
Two American Viewpoints of the Treaty of Versailles 
 
Posted below are two American viewpoints of the Treaty of Versailles. The viewpoint of Woodrow Wilson 
explains the reasons why he feels the treaty must be ratified. The viewpoint of Henry Cabot Lodge explains 
why he feels that the treaty should not be ratified while it contains Article 10 of the League of Nations. 
 

Viewpoint 1 
Woodrow Wilson (President) 

Reasons the USA must ratify the Treaty of 
Versailles 

Viewpoint 2 
Henry Cabot Lodge (Senator, MA) 

Reasons the USA should not ratify the Treaty 
of Versailles 

 
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, to make, not treaties alone, but the accepted 
principles of international law as well, the actual rule 
of conduct among the governments of the world, had 
been one of the agreements accepted from the first as 
the basis of peace with the Central Powers. The 
statesmen of all the belligerent countries were agreed 
that such a league must be created to sustain the 
settlements that were to be effected… The League of 
Nations was the practical statesman’s hope of success 
in many of the most difficult things he was 
attempting… 
 
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 a 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… 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… 
… We cannot turn back… America shall in truth show 
the way… 
 
Source: Baker and Dodd, eds, The Public Papers of Woodrow Wilson, I, 537-552. 

 
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 
now before us we create a number of new contacts, a 
number of new relations, which nations have not 
undertaken before to create… 
 
Not even the wisest and most optimistic of reformers 
can change the geography of the globe. They say 
communication has quickened enormously. The 
Atlantic Ocean is not what it was as a barrier, or the 
Pacific either, I suppose. But do not forget that even 
under modern conditions the silver streak, the little 
channel only twenty miles wide, was England’s 
bulwark [protection] and defense in the last war. Do 
not underrate the three thousand miles of the Atlantic. 
It was on that that the Monroe Doctrine, the corollary 
of Washington’s policy, rested. 
 
Source: The Lodge-Lowell Debate on the Proposed League of Nations, Held in 
Boston, March 191, 1919. Boston. Old Colony Trust Co., 1919, 11-12. 
 
… Article 10…pledges us to guarantee the political 
independence and the territorial integrity against 
external aggression of every nation a member of the 
League… That is, every nation of the earth. We ask no 
guarantees; we have no endangered frontiers; but we 
are asked to guarantee the territorial integrity of every 
nation practically in the world – it will be when the 
League is complete… 
 
… If that League with that article had existed in 18th 
century, France could not have assisted this country to 
win the Revolution. If that league had existed in 1898 
we could not have interfered and rescued Cuba from 
the clutches of Spain; we should have brought a war 
on with all the nations of the world. 
 
Source: Lodge-Lowell Debate, 19-20. 
 

 


