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It was unanimously agreed to issue a proclamation "forbidding citizens to take part in any hostilities in the
seas, on behalf of or against any of the belligerent powers. Secretary of State Thomas Jefferson , in particular,
saw in this question, as well as in the other twelve,[ which? In a cabinet meeting of January 14th, Thomas
Jefferson argued that while neutrality was a sine qua non , there was no real need to make a Proclamation of
Neutrality either immediately or even officially; perhaps there might be no need for an official declaration at
all. The United States could declare its neutrality for a price, Jefferson intimated, "Why not stall and make
countries bid for [American] neutrality? Jefferson eventually resigned from his duty as Secretary of State in
disagreement with the Proclamation of Neutrality. By the President of the United States of America A
Proclamation Whereas it appears that a state of war exists between Austria , Prussia , Sardinia , Great Britain ,
and the United Netherlands of the one part and France on the other, and the duty and interest of the United
States require that they should with sincerity and good faith adopt and pursue a conduct friendly and impartial
toward the belligerent powers: I have therefore thought fit by these presents to declare the disposition of the
United States to observe the conduct aforesaid toward those powers respectively, and to exhort and warn the
citizens of the United States carefully to avoid all acts and proceedings whatsoever which may in any manner
tend to contravene such disposition. And I do hereby also make known that whosoever of the citizens of the
United States shall render himself liable to punishment or forfeiture under the law of nations by committing,
aiding, or abetting hostilities against any of the said powers, or by carrying to any of them those articles which
are deemed contraband by the modern usage of nations, will not receive the protection of the United States
against such punishment or forfeiture; and further, that I have given instructions to those officers to whom it
belongs to cause prosecutions to be instituted against all persons who shall, within the cognizance of the courts
of the United States, violate the law of nations with respect to the powers at war, or any of them. In testimony
whereof I have caused the seal of the United States of America to be affixed to these presents, and signed the
same with my hand. Done at the city of Philadelphia, the 22nd day of April, one thousand, seven hundred and
ninety-three, and of the Independence of the United States of America the seventeenth. In his seven essays,
written under the nom de plume "Pacificus", Hamilton dealt with objections to the proclamation. Among his
arguments were: The decree was, in fact, constitutional; for while Congress has the sole right to declare war, it
is "the duty of the executive to preserve peace till war is declared. The treaty, Hamilton pointed out, was a
defensive alliance and did not apply to offensive wars, "and it was France that had declared war upon other
European powers", not the other way around. Jefferson having read several of the "Pacificus" essays
encouraged James Madison to reply. Madison was initially hesitant. I can truly say I find it the most grating
one I have ever experienced. He attacked Federalists, and Hamilton in particular, and anyone who supported
the Neutrality Proclamation as secret monarchists, declaring: Ordinary Man, Extraordinary Leader. The Life
of Alexander Hamilton: Little, Brown, and Company. Executive energy and the paradox of executive power.
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Still, the Swiss population was not united in its perception of the war or view of neutrality. French-speaking
western Switzerland perceived the French defeat and the creation of the German Reich during the years to as a
catastrophe, while in German-speaking eastern Switzerland a general feeling of joy prevailed. The tension
culminated in severe rioting between 9 and 12 March after the German victory celebration at the Tonhalle of
Zurich. The eastâ€”west antagonism dragged on during the following decades and was occasionally
exacerbated by events, such as the official visit of Wilhelm II, German Emperor in , for which a full military
manoeuvre was arranged. The poisoned atmosphere also had repercussions in foreign policy. Whether the
Swiss in the east were pro-German or the Swiss in the west pro-French was not significant for the security of
the country per se, but became a significant security issue when the government realized that the French and
the Germans might hold the Swiss state accountable for the opinions of its population. The full and unlimited
powers granted to the government Bundesrat by the Federal Assembly on 3 August analogous to those of 30
August strengthened the central government. As a consequence of the obtained Vollmachten , the central
government was freed to a large extent from parliamentary control. The convention mentions the rights and
the duties of the neutral side, but hardly refers to the attitude of the warring parties towards the neutral
country. Political neutrality is an enigmatic concept. Neutrality of attitude is, strictly speaking, impossible in a
democratic society, but may be forced upon a population through censorship. These different forms of
neutrality are interconnected, but their fundamental aim is to secure the rights of the state to decide its own
foreign policy, especially to secure its role as a non-belligerent, and to allow for necessary trade and economic
exchange. However, a basic problem remains: It was particularly discussed in the Regeneration era of the 19th
century and during the world wars of the 20th century. The concept was, and still is, especially controversial
as it relates to supranational organisations: In addition to the problem of realizing and communicating
neutrality externally, the problem of rooting it mentally within the neutral country remained a difficult task.
