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A LEADING ADELAIDE PROFESSOR TALKS.
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“ AMERICA MISUNDERSTO0D.”
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“The criticism against the United States
for not participsting in the war has been
due in a part to a confusion of political
and lezal or guasi-legal i1zsues,” remarked
Professor Jethro Brown to a *“Mal? re-
porter 1o regard to America’a neutrality.

Professor of Law mn the University
Adelnide gince 1006, this gentleman, a na-
tive of Sonth Australia, has devoted par-

of

ticular attention to the constitutional as-
pect of that great branch of study. The
Dublim University conferred on him the
jdegree of IDLLatt. in recognition of his
| literary  work as author of “The New
| Democracy.” Jumong his olther publica-

tions may be mentioned “Why Federate®"”
“The Study of the Law,” “The Austinian
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has taught the world that sometmng more
N

than treatics and conventions are neces- .

sarv. Many conditions hauve beem most’

| shamefully violated by the Germans, and

' the treaty in regird to Servia;
| : = .
condly, because of the grow

| defined

those wviolations be
the pepalties they |

iretly, be-

I believe that will
visited eventinally by
AoseTy e, Why & Italy in? I
cause ahe holds that the war was one of §
ageression, and that Austria had violated)
and, se-.
public in-
dignation against Germany because of her,
continued violation of the rules of war as
by the conven tiona. Con-
ventiona . canmnot, therefor call-
ed futilee. Way the United States,
at loggerheads with Germany? Because
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| Theory of Law,” “The Undeérlying Prin-‘ Germany has wviolated the rules relating
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ciples. of Moadern Leg
Control of Monopolies."

i__._];j._ti{)ujﬂ and “‘Ih\‘:l {o the treatment of enemy merchant Fhi'['.l'..‘_-‘u.

[f Germany had followed the usussl proce-,
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Germany's conduet, but  th
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Qonvention, If America wore one of

belligerents she woold be obliged "hq-'hl;;";i_iﬁq’.

Copvention 16 obuerve n:, :’.nd ‘e
entatied by what mwenns she 1#
thit the conventions were wot b . ‘!i

a neutral ghe han acted quite n
rights In not seeking to vompel obuﬂim
o the econvention by the belligerent
parties.  Most people appess 1o believe
thut becgose uations. Sgn s mrtmim
they buve mot only *torctserve it but aleo
to insist that other Powers do the smme
thing. Thav is not the csseat all. The
piture of the obligations of the Hague
(onvention, spotking geaerally, is simply
to observe certain rules, bul not netes
sarihy Lo see that everyoedy  elst o'h-urwu
them.!

“Can you imigine Great Brital in
position ‘annlogots to that of the Amcn
cang?”

“Sunposing, prior to (s gresy senfict,
_flrg::ntiue and Chili, two' of the signa-
tocies (o the Hugue Convention, hed de
clared war against cach other. If one
of those nations had acted m the grosely
illogdl way Germamy has, would Great
Rritain have been under an obligation
to intervens and to insist on the conyen-
tions being observed? 1 think Great Boi-
tuin would not Haye thought s0.”

Hague Conventions.

“What specific subjecta were deail Witk
at the Hague Conveptions?”

iihers Were conventions of 1809 and
1007. Speaking of the latter period, Coa-
Ivontion 1. formulates the rules relating to
the opening- of ‘hostilities.  The second
considers the Jaws and ctustoms of Wi on
land.  The third deale with the rights o.
neubral Powerds in 4 war on jang. An
official note indicutes that e conven-
won  does not apply excepl betwesn con-
tricting perties, and then only il both the
belhgerents are partics 1o the convention,
The fountl determings thw slatus of mer-
chant shipe at the outbreak or hostalitics.
The Afth relotés (o Lo -:f-lnﬁrnmn of mers
chnnt ships to waranips, The sixth con-
cerng mines ut sea; the seventh with bom-
bardments by naval forces. The egnth
convention adapts the Gepeva Convention.
The minth lu}"u down certain rmrmnm
on Lhe exercise of the mht of vapture in
mamtime war. The tanth formuletes
rubda governing the establishment of n-
ternmutional prize ‘courte.  The eleventh
decides the rights wnd dutm! of meutral
Powers in maritime war.”

Are Conventions Adeguate?

‘Toes not Gormany's conduct prove the
Jutility of Hugue Coavenoos and poace
| proposuiat”

. “It does not. Because fonr burglaries
are  comtnitted in. @& parsicular suburb
that does pot indicate thas the law against
barglary s useless. It does not follow
fromthe fact that Germiany has wvolated
‘the Hegue Conventions that those conven.
giony are futile. Greot Britain s in the
war in order o help to punish a burglar
and to Justify the law, Gl the war,
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