
THE GENEVA CONVENTION AND THE RED CROSS

However important the improvements introduced into the First
Geneva Convention by the various revisions, the essentials were
already contained in the 1864 original.

First: all establishments and hospitals for the reception and
treatment of wounded and sick soldiers, and the personnel attached
to them, are immune from capture and from acts of destruction
otherwise admissible under the rules of warfare. The Convention
designates this special legal status of the military medical services
by the somewhat inexact term : " neutrality ".

Second : this special protection also covers such voluntary aid as
may be performed by the civilian population in favour of the
wounded.

Third : sick and wounded soldiers are received and treated
without regard to the side upon which they have fought.

Fourth : a heraldic emblem, the red cross in a white field, is
created for the distinguishing sign of hospitals, ambulances, trans-
ports of wounded, and the personnel protected under the terms of
the agreement.

*
*

The First Geneva Convention was, and is still, an instrument
of manifold significance. In giving the army medical services a
privileged legal status, it rendered them both more efficient and
more respected than before. It was a milestone in the history of
the treatment of sick troops on active service. If international
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law has since made notable strides in the direction of putting
humanitarian checks upon the conduct of war, this is directly and
incontestably due to the Geneva Convention. The Declaration of
St. Petersburg in 1869, prohibiting the use of certain types of
projectile was a first step on the way ; the Hague Conferences of
1899 and 1907 were stages of particular importance in this de-
velopment, the final stage to be reached so far being the Geneva
Conventions of 1949. But the First Convention of Geneva had
broken the ground.

Thus the beneficent effects of that pioneer accord were felt in
many ways, but nowhere perhaps as decisively and fruitfully as
in the Red Cross.

To take the outward and visible first. The red cross in a white
field—the Swiss colours reversed—was proposed by General
Dufour, leader of the Swiss delegation and President of the diplo-
matic conference of 1864, as the emblem of the medical establish-
ments and their personnel. The symbol gave the name, and both
were extended to the voluntary aid societies. Would a world
movement like the Red Cross have been possible but for the beauty
and simplicity of these two outward attributes with their profound
and impressive implications, clear and intelligible to all ?

But more valuable to the movement even than the title and
symbol with which the Convention endowed it, were the contents
of the treaty itself, the two basic ideas of which cannot be too
greatly insisted upon. First, the principle of voluntary, private
assistance incorporated into the military medical services. The
Convention of 1864, inspired by Dunant's immediate experience
at Solferino, gives a large place to the enlistment of improvised aid
to be given by the population of the war zone, but the Geneva
Committee, a year earlier, had stressed the necessity of creating
an organisation in peace-time to ensure that that aid should be as
complete and efficient as possible when the army has need of it.

The idea of voluntary aid was Dunant's and his friends'. It was
new in that it had not existed in that form and application before
them. But what was absolutely unprecedented and unheard-of was
that an instrument of international law should protect such free
private charity wherever it was exercised within the radius of war.
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The second principle, which has shaped the course of events
even more decisively, is the Convention's declaration that wherever
sick and wounded soldiers are concerned, no distinction shall be
drawn between friend and foe. All progress in military medical
practice, all health precautions for the troops and efforts to keep
these functioning well in spite of, and in the midst of, war, directly
serve the interests of every army, and each belligerent can only
gain by developing these measures to the full. But strangely and
inhumanly enough, until the time of the Geneva Convention nobody
had ever given any thought to these important matters. Military
medical statistics in the World War show how enormously the
standard of care for wounded and sick affects the general condition
of the troops, and go to prove that considerations of simple ex-
pediency would suffice to create a military medical organisation of
great excellence.

But the principle that an immense work of aid, calling for
untold courage and devotion, for the benefit of enemy soldiers on
an equal footing with those of one's own forces, embodies an idea
of moral, not material, interest. That idea was the real cornerstone,
not only of the Geneva Convention, but also of the Red Cross as a
universal movement. It is the source, the justification and the
safeguard of the neutrality by which the Red Cross stands or falls.