Thus, the Swiss Bureau of Statistics shows that, since the First World War, language differences have shifted
to match views on foreign relations. However, the greatest neutrality crisis in those years was triggered by
Arthur Hoffmann , who tried to be as even-handed as possible, but was strongly pro-German. Its intention was
to bridge the gap between the language groups of the country. In mid-November Seippel organized a
conference of university lecturers at which the intellectual independence of the country was discussed.
Spitteler argued that, in the interest of the country, given the internal conflict, a neutrality of the ethos
Gesinnung was necessary. In addition, he argued that the Swiss people had a different notion of the value of
small states. Above all, however, it was necessary to behave with more humility. In addition to its wish for
unity, it contained a vision, as it elevated the country to an almost mythical level, where it was supposed to
play a civilizing role as an example. Although he was awarded an honorary doctorate from the University of
Lausanne in and the Nobel Prize for literature in , almost nobody took notice of him after his death in
Regardless of such invocations of unity, the rift could not be overcome during the war; this was not surprising,
considering the solid, frozen fronts between the belligerents. Clearly a violation of neutrality, the western
Swiss population was outraged. Not surprisingly, this affair led to a crisis of confidence in the military high
command, as General Wille did not consider the actions of the colonels to be a crime or even a grave misdeed.
After the Entente protested, the colonels were put on trial. Although they were acquitted, they were later
punished by disciplinary measures and suspended from their posts. It therefore remained rather passive. There
is a certain historical irony in the fact that it was the pro-German military high command that was to blame for
the decisive provocation in Zurich. The war was almost over and throughout Europe the fear of a Bolshevik
takeover grew, but in western Switzerland even the German-speaking Swiss left was considered
German-friendly. Wilson had suggested establishing a supernational authority for the post-war world. In this
lecture, he had suggested establishing a parliament of the United Nations of Europe, which would then grow
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into a world-parliament. It is indicative that a conference of representatives of neutral states, planned for late
in Stockholm, should explicitly exclude all issues concerning mediation in the ongoing war. Grimm arrived in
Petrograd on 22 May ; he had previously been in contact with Hoffmann. His aim was to facilitate the return
journey of political refugees - amongst them Vladimir Lenin - from Switzerland via Germany to Russia , but
the visit was also related to his own plans to travel via Stockholm to Petrograd to investigate possibilities for a
peace agreement. After the affair became public, Grimm â€” who as an internationalist maintained good
contacts with the non-Bolshevik left in Russia at the time â€” was asked by the provisional government to
leave the country immediately. Grimm, on the other hand, managed to bounce back after a temporary nadir in
his career; in February he re-entered the political scene with the Olten Action Committee. Internationally,
however, the affair aroused less interest, in large part because attention was focused mainly on the events in
Russia. It failed immediately, though with no long-lasting harm to the concept of neutrality. The attempt
seems to have been beyond the capacities of a small state, and the fact that the plan could not be kept secret
may be seen as a sign of the insufficient professionalism of Swiss wartime diplomacy. This venture can be
seen as a minor version of the Sixtus Affair , which took place in Vienna. It happened at exactly the same time
as the Austro-Hungarian attempt to reach a separate peace agreement with the Western Powers in late March
and late May A separate peace agreement in the east would have presented an ideal supplement and could
have paved the road towards a comprehensive peace, if all sides had seriously pursued it. In this respect, the
Grimm-Hoffman affair was part of the broader push to find peace agreements during the first months of It
finally failed on 13 June , when Hoffmann handed in his resignation. Nevertheless, there were opportunities
