhe
entire correspondence. At tha time this
letter was written it is eltogethar prob.
able that Austria's arrogant and most
unreasonable ultimatum had already
been framed and approved In Vienna,
and possibly in Berlin and yet Sir
Edward Grey, the foreign minister of
2 great and friendly country, had so
little . knowledge of Austru'y policy
that he
“asked the German ambassado~ today
(July 20) if helha%inn:'rmnew:hnt wh:&
was goin n en 1 T
to Servia™ N!l"ha German 'amwmor
replied “that he had nol, but Avstria

certainly going to take ' some

was
& -

‘3{- Edward &rer adds that he told
the German ambassador that he had
learned that Count Berchtold, the Aus-
trian foreign minigter,
th

cleared up.
minister then replied
e desirable “if Russia
could act as a mediator with regard to
Servia,” so) that the first suggestion

. that the Austrian gover
ment would n?: do anything until

n-
toftba Ehﬂc &I:

. THE CASE OF

then decelving Sir Edward Grey, on
the theory that the true function of an
ambassador is “to lie for his country,”
or the thunderbolt was being launched
with such secrecy that even the Ger-
man ambassador in England did not
know what was then in progress.

The British ambassador at Vienna
reports to Sir Edward Grey:

*“The delivery at Belgrade on July
23 of the note to Bervia was preceded
by a periogd of absolute silence at the
Ballplatz.”

He proceeds to say that with the
exception of the German ambassador at
Vienna—note the significance of the
exception—not a single member of the
diplomatic corps knew anything of the
Austrian -ultimatum and that the
French ambassador when he visited tha
Austrian foreign office on July 28, was
not only kept in ignorance that the ul-
timatum had actually been issued, but
was given the impression that it tone
was moderate. Even the Italian am-
bassador was not taken into Count
Berchtold's confidence,

[Dispateh from Bir M. de Bunsen to Bir

Edward Greéy, dated Sept. 1, 1914.]

Did Germany Know Of or In-
spire the Ultimatum?

The interesting and important ques-
tion here suggests itself whether Ger-
many had knowledge of and approved
in advance the Austrian ultimatum.
If 1t did, it was guilty of duplicity, for
the German Ambassador at St. Peters-
burg gave the Russian minister of for-
eign affalrs an express assurance that
“the German vernment had no
knowledge of the text of the Austrian
noté before it was handed In and had
not exercisad any influence on its con-
tents. It is a mis to attribute to
Germany a threatening attitude.™

[Russian “Orange Paper,” No, 18.)

This statement is Inherently improb-
able. Austria was the weakér of the
two allies, and it was Germany's saber
it was rattiing in the face of Europe.
Obviously Austria could not have pro-
ceeded to extreme measures, which It
was recognized from the first would
antagonize Russia, unless she nad the
support of Gerniany, and there is a

- probability, amounting to a moral cer-

tainty, that she would not have com-
mitted herself and Germany to the pos-
sibility of a European war without first
congulting Germany.

Moreover, we have the testimohy of
Sir M. de Bunsen, the English ambas-
sador in Vienna, who advised Sir lkd-
ward Grey that he had “private in-
formation that she German ambas-
sador (at Vienna) knew the text of
the Austrian ultimatum to Servia be-
fore it wag dispatched and ; tele-
graphed it to the -German emperor,”
and that the German ambassador him-
self “indorses every line of It." (Eng-

ple Entente .

we find that the German foreign of-
fice admits that it was consulted by
Austria previous to the'ultimatum and
not only approved of Austria’s course
but literally gave her a carts blanche
to proceed.

This point seems so important in de-
termining the sincerity of Germln_y'-
attitude and pacific protestations that
we quote in extemso, After referring
to the previous fritcion between Aus-
tria and Servia, the German “White
Paper” says: .

“In_ view of these tlrcumsiandss
Austria had to admit that it would not
e consistent either with the dignity
or self preservation of the monarchy
to look on longer at the operations on
the other side of the border without
taking atcion. The Austro-Hungarian
government advised us of thig view of
the situation and asked our opinion
in the matter. We were able to assure
our ally most heartily of our agree-
ment with her view of the situation
and to assure her that any action that
she might consider it necessary to
tuke in order to put an end to the
movement In Bervia directed agalnst
the existence of the Austro-Hungarian
monarchy would receive our approval,
We were fully aware In this connec-
tion that warlilke moves on the part
of Austro-Hungary against Servia
would bring Rusaia into the question
and might draw us into a war In ac-
cordance with our duties as an ally.”