Relief for sick and wounded lies outside the sphere of conflict,
in principle and purpose it is as close to one side as the other, and
that is why all Red Cross work, whether in peace or war, must
always bear the stamp of a complete absence of individual bias ;
the help offered must be detached from all allegiance to groups or
parties, whatever they may be. To Dunant the idea of equal
treatment for friend or enemy was something to be taken for
granted. And so thought the women of Castiglione, whose cry,
" Siamo tutti fratelli ! " resounds through Dunant's Memory of
Solferino, and awoke such an echo in the world which he brought
to share his own boundless compassion for the victims of war.

Sceptics may disparage the noble idea of aiding one's enemy
like one's own ; they will say that, being based on reciprocity, it
suits the book of all belligerents, and indeed there is no gainsaying
the fact itself. This service is of use and profit to all. But the other
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fact remains, that this fundamental principle of the Geneva Con-
vention and the Red Cross sprang from no cold computation of
selfish interests, but from the pure humanitarian urge of consciences
grown vitally aware that above the hatreds and dissensions of the
world, each man remains his brother's keeper. Neither the treaty
of 1864 nor the Red Cross then entering upon its career, would
have stood firm and grown, holding their large place in the world's
esteem, had they been built upon mere considerations of utility
and not upon the highest instinct with which the human spirit has
been endowed.

* *

We may ask why the Geneva Convention should have taken so
long to come about. Here, as in all historical events, irrational
factors play their part. The moment waits upon the predestined
individual, the executive genius. Social and spiritual conditions,
the origin and nature of which we can analyse and to a certain
extent understand, must also be propitious. The idea of which
Dunant and the Geneva Public Utility Society's Committee of
Five became the advocates, had been long in the air.

Less than ten years before the Convention, Florence Nightin-
gale's heroic work in the Crimean War had made known the terrible
deficiencies of the military field hospitals. At the same time the
Italian Palasciano, the Frenchman Arnault and others had lifted
up their voices in protests similar to hers. Democratic and pre-
socialistic ideas, beginning to gain a foothold in Europe, helped to
put a higher price upon human life, whilst the progress of medical
science opened up new vistas for the treatment of wounded and
sick. It was a period of an increasing exodus from the churches,
and many people were eager to rally to the service of a truly
Christian ideal free from denominational ties.

But all these circumstances together and others besides, could
do no more than create a favourable climate for the idea to thrive
in once it was no longer latent but had become a reality, the men
it was waiting for having at last emerged. It needed more than
Dunant alone. His winged, prescient vision and irresistible mission-
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ary power, both through the written word and the magnetism of
his personality, lent the idea its effulgence and set it in impetuous
motion. But to seize that meteoric flame and make it yield a
lasting, creative heat, it needed such men as those who were
Dunant's collaborators from the first; the great and truly humane
soldier, General Dufour, with his mature wisdom ; Moynier, the
jurist and philanthropist with his vast experience of men and
things; the eminent medical authorities, Appia and Maunoir.
Ardour and prudence, inspiration and experience, a vision that
embraced the world and a clear-sightedness that saw what limits
must be set, and where to set them, all these qualities were united
in that unique company of pioneers.

The history of international treaties has no parallel for the
rapidity with which the idea of Dunant and his friends became
incarnated in the Geneva Convention. In 1862 A Memory of Solferino
appears, in 1863 the Geneva Public Welfare Society creates the
Committee of Five with Dufour at his head. In October of the same
year sixteen governments are represented at a private conference
at which the fundamental principles of the Geneva Convention and
the Red Cross are clearly formulated as they stand today. And less
than a year later comes the diplomatic conference at which, on the
22nd August 1864, the Geneva Convention is signed, an innovation
in the domain of international law, not only by reason of its con-
tents, but also in that it is open to all the States not represented at
the conference to adhere to it at any time. This alone suffices to
make it an epoch-making event.