for negotiating peace in , at least as long as those negotiations were kept secret. This lack of secrecy is exactly
what became so fatal in the Grimm-Hoffmann attempt; its failure does not change the fact that in early
summer Russia could have been offered a peace agreement with much better conditions than those signed by
the Soviet Union on 3 March at Brest-Litovsk. Its efforts in acquiring and delivering messages and pieces of
information, however, must be judged positively; a huge machinery was created at the Geneva headquarters
and given the name Agence Internationale des Prisonniers de Guerre. Some of the glamour of the Red Cross
fell on its host country, whose government considered itself to be the protecting power of this international
organization. At the end of the war such a definition presented itself, thanks to the founding of the League of
Nations. Federal Councillors Ador, Calonder and Motta and their advisors â€” amongst them especially Max
Huber , the expert of international law from the University of Zurich â€” played a central role in the
preparations for joining the organization, which had already begun during the war. Huber drafted the balanced
text for the government-initiated referendum on the issue. The question of neutrality was the central aspect
during the referendum scheduled for 16 May The advocates of the League argued on the one hand that
neutrality in a future war would either be worthless or essentially technical if applied in purely military terms;
on the other hand, they also saw neutrality as a political means for an active participation in promoting peace,
and idealistically as a continuation of the good old Swiss policy of openness. Their adversaries turned this
argument around, emphasising the value of the long-standing policy of remaining on the side. Furthermore,
those opposing joining the League understood neutrality to be all-encompassing; therefore the alternative was
necessarily either neutrality or the League of Nations. Finally, they also invoked a mythical understanding of
neutrality, according to which joining the League of Nations would be equivalent to the end of Switzerland.
With the exception of the religious socialist Leonhard Ragaz, they saw the League of Nations simply as an
imperialistic order created by the victor; they revised their stance only in the face of rising fascism. On the
opposite side, most of the farmers â€” under the leadership of their long-time secretary, Ernst Laur , who
perceived the League of Nations as a safety mechanism against Bolshevism â€” supported joining it.
Therefore, his successor at the Political Department, Motta, was in charge of the referendum on the League of
Nations. It is hardly surprising that the suggestion to join the League of Nations was strongly objected to in
German-speaking parts of Switzerland. The French and Italian-speaking cantons, in contrast, were
overwhelmingly for it; the mixed ones Freiburg, Valais were just as clearly in favour of joining; the cantons
with language minorities Bern, Grison also supported joining, with a smaller majority in favour of entering the
League. The majority was clear, by almost one-hundred thousand votes. In it was just Bundesrat Motta â€” the
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erstwhile vehement proponent of the League of Nations â€” who led Switzerland from a differential neutrality
back into integral neutrality; Switzerland was followed by a group of traditionally neutral League states the
Scandinavian countries, Belgium, The Netherlands and Luxembourg. During the s, as the League of Nations
lost its glamour in the wake of the Japanese invasion of Manchuria and the Italian attack on Abyssinia, it was
less the local critics of the split within Switzerland, but rather indirectly the Nazi warmongers across the Rhine
who managed to achieve, with their brutal aggressiveness, a sort of negative integration of the country. This
integration disappeared mostly after the end of the Second World War, when the threat was over. Insofar as
any practice of neutrality can evolve into differential neutrality, the turn away from it in was mere lip service.

Page 4

NEUTRALITY PROCLAMATIONS 1914-1918. pdf
3: Browse subject: Neutrality, Armed | The Online Books Page
On this day in , as World War I erupted across Europe, President Woodrow Wilson declared that the United States
would remain "impartial in thought as well as in action." At the time, a.

