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DBQ American Imperialism II
Directions
Using the essential question: Was American Imperialism Justified? , based on the information we have studied and the documents, explain why you feel American expansion abroad was/was not justified?  Construct an argument that addresses the essential question using specific claims and relevant evidence from historical sources while acknowledging competing views (counterclaim).  
Background
By 1890, the United States had by far the world's most productive economy. American industry produced twice as much as its closest competitor—Britain. But the United States was not a great military or diplomatic power. Its army numbered less than 30,000 troops, and its navy had only about 10,000 seamen. Britain's army was five times the size of its American counterpart, and its navy was ten times bigger. The United States' military was small because the country was situated between two large oceans and was surrounded by weak or friendly nations. It faced no serious military threats and had little interest in asserting military power overseas.

From the Civil War until the 1890s, most Americans had little interest in territorial expansion. William Seward, the secretary of state under presidents Lincoln and Johnson, did envision American expansion into Alaska, Canada, Mexico, Central America, the Caribbean, Iceland, Greenland, Hawaii, and other Pacific islands. But he realized only two small parts of this vision. In 1867, the United States purchased Alaska from Russia for $7.2 million and occupied the Midway Islands in the Pacific.

Americans resisted expansion for two major reasons. One was that imperial rule seemed inconsistent with America's republican principles. The other was that the United States was uninterested in acquiring people with different cultures, languages, and religions. But where an older generation of moralists thought that ruling a people without their consent violated a core principle of republicanism, a younger generation believed that the United States had a duty to uplift backward societies.

By the mid-1890s, a shift had taken place in American attitudes toward expansion that was sparked partly by a European scramble for empire. Between 1870 and 1900, the European powers seized 10 million square miles of territory in Africa and Asia, a fifth of the world's land mass. About 150 million people were subjected to colonial rule. In the United States, a growing number of policy makers, bankers, manufacturers, and trade unions grew fearful that the country might be closed out in the struggle for global markets and raw materials.

A belief that the world's nations were engaged in a Darwinian struggle for survival and that countries that failed to compete were doomed to decline also contributed to a new assertiveness on the part of the United States. By the 1890s, the American economy was increasingly dependent on foreign trade. A quarter of the nation's farm products and half its petroleum were sold overseas.

Alfred Thayer Mahan, a naval strategist and the author of The Influence of Sea Power Upon History, argued that national prosperity and power depended on control of the world's sea-lanes. "Whoever rules the waves rules the world," Mahan wrote. To become a major naval power, the United States began to replace its wooden sailing ships with steel vessels powered by coal or oil in 1883. But control of the seas would also require the acquisition of naval bases and coaling stations. Germany's Kaiser Wilhelm had copies of Mahan's books placed on every ship in the German High Seas Fleet and the Japanese government put translations in its imperial bureaus.
During the late 19th century, the idea that the United States had a special mission to uplift "backward" people around the world also commanded growing support. The mainstream Protestant religious denominations established religion missions in Africa and Asia, including 500 missions in China by 1890.

During the late 1880s, American foreign policy makers began to display a new assertiveness. The United States came close to declaring war against Germany over Samoa in 1889; against Chile in 1891, over the treatment of U.S. sailors; and against Britain in 1895, over a territorial dispute between Venezuela and Britain.

American involvement in the overthrow of Hawaii's monarchy in 1893 precipitated a momentous debate over the United States' global role. They debated whether the U.S. should behave like a great power and seize colonies or whether it should remain something different.

Mintz, S., & McNeil, S. (2015). The United States Becomes a World Power. Digital History. Retrieved September 9, 2015 from http://www.digitalhistory.uh.edu/disp_textbook.cfm?smtID=2&psid=3158. 

Document 1

[In colonies], the mother-country had won a foothold in a foreign land, seeking a new outlet for what it had to sell, a new sphere for its shipping, more employment for its people, and more comfort and wealth for itself …
… Having [no] foreign establishments, either colonial or military, the ships of war of the United States, in war, will be like land birds, unable to fly far from their own shores. To provide resting-places for them, where they can coal and repair, would be one of the first duties of a government proposing to itself the development of the power of the nation at sea….