As we have said, the time was ripe. But this would not have
availed unless Dunant had come at the right moment, carrying his
idea to all the courts of Europe, and defending it with a fervour
and brilliancy before which the dangerous obstacles of military
and bureaucratic opposition were swept away. Nor, we repeat,
would Dunant alone have achieved anything lasting, had not
Dufour and Moynier, with unerring insight, realised the need of
moderation and formulated their proposals accordingly.

** *
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Having now told what the Geneva Convention is and what it
means to the Red Cross, let us now reverse the question and ask
what the Red Cross means to the Geneva Convention.

The object of the Red Cross was to be an auxiliary to the
regular medical services with armies in the field. The crying in-
adequacy of these establishments up to the middle of the 19th
century called the movement into life. The revised Conventions
provided for the co-operation of the Voluntary Aid Societies
belonging to neutral as well as belligerent countries, and these
have participated since in almost all recent war relief actions,
sending not only many doctors, nurses and ambulance-men, and
quantities of medical material, but often entire ambulances com-
plete with personnel.

It is obviously hard to assess the importance in wartime of
voluntary collaboration in general and that of the Red Cross in
particular, for much depends upon the development of the various
military medical corps on the one hand, and of the national Red
Cross societies on the other, and much upon the extent to which
military operations affect one side and the other . . .

However efficient and well organised a military medical service
may be, if the war is long and especially if it involves the national
territory, the Red Cross will be able to render the army invaluable
aid, both directly and by relieving it of certain tasks of special
difficulty, for the specific role of voluntary work is to step in when
the need arises for extraordinary efforts. For this reason the Red
Cross will never lose its value for the army medical services in
wartime.

The material help afforded in transport and treatment of
wounded and sick is doubtless of great importance to the army,
but what makes the work of the Red Cross irreplaceable is the
moral support it gives the army with which it co-operates. Suppos-
ing the protection of medical personnel and establishments, which
is a means of protection for war-victims themselves, as granted by
the Geneva Convention, had been a mere matter of military
expediency and the enlightened policy of governments. Is it likely
that those measures, however beneficent their effects, would ever
have taken a fast hold upon the emotional consciousness of fighting'
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troops ? Surely not. And yet for every soldier in the field, the Red
Cross spells something of comfort and security. This is because
the Red Cross societies' twenty million members, spread over the
whole world, have made the movement familiar and popular in
the best and highest meaning of the terms. Even if the man in the
street only half knows what the Red Cross actually is, he identifies
it in his mind—and that is all that really counts—with the idea of
ever-ready help, untainted by self-interest and offered to all who
suffer. Often those in the thick of war are more alive to chivalry
and human values than are the publicists behind the front; the
soldier does not theorise and cavil, to him the name and emblem
of the Red Cross stand for a work of brotherly aid inspired and
performed in a spirit which should command the respect of all, and
the inviolability of which has been rightly made secure. This moral
prestige is at least as sure a safeguard against breaches of the Geneva
Convention in wartime as are the penalties which military law
designs for such offences, nor is it the least significant factor that
army high commands take into consideration whenever the question
of Red Cross inviolability comes up for debate.

Thus in the past, the paths of the Geneva Convention and the
Red Cross have always run parallel. Hard upon the first ratification
came the first national committees, sometimes the adhesion of a
government gave the lead to the foundation of a national society,
elsewhere countries wishing to create a national Red Cross induced
their governments to sign the treaty. It is not enough for a national
Red Cross to exist, however. It must be a living force, ceaselessly
advocating its cause by means of works which win respect for the
principles of the Geneva Convention.

But on the other hand the Red Cross is not, nor has it ever been
an institution existing by virtue, or in the shadow of the Convention,
simply as an auxiliary of military medical services. On the contrary,
it has always existed very much in its own right, and it was clear
from the outset that its wartime efficiency would depend upon an
intense activity in peacetime too. Hence the training of men and
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women for the ambulance corps, and the organisation of Red Cross
hospitals.

