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HOOVER DECLARES THAT THE 
~~ REJECTION OF 

WOULD BE 
LONDON PACT 
DISASTROUS TO U. S. 

“4 

(f 

Washington, July 7—Failure to rati- 

fy the London Naval Treaty would 

plunge the world backward from its 

progress toward peace, President 

Hoover told the Senate in a special 

message today in opening the session 

for consideration of the treaty. 

“The only alternative to this treaty 

is the competitive building of navies 

with all its flow of suspicion, hate, 

jll-will an dultimate disaster,” thg 

President declared.” 

Speedy action was urged upon the 

Senate in the 1,8000-word document 

setting forth in detail Mr. Hoover's 

interpretation of the treaty and an- 

swering arguments which have been 

made against it by the comparatively 

small Senate group fighting its ratifi- 

cation. V 

Nine more Senators than the 49 re- 

quired to obtain a quorum answered 

the roll call when the special session 

met at noon. This made certain the 

treaty debate would open at once. 

_ ViceMRresident [Curtis afpointed 

Senators watson, Republican, Indiana, 

and Walsh, Democrat, Montana, to in- 

form Mr. Hoover the senate was ready 

to receive any communications he 

might desire to make. The Senate re- 

cessed for 15 minutes awaiting the 

President’s treaty message. 

Views of President 

“This treaty does mark an impor- 

tant step in disarmament and in world 

peace,” the President declared. It is 

important for many reasons that it 

should be dealt with at once. The 

subect has been under 

since the Geneva conference three 

years ago. 

“The lines of this treaty have been 

known and under discussion since last 

summer. The actual document has 

been before the American people and 

before the Senate for nearly three 

months. Tt has been favorably report- 

ed by the senate foreign relations 

‘committee. 

“Every solitary fact which affects 

udgment upon the treaty is known, 

and the document itself comprises the 

sole obligation of the United States. 

“If we fail now the world will be 

again plunged backward from its pro- 

gress toward peace.” 

Mr. Hoover struck vigorously at the 

Senatorial opposition and declared his 

belief that the overwhelming majority 

of the American people “are opposed 

to the conception of these groups.” 

The President’s message was as fol- 

lows: 

To the Senate: 

“In requesting the Senate to con- 

vene in sessto nfo rthe special purpose 

of dealing with the treaty for the limi- 

tation and reduction of naval arma- 

ments signed at London, April 22, 1930 

it is desirable that T should present 

my views upon it. This is especially 

necessary because of misinformation 

and misrepresentation which has been 

widespread by those who in reality 

are opposed to all limitation and re- 

duction in naval armaments. We mnst 

naturally expect opposition from those 

groups who believe In unrestricted 

military strength as an objective of 

the American nation. Indeed, we find 

_ the same type of minds in Great Bri- 

tain and Japan in parallel opposition 

to this treaty. Nevertheless, I am con- 

vinced that the overwhelming major- 

‘ity of the American people are op- 

posed to the conception 

groups. 

Treaty is Safeguarded 

Our people believe that military 

strength should be hatd In conformity 

with the sole purpose of national de- 

dence. They earnestly desire real prn- 

gress in limitation and reduction of 

naval arms of the world, and their 

aspiration ig for abolition of competi- 

tion in the building of arms as a step 

toward, world peace. Such a result 

can be obtained in no other way than 

by international agreement. 

“The present treaty is ons which 

holds these safeguards ard advances 

these ideals. Its ratifications is in the 

interests of the United States. It is 

fair to the other participating nations. 

It promotes the cause of good relat- 

ions. 

“The only alternative to this treaty 

is the competitive building of navies 

with all its flow of suspicion, hate, 

ill-will and ultmate disaster. History 

supports those who hold to agreement 

discussion 

of ‘hese 

ag the path to peace. Every naval 

limitation treaty with which we are 

familiar, from the Rush-Bagot agree- 

ment of 1817, limiting vessels of war 

on the Great Lakes, to the Wash'-ig- 

ton Arm Treaty of 1921, has resulted 

in a marked growth of good will and 

confidence between the nations which 

were parties to it. 