Recognised as a valuable tool of statecraft by great and small powers alike, neutrality â€” as old as war itself
â€” was redefined primarily as a set of international legal statutes that bound states to behave in certain ways,
thereby regulating the conduct between belligerents and non-belligerents in time of war. It was adopted by
states wishing to avoid involvement in costly and unnecessary wars, but also had systemic properties: It
consisted of neutral rights and neutral duties formalised by international agreements such as the Declaration of
Paris and the and Hague Conventions. For example, Hague Convention V guaranteed that in wartime the
territory of neutral states would be inviolable. This right to territorial integrity also implied a duty to halt
belligerent military personnel from traversing neutral territory. Allowing them to pass unhindered would give
them a clear military advantage, and would therefore be considered unneutral. Often, only the real or
perceived economic benefits and the danger of pushing a neutral into the enemy camp served to limit
belligerent pressure, something skilled neutral diplomatists could exploit. Switzerland or had been long-time
neutrals e. Other states remained neutral because it was deemed the least divisive option e. These remained in
the minority, however. Most states that declared their neutrality at the outbreak of war in July ended up
formally such as Bulgaria or Romania or informally declaring sides such as those countries associated with the
Allies or the Central Powers, one example of the latter being Uruguay. Their ruling elites felt that national
ambitions could seemingly only be realised through active engagement with the war or a seat at the table at the
peace conference that would end it. For example, the unification of all Italians in one state, interventionists
successfully argued in early , could only be achieved by forcefully liberating the irredentist territories. And the
American government contended in that it could not tolerate a global order dictated by the German Kaiser; it
therefore fought to make sure the peace settlement would be one in accord with American values, interests and
ambitions. Neutrality could also be lost due to belligerent infractions: Mexico, Chile and Argentina suggests
that the ability to do so during the First World War was the exception rather than the rule. In addition to
neutral states â€” and citizens self-identifying as neutral â€” some international organisations and institutions
such as the International Committee of the Red Cross and the Holy See also remained neutral throughout the
war. Here, too, continued neutrality was dependent on the combination of the continued utility of their
services rendered to the belligerents and their perceived self-interest in continued non-involvement in the
conflict. The Rights and Duties of neutrals. A General History, Manchester , pp. An Age of Neutrals. Great
Power Politics , Cambridge , pp. The End of Neutrality.
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Defeat and dissolution of the Ottoman Empire â€” At the beginning of the 20th century, the Ottoman Empire
had a reputation as the " sick man of Europe ", after a century of slow relative decline. The empire was
weakened by political instability, military defeat, civil strife and uprisings by national minorities. The
geographical position of the Ottoman Empire meant that Russia, France and Britain had a mutual interest in
Turkish neutrality, should there be a war in Europe. The Young Turks restored the Ottoman constitution of
and reconvened the Ottoman parliament , effectively started the Second Constitutional Era. Young Turk
movement members once underground named committee, group, etc. Germany, an enthusiastic supporter of
the new regime, provided investment capital. German diplomats gained influence and German officers assisted
in training and re-equipping the army but Britain remained the predominant power in the region. During this
period the Ottoman Army faced many challenges including the Italo-Turkish War , the Balkan Wars â€”13 ,
unrest on the periphery such as in the Yemen Vilayet and the Hauran Druze Rebellion , and continuous
political unrest in the empire: Thus, at the onset of the First World War, the Ottoman Army had already been
involved in continuous fighting for the previous three years. The international political climate at the
beginning of the twentieth century was a multipolar one, with no single or two states pre-eminent.
Multi-polarity traditionally had afforded the Ottomans the ability to play-off one power against the other,
which, according to author Michael Reynolds, they did a number of times with consummate skill. Hostility
toward Germany increased when her ally, Austria-Hungary, annexed Bosnia and Herzegovina in Our habit
was to keep our hands free, though we made ententes and friendships. It was true that we had an alliance with
Japan , but it was limited to certain distant questions in the Far East. I said that they had our entire sympathy in
the good work they were doing in the Empire; we wished them well, and we would help them in their internal
affairs by lending them men to organize customs, police, and so forth, if they wished them. A less risky