From the first, Dunant had envisaged another activity which
has always lain outside the range of tasks assigned to the Red Cross
under the terms of the Convention, namely relief work in calamities
of nature. This is only one aspect of the definitely peacetime
activities which expanded so powerfully after the World War,
and for which the League of Red Cross Societies has laboured with
such conspicuous success. In many national societies this work
predominates, its objects varying widely from country to country,
for historical and social factors always exercise a great influence in
this respect. Red Cross societies not only work in the field of public
health and life-saving in their widest application, they also under-
take the most varied tasks of social welfare. The nature of the
work is of secondary importance to the great conditions, laid down
in 1859 on the very battlefield of Solferino, that Red Cross help
should be pioneer help for hitherto undiscovered ills, or Samaritan
help, offered when others have passed by unheeding.

We must here recall yet another National Society's task which
also, strictly speaking, lies outside the sphere of the Geneva Con-
vention, but has its roots in that neutrality which is the basic
principle of the treaty. What we mean by neutrality in this con-
nection is the attitude which permits a State or institution to be in
contact simultaneously with all the parties to a war, and thus able
to bring its humanitarian influence to bear in the interests of soldiers
and their families on every side without distinction.

Any institution is free to aid one or all belligerents with gifts
of medical material, foodstuffs and suchlike, and also with personal
assistance, so long as the helpers do not come into touch with the
adversary. It is only a question of practical possibilities, financial
means and individuals' willingness to give personal service. But
to protect the interests of war-victims who belong to one party
but find themselves within the other's sphere of domination, some-
thing more is required. For this it is necessary to have the confi-
dence of both sides, and even then the intermediary, given the
state of mind prevailing in wartime among belligerents and their
sympathisers, has a difficult and thorny task.
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The iron reserve which a neutral institution like the Red Cross
and especially the International Committee, is compelled to main-
tain at such times is not seldom interpreted as cowardice, or even as
partiality towards one side or the other. But the slightest relaxation
of that reserve, either to defend itself against mis judgment or for
any other reason, would mean the end of its ability to serve the
victims of all the parties in the war. That and no other is the Red
Cross task—to help sufferers, not to sit in moral or judicial judge-
ment upon nations and their policies. One international treaty,
the Geneva Convention, is its immediate affair and that it defends
with tenacity and energy, jealously watchful that its provisions be
respected by all concerned.

The Geneva Convention dealt with the treatment of wounded
and sick soldiers in armies in the field. They are not the only
victims of war for whom the Red Cross feels responsible. There are
the captives of every different category ; the severely injured and
incurable, those who need treatment in more favourable climates,
the evacuated populations in enemy territory, the numberless
families whose scattered members can only have news of each other
through a service operating on both sides. This manifold distress
heaps Herculean labours upon the Red Cross of neutral countries,
especially upon the International Committee to which tradition
and the statutes of the International Red Cross assign the task
of intervening in war, civil war or internal disorder, when none
but a neutral intermediary could serve.

When we look back over the periods of war and realise what
the National Societies of neutral countries and the ICRC have
been able to achieve apart from assistance rendered to wounded
and sick soldiers, during the Spanish Civil War for example, we
feel justified in saying that the wide irradiation of the principles
of the Geneva Convention beyond its actual sphere is of scarcely
less importance to the humanitarian activity of the Red Cross
than its specific task under the treaty.

The diplomatic conference which met to revise the Convention
in 1929 concluded at the same time a Convention relative to the
treatment of Prisoners of War, which represents a thorough regula-
tion of this problem in a sincerely humane spirit. For the other
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categories of war victims general treaties can be neither so complete
nor so universal. But the fact that it was possible to lessen the hard-
ships of war victims other than prisoners, either by means of agree-
ments between belligerents or between belligerents and neutrals,
or else by concessions obtained from one or the other singly, all
this goes to prove how mightily the spirit of the Convention has
evolved, and how far it has outgrown its original boundaries. The
institutions which range themselves under the sign of the Red
Cross have no higher or more responsible duty than to keep that
spirit alive in its integrity.