- Bir M. de Bunsen's credible testi-

‘mony i8 further confirmed by the fact

that the British ambassador at Berlin

in his letter of July 22, to Sir Edward

Grey, states that on the preceding

night (July 21) he had met the Ger-

man gecretary of state for forelgn af- .
fairs, and an allusion was made to a

possible action by Austrid,

“His excellency was evideantly of
opinion that this step on. Austria’'s
part would have been made ere this,
He insisted that the gquestion at issue
was one for settlament between Bervia
and Austrin alone, and that there
should be no interference from outside

in the discussions between those two
countries.

He adds that while he had regarded -
it As advisable that bhis country
should approach Austria-Hungary in
the matter, he had
‘on several occasions in conversation
with the Bervian minister emphasized
the extreme Iimportan that Austro-
Servian relations should be put on a
proper footing."”

{English ‘““Whits Paper,” No. 2.)

Here wWe have the first statement of
Germany’s position in the matter, a po-
sition which subsequent events showed
to De entirely untenable, but to which
Germany tenasl adhered to the
very end, and which 418 much to pre-
ecipitate the war. Forgetful of the
solidarity of European civilization, and
the fact that by policy and diplomatic
intercourse continuing through many
centuries a United European States
exists, even though its organization be
as yet inchoate, he took tha ground
that Austria should be permitted to
proceed to aggressive measures
against Bervia without interference
from any other power, even though, as
was Inevitable, the humiliation of
Servia would destroy the status of the
Balkan states and even threaten the
European balance of power.

No space need be taken in convine-
ing any reasonable man that this
Austrian ultimatum to Bervia was
brutal in its tone and unreasonabls in
its demands. It would be difficuilt to
find in history a more offensive decu-
ment, and its Iniquity was enhanced
by the short shriving time which it
gave either Servia or Europe., Servia
had 43 hours to- answer whether it
would compromise its sovereignty, and
virtually admit its complicity in a
crime which it had steadily disavowed.
As the Tull text of the ultimatum first
reached the foreign chancelleries near-
1y 24 hours after {ts service upon
Servia, the other European nations
had barely a day to conslder what
could be done to preserve the peace of ’
Europe before that peace was fatally
compromised,

(English ““White Paper,” No. 6: Rus-
. slan “Orange Paper,” No, 2.)

Further confirmation that the Ger-
man foreign office did have advancs
knowledge of at least the substanee of
the ultimatum is shown by the fact
that on the day the ultimatum was is-
sued the chancellor of the Germ em-
pire instructed the German am
dors in Paris, L.ondon and St. Petets-
burg to advise the English, French and
Russgian governments that
“the acts as well as the demands of
the Aunstro - Hungarian government
'i:?:dn'?t but be looked upon as justi-

(German “White Paper,” Annex 1 B.)

How c¢ould Germany thus indorse
the “demands of the ultimatum?

The hour when these instructions
were sent is not given, so that it does
not follow that these significant in-
structions were necessarily prior to
the service of the ultimatum at Bel-
grade at 6 p..m. Nevertheless,. as the
ultimatum did not reach the other
capitals of Furope until the following
day, as the diplomatic correspondence
clearly shows, it seems [Improbabls
that the German forelgn office would
have issued this very carefully pre-
pared and formal warning to the
other powers on July the 234 unless it
had not only knowledge of Austria’'s
intention to serve the ultimatum but
also at least of the substance thereof.

While it may be that Ge ¥, while
indorsing in blank the policy of Aus-
tria, purposely refrained fram exum-
ining the text of the communication,
so that it could thereafter ¢laim that
it was not responmble for Austrin’s
action—a pollcy which would not lés-
sen the discreditable ¢ =r of the
whole business—yet the more reason-
able assumptlion ‘is that the simultane-
ous issuance of Austria’s nltimatum at
Belgrade and Geérmany’s warning to
the powers were the resuilt of a dfon-
certed action and had a comamon pus-
pose. No cgurt or jury., reasoning
along ' the ordinary inferences of hu-
man life, would question this conclu-
sion for a mothen )

The communica from the Ger-
man foreign office last referred to an-
ticipates that Bervia “will refuse to

- Hzation can be betrayed by a Judas

" may have been, his attitude was not -

- mobilize does not justify  the war.
- Mobllization does not necesparily mean

The German gmbassadors In the
t.ltxore? capitals were Instructed '

ay particular stress ew

that the Shove ttkiion °Tn ‘e e

e w evo ‘

upon Austria-Hungary and !'::ﬂl.mllﬂy

one which the powers should v

strive to coufine to the two countries

conce. 4

and he added that Germany strongly
deﬂMm & -
“that a spute be localized, since
any lnmmal‘:n- of another power, on »
account of various allignce obli-
gations, would bring conseqiencea im-
posible to measure.”