method [he thought] would be by a treaty or Declaration binding all the Powers to respect the independence
and integrity of the present Turkish dominion, which might go as far as neutralization, and participation by all
the Great Powers in financial control and the application of reform. Sir Louis Mallet, Ambassador , seemed
totally oblivious to that. Though these imperial powers had experienced relatively few major conflicts between
them over the previous hundred years, an underlying rivalry, otherwise known as " the Great Game ", had
exacerbated the situation to such an extent that resolution was sought. The Anglo-Russian Convention of
brought shaky British-Russian relations to the forefront by solidifying boundaries that identified their
respective control in Persia the eastern border of the Ottomans and Afghanistan. The Ottoman Empire lay on
the crossroads of Central Asia. The Convention served as the catalyst for creating a " Triple Entente ", which
was the basis of the alliance of countries opposing the Central Powers. Indeed, a quarter of Russian products
passed through Straits. This was intolerable for St. Petersburg, and Russia developed a plan for invading and
occupying the Black Sea port of Trabzon or the Eastern Anatolian town of Bayezid in retaliation. They
resolved that the army, navy, ministries of finance, trade, and industry would work together to solve the
transport problem, achieve naval supremacy, and increase the number of men and artillery pieces assigned to
amphibious operations, which this Army would need to achieve during mobilization. At the time Russia was
demanding the implementation of an Armenian reform package. German position[ edit ] The unified German
Empire had increasingly showed activity within the Empire, notably the German project of the Baghdad
Railway , which would open up Mesopotamia and Persia to German trade and technology. The pro-British
faction in the cabinet was isolated because the British ambassador had taken leave until 18 August. As the
crisis deepened in Europe, Ottoman policy was to obtain a guarantee of territorial integrity and potential
advantages, unaware that the British might enter a European war. Germany turned down the proposal,
considering that Turkey had nothing of value to offer. He returned to Istanbul with French military decorations
but no alliance. Despite questions about the legality of such a seizure, the request was granted at a Cabinet

Page 6

NEUTRALITY PROCLAMATIONS 1914-1918. pdf
meeting on 31 July, together with an offer to Turkey to pay for the ships. On 2 August, the British
requisitioned them, thereby alienating pro-British elements in Constantinople. The British Pursuit of Goeben
and Breslau failed when the Ottoman government opened the Dardanelles to allow them passage to
Constantinople, despite being required under international law, as a neutral party, to block military shipping.
The Ottoman authorities expected mobilization to be complete within four weeks. Said Halim wanted to have
some time to see the development of events, before any more engagements with Germany. He wanted to see
the outcome conclusion negotiations with Romania, Bulgaria, and Greece. Second, he directed that
negotiations be reopened with the French and Russian ambassadors. Russians interpreted this assignment as
improvement of Strait defenses. In fact, Liman von Sanders was cut from high level decision cycle by being in
the First Army. He was completely surprised when his staff relayed the information regarding Battle of
Odessa. On 5 August, Enver informed the Russians that he was willing to reduce the number of troops along
the Russian frontier and strengthen the garrison in eastern Thrace, to prevent Bulgaria or Greece from giving
thought to joining the Central Powers. Said then presented Wangenheim with six proposalsâ€”not
conditionsâ€”which the ambassador immediately accepted and which were signed later that day: Support in
abolishing the foreign capitulations. Support in negotiating agreements with Romania and Bulgaria. If any
Ottoman territories were occupied by enemies of Germany during the course of the war, Germany would not
make peace until these were evacuated. If Greece should enter the war and be defeated by the Ottoman
Empire, the Aegean islands would be returned to the Ottomans. An adjustment to the Ottoman border in the
Caucasus to bring it up to Muslim-inhabited Russian Azerbaijan. These talks reached to a point that Enver
proposed an Ottoman-Russian Alliance at this day. One group believes proposal was a ruse to hide German
alliance. Other group believes Enver was acting along the decision of Said Halim and they were sincerely
trying to find a viable solution to keep the Empire out of war at this junction. They also held bitter relations
with Greece. It was natural and beneficial for them to work for the development of policies that enabled them
to gain better positions within the region. On 1 October, the Ottoman government raised its customs duties,
previously controlled by the Ottoman Public Debt Administration , and closed all foreign post offices. The
Straits were vital for Russian commerce and for communications between the Western Allies and Moscow.