*

Of late years a still wider prospect has opened out before the
Red Cross, showing once more how creative is the principle of
neutrality which inspires the movement. Here again the Inter-
national Committee is chiefly concerned in carrying out a task beset
with untold difficulties. Whenever violent political changes or
grave internal dissensions, no matter in what corner of the world,
cast certain individuals or groups within the nation into particular
distress or expose them to inhuman treatment, a loud outcry arises
for intervention by the Red Cross. Often enough the alarm is based
upon rumours difficult or impossible to verify, and often also it is
raised by persons whose interest in the Red Cross has never moved
them to do the least thing towards furthering any of its national,
let alone international, endeavours.

Humanitarian efforts of this kind, so general as to render it as
difficult to define as to limit them, are particularly onerous and even
thankless, for they reveal all the disproportion between the hopes
set upon us and our possibilities of fulfilling them. If even in civil
wars where the situation created by the two parties' refusal to
recognise each other as legitimate belligerents multiplies the obsta-
cles that Red Cross action has to surmount, how much greater and
more numerous are these where intervention of any kind may have
all the appearance of an attempt to interfere in a country's internal
domestic affairs. The extreme prudence which the Red Cross is
obliged to impose upon itself in such cases is not seldom misin-
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terpreted, and yet its only hope of alleviating distress or averting
hardships for those it is called upon to help is by exercising the
utmost tact, and working as unostentatiously as possible. Repeated
interventions or protests which are more likely than not to be
utterly ineffectual, could only result in a gradual frittering away of
Red Cross authority in the world, and confidence in its neutrality
and objectivity would go. This is a risk to be avoided at all costs,
for it is essential that the movement guard its whole resources,
moral, personal and material, intact for the performance of its
tasks within the vastly enlarged but not unlimited framework of
the Geneva Conventions. For the Red Cross, as elsewhere, the
maxim holds good, to take the wide view and set one's sights high,
but also to recognise one's limitations and do one's best within
them.

* *

It is not enough to contemplate the vast range of activity now
covered by the Geneva Convention and the Red Cross, nor even to
watch vigilantly for new tasks as they arise. Neither can suffice
without an organisation maintained steadily at the level of all
great enterprises, present and to come.

The strength of the entire movement lies in the national societies
and their allied organisations. These, the International Committee
and the League of Red Cross Societies, can only do their part ade-
quately if the movement is represented in every country by a
sound and respected national society, and if the national societies
are able to express their sense of partnership by giving powerful,
material support to international actions.

Wherever it exists, the Red Cross must be equal to its obligations
in three respects :

It must consist of men and women willing to contribute their
own person to the cause, and serve the sick and wounded, either
in war or disaster relief, in the capacity of doctors, nurses and
ambulance men. Doubtless direction and administration are
necessary and demand much personal devotion, but the heart of
the Red Cross beats where those who have heard the call for help
are out courting danger and privations in the direct work of rescue.
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The stronger these active Red Cross contingents, the better they
are equipped and trained, the more clearly their nation will under-
stand what the Red Cross is.

All does not depend of course upon numbers and percentages*
which are inevitably largely determined by the social and economic
structure of the country concerned, but they are important as
symptoms of the vitality of the Red Cross idea in the nation's
consciousness. When unusually great tasks crop up demanding"
extraordinary means, only a Red Cross organisation of more than
ordinary magnitude and prestige is able to reach and stir the whole
nation by its appeals, and mobilise the prosperous of the land ta
support a great gesture of voluntary aid.

