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gion of illustrations and a more comprehensive index. These, how-
ever, are merely minor criticisms of an excellent book. It is a wel-
come addition to the literature of the Harding era.

Stephen F. Austin State University,
Nacogdoches, Texas Robert S. Maxwell

The Irreconcilables: The Fight Against the League of Nations. By
Ralph Stone. (Lexington: The University Press of Kentucky,
1970. Pp. 208. Notes, appendix, bibliographical essay, index.
$9.95.)

The irreconcilables are often depicted as having been the victors
in the Senate struggle over the Treaty of Versailles and the League of
Nations in 1919 and 1920. In the sense that they achieved their goal
of keeping the United States out of the League, they were victorious;
but, as Ralph Stone clearly points out, they were not mere negativists
nor motivated by only personal or political gain. Their reasons for
opposing the treaty as harmful to the interests of the United States—
or of mankind—were based on principle, although the principles were
likely to be quite diverse when one considers the irreconcilables indi-
vidually. Within the battalion of death were “conservatives and lib-
erals, pacifists and militarists, imperialists and anti-imperialists, iso-
lationists and internationalists . . . more a cross section of the nation
than an ideologically homogeneous minority” (p. 178).

Early in the treaty fight the irreconcilables took the initiative
and maintained it throughout most of the struggle, ever keeping their
views before the Senate and the public and making most effective the
influence they had. But there were, even at the end, only sixteen
bitter enders. How could they have achieved their goal when they
constituted only one sixth of the Senate? Stone sees, first, the im-
portance of the talents of the irreconcilables themselves, among whom
were “several of the outstanding senators of the twentieth century”
(p. 2). Second, the political situation played into their hands. The
Republicans in the 1918 election had won control of the Senate by the
barest margin; the new majority leader, Henry Cabot Lodge, by vir-
tue of his office if nothing else, was much concerned with party unity
and was sensitive to pressure. Third, there was Democratic inflexi-
bility. President Woodrow Wilson and most bitter enders desired a
forthright vote on the treaty as written at Paris. Wilson, with en-
couragement from the irreconcilables, refused to change his goal; but
the bitter enders, who recognized that they needed Lodge as much as
he needed them, yielded to political necessity and, for the moment at
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least, supported the reservation method of bringing the treaty to
a vote.

Stone has provided a thoroughly and widely researched work, one
which is a welcome corrective to the view of the irreconcilables as a
homogeneous group of traditionalist isolationists. The author’s style
is smooth and his point of view clearly explained. Although Stone
at times yields to the temptation to list the reactions of individual
irreconcilables to a particular event, it is hard to see, in light of the
author’s goals, how such exposition is altogether to be avoided. The
Irreconcilables may not be popular fare for beginning history stu-
dents, but it is essential for anyone seeking an understanding of the
almost incredibly complex struggle over the part in world affairs to
be taken by the United States after the First World War. It is in-
structive also in helping to understand similar discussions in more
recent years.

William Woods College, Fulton, Mo. Walden S. Freeman

The United States and the Washington Conference, 1921-1922. By
Thomas H. Buckley. (Knoxville: The University of Tennessee
Press, 1970. Pp. ix, 222. Notes, map, illustrations, bibliographi-
cal essay, index. $8.50.)

In this book, based upon extensive research in American, British,
and Canadian archives, Professor Buckley has emphasized the three
major agreements resulting from the Washington Conference of 1921-
1922: the Four Power Treaty, the Five Power Treaty, and the Nine
Power Treaty. In developing his account Buckley includes the essen-
tial background information needed to understand the conference.
He describes, for example, the anti-Japanese feeling prevalent in the
Department of State and analyzes the American desire to break up
the Anglo-Japanese Alliance and replace it with a new naval arrange-
ment in the Pacific.

Buckley is very good in showing how the conference actually
operated. He analyzes the consultations and the compromises by
Great Britain, Japan, and the United States that finally led to the
three most important treaties, showing how the powers’ diplomatic,
strategic, and economic positions affected their moves in the bargain-
ing. Furthermore, his presentation of the technical aspects of the
conference is so lucid that a layman would have no difficulty in grasp-
ing what went on.

In contrast to a number of other historians who have written on
the Washington Conference, Buckley believes that Secretary of State
Charles Evans Hughes approached the negotiations realistically; he



