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the sound principle of international juri«prudence, to
all her aUies refusing to give guarantee of their neutrality.
As France could move faster than Russia, the GermaiiH

turned the force of their arms upon her. They under-
took to reach her by way of what they supposed to be
the lines of least resistance. These lay through the
neutral states of Belgium and Luxemburg. They claime<l
that France had already violated the neutrality of both
by invasion rnd by the flying of their war airships over
them, and they marched their columns into lx)th.

Belgium resisted. The Germans offered to guarantee
the independence and integrity of Belgium and indemnify
her for all loss or injury if she would not further resist
the passage of German troops over her soil. She still

refused and turned to Great Britain. Great Britain now
intervened, and in the negotiations with Germany de-
manded as the puce of her neutrality that Germany
should not use her navy against either France or Russia
and should desist from her military movements through
Belgium, and when the Germans asked to be assured
that Great Britain herself would respect the neutrality
of Belgium throughout the entire war on the basis of
the fulfilment of her requirements by Germany, the
British Government made no reply, but declared war on
Germany.

And so we have the alignment. Germany, Austria,
and probably Bulgaria on one side, Russia, Servia,
Montenegro, Belgium, France, and England on the other,
and rivers of blood have already flowed. And we stand
gaping at each other, and each is asking the others who
did it. Whoso is the responsibility, and what will be
the outcome ? Now if I have not already answered the
former question I shall not Iry to answer it. I shall
leave each one, in view of the account I have given, to