Organisation and mass suffrage, personal readiness to serve
and material resources, all these the Red Cross needs if it aspires
to be equal to its great and numerous obligations. But vital above
all other things is the Red Cross spirit. Without it the Red Cross
would be merely an organisation for its own sake like so many
others. But where the true ideal animates even a small Red Cross
society, it can impress the people with it, and win through step
by step to its due status within the nation and, this attained,,
to the material substance it requires.

The spirit of the Red Cross is the offering of self, the willingness
to do one's helping in one's own person. The ambulance corps, going
defenceless into danger to succour not only compatriots and friends
but enemies as well, expresses this spirit in its perfection. And
second only to this supreme affirmation of human brotherhood is
the work of those who serve the cause in epidemics and natural
calamities, and wherever else the personal deed of charity is decisive.

All Red Cross work must bear the hall-mark of this spirit. It
must be strong in the representatives dealing with belligerent
governments or with the contending factions in civil wars and
other forms of internal strife. Not only must these delegates possess
the diplomat's tact and skill, and often the soldier's bravery and
steadfastness, but they must also be capable of a disregard of self,
an equanimity in the face of suspicion and ill-will such as hardly
anyone but missionaries are expected to display.

It is not given to all, nor are all required, to perform such
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immediate Red Cross services as these. Less is demanded of other
Red Cross workers, but two things equally of all, precisely those
which the creators of the Geneva Convention deemed fundamental:
that their service be voluntary, and that it be faithful to the prin-
ciple of absolute neutrality.

Voluntary service means that the work is the outward token
of an inward acceptance of the idea of service without personal
advantage, a labour offered freely for no wage. True, a great
organisation like the Red Cross, besides it honorary directors and
their assistant staffs, cannot do without other workers too, for
whom their work is at the same time vocation and livelihood. These
collaborators, content with very modest emoluments, are very
conscious of the difference in kind between Red Cross work and
any other. No one can foresee how greatly national circumstances
may cause Red Cross organisations to enlarge their scope, but it
will always remain of primordial importance that unremunerated,
voluntary collaborators form their main element, that they shun
bureaucracy, and that the greater part of their financial support
come from contributions which express the readiness of members
and the people as a whole to make sacrifices when their national
society makes an appeal.

Neutral service means preparedness, so far as means and
principles permit, and with complete impartiality, to help those
who are in need of help and willing to accept it. Red Cross aid is
not a declaration of sympathy for a party, a State, or an idea : it
sees only the human being and his distress. In every conflict in
which it is called upon to act, the more equally it is able to assist
both sides in its humanitarian capacity, the more clearly its true
nature and purpose come to light, and the less difficulty it encounters
in the execution of its tasks.

We cannot uphold the Red Cross spirit unless we are vividly
mindful of it at all times, and seek to give it expression continually
in deeds. The Red Cross is perhaps more necessary today than it
has ever been, and the fact that the times are all against it is only a
confirmation of this certitude. Innate egoism and acquired love of
ease are naturally no friends of self-denying service, but they are
not the only adversaries. The modern State, in its struggle for
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existence, lays claim not only to the men, but also to the women
and even the youth of the nation, and the further it pushes this
invasion of private life, the less room is left for any voluntary
action on the citizens' part. In the face of this contemporary
phenomenon there is surely ample reason to ask, as the Red Cross
does, that its active work be recognised as of equal value to the
State-organised services for the progressive co-ordination of the
total forces of the nation. Like the new political systems, the pre-
vailing trend of thought repudiates rather than encourages the
principles of voluntariness and neutrality. The widespread move-
ment towards centralisation and the extension of State authority
to all aspects of life without exception, can have but little use for
unregimented, individual effort, being all directed towards demons-
trative mass achievements ; in such programmes the moral forces
which voluntary work so strikingly develops and releases can have
but little place.