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Preparations had been subtle. The independent German kingdoms united in the s and had quickly become the
largest power on the continent. France meanwhile was arming heavily in case its centuries-old rival Germany
chose to attack. Russia also feared the growing German threat and sought to ally itself with Great Britain,
France, and even Germany itself for protection. Rebellious provinces within the Austro-Hungarian Empire
made central Europe extremely unstable, and the leaders of the Ottoman Empire in the Near East sought to
expand their power. Historians have generally noted that the European powers had managed to avoid war for
so long, that when it did erupt in the autumn of , it quickly escalated into the most deadly war the world had
seen. Not only were the American people united in this sentiment, but Congress and the President as well. In a
public appeal, Wilson announced that the United States "must be neutral in fact as well as in name" and
"impartial in thought as well as in action. As a neutral nation, America and its merchants initially traded goods
such as food, clothing, medicines, equipment, and even arms to both sides in the war. American ports were
open to all powers so long as they were used for non-military purposes. At first, both belligerent powers
agreed not to interfere with neutral shipping lines. It is true that both powers often seized American merchant
ships, but this provided few serious problems since both sides paid for the cargo they seized. But actions taken
by the Germans during the early course of the war quickly caused many Americans to look more favorably on
the Entente powers in both thought and action. More importantly, the Germans were having trouble receiving
any goods from the U. Suffering from a severe lack of supplies and food, Germany consequently began a great
submarine campaign in February of Submarine, or U-boat, technology had only recently been perfected, and
Germany had produced a large fleet of the new vessels prior to the outbreak of war. As submarine technology
was so new, regular naval ships had no method of defense. The German U-boat campaign was therefore so
effective that even Germany was astonished by its success. Furthermore, Germany announced that it could no
longer guarantee the safety of neutral ships. Wilson realized that this new campaign escalated the war to a new
level, and he therefore began to push for mediation and settlement. He extended his services as arbiter to both
sides and all nations involved. In , he sent his trusted friend and advisor Col. Edward House to England,
France, and Germany to propose a peace settlement. Neither side was willing to listen, however, because each
thought it had the upper hand and would ultimately win the war. At the same time, Wilson also notified
Germany that serious consequences would result if American lives were lost from illegal German submarine
warfare. The situation become more tense in May of when Americans learned that the British ocean liner
Lusitania had been destroyed by a German submarine. Over Americans, including women and children, were
among the nearly 1, casualties. Despite their outrage, however, the American people, Congress, and Wilson
still wished to remain out of the conflict. Wilson declared that the U.
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As a type of non-combatant status, neutral nationals enjoy protection under the law of war from belligerent
actions to a greater extent than other non-combatants such as enemy civilians and prisoners of war. The exact
nature of neutrality can differ between the interpretations of various countries. Some, such as Costa Rica ,
have demilitarized; whereas Switzerland holds to "armed neutrality" in which it deters aggression with a
sizeable military, while barring itself from foreign deployment. Not all neutral countries avoid any foreign
deployment or alliances, however, as Austria , Ireland , Finland and Sweden have active UN peacekeeping
forces and a political alliance within the European Union. Sweden is not a truly "neutral" country:
Immediately before World War II, the Nordic countries stated their neutrality, but Sweden changed its position
to that of non-belligerent at the start of the Winter War. Terminology A neutral country in a particular war , is
a sovereign state which officially declares itself to be neutral towards the belligerents. The rights and duties of
a neutral power are defined in Sections 5[1] and 13[2] of the Hague Convention of A permanently neutral
power is a sovereign state which is bound by international treaty to be neutral towards the belligerents of all
future wars. An example of a permanently neutral power is Switzerland. The concept of neutrality in war is
narrowly defined and puts specific constraints on the neutral party in return for the internationally recognised
right to remain neutral. Neutralism or a "neutralist policy" is a foreign policy position wherein a state intends
to remain neutral in future wars. A sovereign state that reserves the right to become a belligerent if attacked by
a party to the war is in a condition of armed neutrality. A non-belligerent state does not need to be neutral; the
policy of non-interventionism is distinct from neutrality, but related, in that it seeks to avoid alliances or
intervening militarily in other countries. For example, Austria has its neutrality guaranteed by its four former
occupying powers, Switzerland by the signatories of the Congress of Vienna and Finland by the Soviet Union
during the Cold War. The form of recognition varies, often by bilateral treaty Finland , multilateral treaty
Austria or a UN declaration Turkmenistan. Austria and Japan codify their neutrality in their constitutions, but
they do so with different levels of detail. Some details of neutrality are left to be interpreted by the government
while others are explicitly stated, for example Austria may not host any foreign bases and Japan cannot
participate in foreign wars. Yet Sweden, lacking formal codification, was more flexible during the Second
World War in allowing troops to pass through its territory. Military preparedness without commitment,
especially as the expressed policy of a neutral nation in wartime; readiness to counter with force an invasion of
rights by any belligerent power. It is the condition of a neutral power, during said war, to hold itself ready to
resist by force, any aggression of either belligerent. Such states assert that they will defend themselves against
resulting incursions from all parties. Sweden and Switzerland are, independent of each other, famed for their
armed neutrality, which they maintained throughout both World War I and World War II. It pursues, however,
an active foreign policy and is frequently involved in peace-building processes around the world. But not
having a military does not result in neutrality as many countries, such as Iceland , replaced a standing military
with a military guarantee from a stronger power. Leagues of Armed Neutrality The phrase "armed neutrality"
sometimes refers specifically to one of the "Leagues of Armed Neutrality". This league had a lasting impact of
Russian-American relations, and the relations of those two powers and Britain. It was also the basis for
international maritime law , which is still in effect. Carl Kulsrud argue that the concept of armed neutrality
was introduced even earlier. Within 90 years before the First League of Armed Neutrality was established,
neutral powers had joined forces no less than three times. As early as , Lubeck and Holland joined powers to
continue their maritime exploration without the commitment of being involved in wartime struggles on the
sea. It occurred during and The idea of this second league was to protect neutral shipping from the British
Royal Navy. However, Britain took this as the alliance taking up sides with France, thus attacking Denmark.