“It is folly to think that because we 

are one of the richest nations in the 

world we can outbuild all other coun- 

tries. Other nations will make any 

sacrifice to maintain their instru- 

ments of defense against us, and we 

shall eventually reap in theis hostility 

and ill-will the full measure of the ad- 

ditional burden which we may thus 

impose upon them. The very entry 

of the United States into such courses 

as this would invite the consolidation 

of the rest of the world against us and 

bring our peace and independence into 

joepardy. We have only to look at 

the state of Europe in 1914 to find 

ample evidence of the futility and 

danger of competition In arms. 

Imposes Limitation 

“It will be remembered that in re- 

sponse to recommendations from the 

senate a conference between the Uni- 

ted ‘States, Great Britain and Japan, 

for limitation of those categories of 

naval arms not covered by washington 

treaty of 1921 was held at Geneva 

in 1927. That conference failed be- 

cause the United States could not 

agree to the large size of fleets by 

other governments. The standards 

set up at that time would have  re- 

quired an ultimate fleet of about 1, 

400,000 tons for the United States. As 

against this the total United States 

fleet set up under this treaty will be 

about 1,120,000 tons. 

Primary Function. 

“Defense is the primary function of 

government, and therefore our first 

concern in examination of any act of 

this character is the test of its ade- 

quacy in defense. No critics has yet 

asserted that, with the navies pro- 

in this agreement together 

with out army, our aerial defense and 

our national resources, we cannot de- 

fend ourselves and certainly we want 

no military establishment for the pur- 

pose of domination of other nations. 

Our naval defense position under this 

treaty is the more clear if we examine 

our present naval strength in com- 

parison to the present strength of the 

other nations, and then examine the 

improvements this proportion 

which will result from this treaty. 

vided 

in 

Ths improvement arises from the 

anticipation of parity in battleshps to 

be reached 10 years hence under the 

Washington Arms treaty and the fact 

that other nations have been building 

in the classes of ships not limited by 

that treaty, while we, until lately, lag- 

ged behind. 

On January 1 last the total naval 

tonnage disregarding paper fleets, and 

taking only those ships actually built 

and building was, for the United 

States 1,180,000 tons; for the British 

Empire 1,332, 000 tons; for Japan, 768 - 

000 tons. That is if the United States 

navy were taken as 100, then the Brit- 

ish navy equals 113 and the Japanese 

navy, 65. 

Ratio Under Treaty 

Under this treaty the United States 

will have 1,123,000 tons; Great Brit- 

ain 1,151,000 toms, and Japan 714,000 

tons, or a ratio of 100 for the United 

States to 102.4 for Great Britain and 

63.6 for Japan The slightly larger 

tonnage ratio mentioned for Great 

Britain is due to the fact that her 
cruiser fleet will be constituted more 

largely by smaller vessels, weaker in 

gu npower, but the United States has 

the option to duplicate the exact ton- 

nage and gun calibre of the British 

cruiser fleet if we desire to exercise 

Hite 

“The relative improvement in the 

position of the United States under 

this treaty is: even better than this 

statement would indicate. 

In the more important categories, 

battleships, aircraft carriers, 8-inch 

and b-inch cruisers—that is, omitting | 

the secondary arms of destroyers and 

submarines—the fleet built and actual- 

ly building on January 1 of this year 

was 809,000 tons in the United States | 

1,088,000 tons in Great Britain and 

586,000 tons in Japan, or upon the 

basis of 100 for the United States it 

was 134 for Great Britain and 70 for 

| 

Japan. Under this treaty the United! 

States will on January 1, 1937, ha 

completely 911,000 tons of these major 

units, Great Britain 948,000 tons and 

Japan 556,000 tons. 

In addition the United States will 

have one 40,000 ton-inch cruiser two 

thirds completed. This will give a 

ratio in these categories of 100 for the 

United ‘States to 102.9 for Great Brit- 

ain and 60.5 for Japan. The reason for 

the excess British tonnage is again as 

mentioned above. In other words, the 

United States, in these categories, in- 

creases by 102,000 tons, Great Britain 

decreases by 140,000 tons and Japan 

decreases by 12,000 tons. These read- 

justments of units are to take place 

during the next 6 years. The treaty 

then comes to an end except for such 

arrangements as may be made than 

for its continuance. 