As for the idea of neutrality, it is currently considered not only
as more and more impracticable, but even hardly intelligible at a
time when political parties and social classes everywhere, like the
nations themselves, either stand drawn up against one another in
fiercest opposition of interests or ideas, or else take the reverse
course and seek their force in an unbroken uniformity and compact-
ness of political and every other kind of opinion imposed upon the
people.

But their very supposed irrelevance to the hour throws into
relief the Red Cross principles "profound relevance to the eternal
lines of human history. It is because the values enshrined in them
must never be lost, that the Red Cross must guard and defend
them with all the greater vigilance at periods when there seems
no place, and almost no comprehension, for them anywhere.

But however clearly we may discern the nature, value and
necessity of the Red Cross, we must arm ourselves against two
objections likely to sap our confidence and courage to go forward
against all odds.

On the way to the high and distant end of making a righteous
world, the influence of single individuals, with few exceptions, can
only be very slight and indirect. Often such efforts defeat rather

463



than serve their ends, because their authors omit to take human
nature into account and thus run counter to it, and to the funda-
mental conditions which lie at the base of human societies. These
are errors into which the Red Cross has always been careful not to
fall. Holding fast to realities, it recognises as terrible, but also as
certain, that at its present stage of development the human race
is still in constant and immediate danger of those spasmodic waves
of destruction which burst upon it, not only out of surrounding
Nature, but, more dire still, out of the savagery and miseries of
human nature itself.

The Red Cross, taking the recurrence of catastrophe for granted,
looks beyond it to the victims, since victims there are and will be
for a long time yet. It suggests a concrete and immediate task which
everyone can help to fulfil, doing something worth while here and
now, directly with personal labour or indirectly with material and
moral support. Those who are the first to lend a helping hand to
relieve present ills are not the last to work consciously and realisti-
cally towards a future from which such things will have disap-
peared.

Whilst not dealing lightly with the above objection, we need
not take it more tragically than it deserves. It is less dismaying
than doubt which might more reasonably lame our efforts if we
did not take a stand against it. This doubt attacks us when we
look at our achievements. Even if we confine ourselves to the
comparatively modest task of helping the victims of war and other
disasters, is there not an immense disproportion between the
distress which faces us, and our means of alleviating it ? In coun-
tries with a powerful Red Cross and well established State and
private welfare institutions, it can be said that relief is equal to
the need. But where these are lacking, or when a long drawn-out
war or any civil war confronts the Red Cross with extraordinary
or unprecedented situations, we often experience a melancholy
sense of falling far short of our obligations. The discrepancy is
greatest between the hopes the public pins to the Red Cross and
the impossibility of fulfilling all of them in cases where the aid must
come in great measure and over a very long period from Red Cross
societies abroad.
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But we should be able to admit deficiencies without losing heart ;
on the contrary, it is a reason to redouble our efforts. We may also
take confort in the reflection that a labour of love has a worth that
cannot be expressed in terms of visible successes, influence and
usefulness. It has invisible virtues. Every Red Cross worker,
whatever his religion or philosophy of life, will find the true value
and meaning of his Red Cross work if he looks for it in that same
sanctuary of meditation within which he seeks and finds the
meaning of existence.

With the Geneva Convention and the Red Cross, the pioneers
of 1863 and 1864 laid the twofold foundation of a great edifice
which has been built up to vast dimensions through the years, and
stands today, on its base and in its solid superstructure, as firm as
ever. Far from having outlived their purpose, our age of cleavage
and threatened destruction on every side has brought the spirit of
the first Geneva Convention and the Red Cross to the summit of
their usefulness, because they represent a safety zone within which
those who, on the outside, no longer speak or understand each
other's language, may and will still meet in human kindliness and
comprehension. This is the Red Cross mission for peace, not less
great for being indirect.

All these considerations show us the magnitude of our obliga-
tion and responsibility as custodians of the Geneva Convention and
the Red Cross, which by our efforts must be kept undiminished in
their outward and inward integrity, and in their power to serve and
to endure.

MAX HUBER
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