This is one of the most significant
documents’ in . the whole correspond-
ence. If Germany were as ignorant
as her amba at London affected
to be of the Austrian polley and alti-
matum, and Germany was not then
Instigating an® supporting Austria in
its perllous course, why should the
German “thancellor have served this
threatening notice upon BEngland,
France and Russia, that Austria must
be left free to make war upon Servia,
and that any attempt to intervene in
bghalf of the weaker’ nation would
“bring conscquences impossible to
measure ' L ] «

(German "White Pdper,” Annex 1 B.)

A few days later the imperial chan-
cellor sent to the confederated govern- .
ments of Germany a confidential come-
munication in which he recognized the
possibility that Russia might feel it a
duty “to take the part of Servia in
her dispute with Austria - Hungary."
Why, again, If Austria’s case was - so
clearly justifiable? The imperial chan-
cellor added that
“If Russia feels constrained to take

sldes with Bervia in this conflict, she
certainly has a right to do it.”

but added that If Russia did thils it
would in effect challenge the integ-
rity of the Austro-Hungarisn mon-
archy, and that Russia would therefore
alone—
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“bear the responsibility if a European
WAr arises fF:'-om the Austro-Servian

queuucig. which all the rest of the
r:*t iuropean powers wish to local-

In this significant confidential com-
munication the German chancellor de-
clares the sfrong interest which Ger-
many had in the punishment of Ber-
via by Austria. He says “our clogest
interests therefore summon us to.the
side of Austria-Hungary,” and he adds
that L]

“If contrary to hope, the trouble should
spread, owing to the Intervention of

:ilula. then, true to our duty as an
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ally, we should have tb su the
ne :ﬁmoriuz monarchy with tg entire
might of the German empire. |
(Germam * ite Paper,” Annex 2) .

It ia a rather curious and signifi-

cant fact that while ev%ul.bw:;

&

ment j@rghc German

has a date, this very important doeu-
ment, in which the German chancellor
asks the confederated governments of
Germany to gird on thelr swords in
preparation for & European bears
no date. As the documents sre ar-
ranged chronologically and as this
dccument is placed between the. com-
munication. above referred=to of July
23 and a telegram rron} Vienna eof
July 24 the inference' would: be
that it was sent between those. dates.
If so, It staggers ordinary credulity to
belleve that this portentous warning
to the constituents of the German em-
pire to prepare for “ths day” should _
not have been written with - full -
knowledge of the Austrian ultimatum,
which had only been Issued on July
23 and only reached the other capitals
of Europs on July 34. Nevertheless,
the document itself would indicate that
it was written after Servia's reply on <
the 25th; but as Germany expectsd on
its own admission a mnﬂv‘ reply
from BServia, it is still possible, al-
though not probable, that this eonfl. -
dential warning was written either on
the 234 or the 24th. The probability
is that this undated document was
written shortly after July 25, and 1t
certainly discloses no expectation of
and possibly no desire for a peaceful .
solution of the problem. Why should ,
the date of this Important docum
have been omitted? .

Efforts to Maintain Peace. *

IF reaching its conclusion our im-
aginary court would pay little atten-
tlon to mere professions of a desire
for peace. A nation, like an individeal, -
can covertly stab the peace of another
while saying, “Art thou in heaith, my
brother?" and evem the peace of clvi-

L 1

it =Sy XY N'%

0

»
- e e e

kiss. Professlons of peace belong to
thae cant of diplomacy and have always
characterized AQe mont bellicose of S
nations, . Y

No war in modern times has been -
begun without the aggreasor pretend- .
ing that his nation wished nothing but .
peace, and invoking Pivine ald for fts
murderous policy. To paraplhrase the
words of Lady Teazle on a noted oc-
casion when Blr Joseph Burface talked.
much of “honor.” it might be as well
in such instances to leave the name
of God out of-the question.

If the kalser were sina~re, and he
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that of "his fdrelgn office. 'Upon the
face of the record we have only pis
cwn Aassurance that he was ng
everything to® preserve peace, but the
steps that he took or the communica-
tions ‘he made to Influence Austria
ars not found in the formal défense
which the German government has
given to the world. The kaiser can
only convince the world of his Inno-
cence of the crime of his Potsdam
camarilla by giving the world the text
of any advice he gave the Austrian
vfficlals. He has produced bis tels-
grams to the czar. Where ure those he
presumably sent to Francis Joseph or
Count Herchtold? Where ace the In-
structions he gave his ambassadors og
forelgn minister? ;

Mobilization of the Natoins.
The excuse of Germany that Lhe
mobilization of Russia compelied it to
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aggression, but Yy Ppreparation.
If Russia had thmt-»_m,
Lecause Austria mobilized, Germany
equally had the righit to mobllize whar
Russia mobilized, but it does not'fol-
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