Cruiser Strength 

“The major discussion has (been 

directed almost wholly to the fact that 

the United States is to have 18 cruis- 

ers with 8-inch guns, with an aggre- 

gage tonnage of 180,000 tons, as 

with a tonnage of 146,800 tong. 

Japan’s 12 such ships of a tonnag 

108,400 tons; the United States 
plementing this tonnage with cru 

armed with 6-inch guns up to a tot 

of 208,800 tons. The larger gross ton- 

nage to Great Britain as stated b 

compensation for the larger gun cz 

bre of the American cruiser fleet, ut 

as said, the United States has the 

tion to duplicate the British fleet, it 

so desires. » 

Criticism of this arrangement arises 

from the fact that the gemeral boar 

of the United States navy recommend: 

ed that to reach parity with Great 

Britain the United States should ha 

three more of the 10,000 ton cruisers 

(21 instead of 18), with S8-inch guns 

and a total of 315,000 tons or 8,000 

tons less total cruisers tonnage th: : 

this treaty provides that instead of 
this 30,000 tons more of 8-inch ships 

recommended by the general board, 

we will have 38,000 tons of ships 

armed with 6 inch guns, there being 

no limitation upon the size of cruisers 

up to 10,000 tons. 

Disagreement Slight 

x 

Therefore, criticism revolves aroun. 

less than 3 per cent of our whole fle 

and, even within this 3 per cent comes 

the lesser question of whether 30,000 

tons of ships armed with 8-inch guns 

6-inch guns. The opinton of our high 

naval authorities is divided on the rel 
against great Britain’s 15 such ships, (Contiume® on Page 3) 

De balance between 

sources and mill capacity is a fixed policy 

of International Paper and Power Com- 

the 

INTERNATIONAL PAPER and POWER COMPANY 
Owned, including subsidiaries, by 79,000 shareholders 

in Canada, Great Britain and the United States. The 

Company’s securities are listed and traded in on 
Montreal and New York Stock Exchanges. 

ably 

pulpwood re- 

pany. New capacity is installed only when 

cation ol ocientific measures insuring the 

future crop. 

In addition to co-operating with the various 

Canadian forest fire protective associations, 

International maintains its own fire pro- 

tective system, perhaps the most extensive 

operation of its kind in effect by any 

private agency. Average expenditures of 

the Company in protecting its forest re- 

serves are approximately $400,000 a year. 

backed by timber resources sufficient to These policies, while involving large capital 

: ‘supply the mill in perpetuity. expenditure, interest and maintenance 

= charges, insure the permanence of the 

International's forest conservation policy, Company’s operations, guarantee the future 

requirements of its customets, protect the 

interests of its security holders, and safe- 

guard the future of the communities re- 

lying upon the Company for regular ems 

ployment. 

equally important, is to utilize every means 

at the Company’s command for greater 

"efficiency in logging operations, including 

"the employment of trained foresters re- 

sponsible for the development and appli- 

What International Paper and Power Company is, who owns it, what 

are its policies and where and of what nature its undertakings, 

is being told in a series of advertisements, of which this is the fifth. 
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INTERNATIONAL PAPER and POWER COMPANY 
CANADIAN HYDRO-ELECTRIC CORPORATION LIMITED 

GATINEAU ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY LIMITED 
CONTINENTAL PAPER PRODUCTS LIMITED 

SAINT JOHN RIVER POWER COMPANY INTERNATIONAL FIBRE BOARD LIMITED 

GATINEAU POWER COMPANY NIPIGON CORPORATION LIMITED 

" INTERNATIONAL PAPER AND POWER SECURITIES LIMITED 

CANADIAN INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY 

NEW BRUNSWICK INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY 

RIORDON SALES CORPORATION LIMITED 