The alliance was forced to withdraw from the league. For many states, such as Ireland and Sweden, neutrality
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does not mean the absence of any foreign interventionism. Peacekeeping missions for the United Nations are
seen as intertwined with it. Despite this, 23 Swiss observers and police have been deployed around the world
in UN projects. European Union There are five members of the European Union that still describe themselves
as a neutral country in some form: Austria , Ireland , Finland , Malta and Sweden. I must correct him on that:
Finland is a member of the EU. We were at one time a politically neutral country, during the time of the Iron
Curtain. Now we are a member of the Union, part of this community of values, which has a common policy
and, moreover, a common foreign policy. The policy was designed to be inclusive and allows for states to opt
in or out of specific forms of military cooperation. That has allowed most of the neutral states to participate,
but opinions still vary. It was passed with the government arguing that its opt-in nature allowed Ireland to
"join elements of PESCO that were beneficial such as counter-terrorism, cyber security and peace keeping The
Maltese government argued that it was going to wait and see how PESCO develops to see whether it would
compromise Maltese neutrality. According to Ion Marandici, Moldova has chosen neutrality in order to avoid
Russian security schemes and Russian military presence on its territory. Most, however, became occupied, and
in the end only the states of Andorra , Ireland , Portugal , Spain , Sweden , Switzerland with Liechtenstein ,
and Vatican the Holy See remained neutral of the European countries closest to the war. Their fulfilment to the
letter of the rules of neutrality have been questioned: Ireland supplied some important secret information to the
Allies ; for instance, the date of D-Day was decided on the basis of incoming Atlantic weather information
secretly supplied to them by Ireland but kept from Germany. Axis or Allied pilots who crash landed in Ireland
were interned. Spain also pursued a policy of "non-alignment" and sent a volunteer combat division to aid the
Nazi war effort. Portugal officially stayed neutral, but actively supported both the Allies by providing overseas
naval bases and Germany by keeping its war machine alight with the extensive sale of tungsten. The United
States was initially neutral during the war and was initially bound Neutrality Acts of not to sell war materiels
to belligerents. Once war broke out, US President Franklin Delano Roosevelt succeeded in getting Congress to
replace the act with the Cash and carry program that allowed the US to provide military aid to the allies,
despite opposition from isolationist members. Some countries may occasionally claim to be "neutral" but not
comply with the internationally agreed upon definition of neutrality as listed above.
7: Ottoman entry into World War I - Wikipedia
Abstract: Executive orders and proclamations, relating to American neutrality, trade with belligerents, declaration of war,
and establishment of defensive sea area during World War I.

8: U.S. proclaims neutrality in World War I, August 4, - POLITICO
Neutrality is a fundamental problem in modern Swiss history and played a pivotal role in both world wars. During the
Second World War the danger came from the outside, while during the First World War Switzerland was also threatened
from within.

9: WHKMLA : History of Iran,
On 19 August U.S. President Woodrow Wilson addressed Congress and made public the U.S. policy of neutrality.
During his address he warned U.S. citizens against taking sides in the war for fear of endangering the wider U.S. policy.
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