… The question is eminently one in which the influence of the government should make itself felt, to build up for the nation a navy which, if not capable of reaching distant countries, shall at least be able to keep clear the chief approaches to its own. The eyes of the country have for a quarter of a century been turned from the sea. … It may safely be said that it is essential to the welfare of the whole country that the conditions of trade and commerce should remain, as far as possible, unaffected by an external war. In order to do this, the enemy must be kept not only out of our ports, but far away from our coasts.

- Alfred T. Mahan, The Influence of Sea Power upon History, 1890
Document 2


Have we no mission to perform, no duty to discharge to our fellow-man? Has God endowed us with gifts beyond our deserts and marked us as the people of His [favor]? 

... Would not the people of the Philippines prefer the just, humane, civilizing government of this Republic to the savage, bloody rule of pillage and extortion from which we have rescued them? … Do we owe no duty to the world? Shall we turn these people back to the reeking hands from which we have taken them? Shall we abandon them, with Germany, England, Japan, hungering for them? Shall we save them from these nations, to give them a self-rule of tragedy?… 


American energy is greater than Spanish sloth.  … We cannot retreat from any soil where Providence has unfurled our banner; it is our [destiny] to save that soil for liberty and civilization.

- Albert J. Beveridge, "The March of the Flag", 1898.
Document 3

Cuba’s children … suffer in indescribable bitterness as they see their fertile nation enchained and also their human dignity stifled … all for the necessities and vices of the [Spanish] monarchy.

- Jose Marti, c. 1892
Document 4

I walked the floor of the White House night after night until midnight; and I am not ashamed to tell you, gentlemen, that I went down on my knees and prayed Almighty God for light and guidance more than one night.  And one night late it came to me this way...(1) that we could not give them back to Spain -- that would be cowardly and dishonorable; (2) that we could not turn them over to France or Germany -- our commercial rivals in the Orient -- that would be bad business and discreditable; (3) that we could not leave them to themselves -- they were unfit for self government -- and they would soon have anarchy and misrule worse than Spain's was; and (4) that there was nothing left for us to do but take them all, and to educate the Filipinos, and uplift and civilize them, and by God's grace do the very best we could by them..."

- President William McKinley, speech to a Methodist Church group, November 1899.

Document 5

MR. PRESIDENT, the times call for candor. The Philippines are ours forever, "territory belonging to the United States," as the Constitution calls them. And just beyond the Philippines are China’s illimitable markets. We will not retreat from either. We will not repudiate our duty in the archipelago. We will not abandon our opportunity in the Orient. We will not renounce our part in the mission of our race, trustee, under God, of the civilization of the world. And we will move forward to our work, not howling out regrets like slaves whipped to their burdens but with gratitude for a task worthy of our strength and thanksgiving to Almighty God that He has marked us as His chosen people, henceforth to lead in the regeneration of the world. 

This island empire is the last land left in all the oceans. If it should prove a mistake to abandon it, the blunder once made would be irretrievable. If it proves a mistake to hold it, the error can be corrected when we will. Every other progressive nation stands ready to relieve us. 


But to hold [the Phillippenes] will be no mistake. Our largest trade henceforth must be with Asia. The Pacific is our ocean. More and more Europe will manufacture the most it needs, secure from its colonies the most it con-sumes. Where shall we turn for consumers of our surplus? Geography answers the question. China is our natural customer. She is nearer to us than to England, Germany, or Russia, the commercial powers of the present and the future. They have moved nearer to China by securing permanent bases on her borders. The Philippines give us a base at the door of all the East. 

Lines of navigation from our ports to the Orient and Australia, from the Isthmian Canal to Asia, from all Oriental ports to Australia converge at and separate from the Philippines. They are a self-supporting, dividend-paying fleet, permanently anchored at a spot selected by the strategy of Providence, commanding the Pacific. And the Pacific is the ocean of the commerce of the future. Most future wars will be conflicts for commerce. The power that rules the Pacific, therefore, is the power that rules the world. And, with the Philippines, that power is and will forever be the American Republic. . . . 


But if they did not command China, India, the Orient, the whole Pacific for purposes of offense, defense, and trade, the Philippines are so valuable in themselves that we should hold them. I have cruised more than 2,000 miles through the archipelago, every moment a surprise at its loveliness and wealth. I have ridden hundreds of miles on the islands, every foot of the way a revelation of vegetable and mineral riches. . . 

- Albert J. Beveridge, In Support of an American Empire, 1900

Document 6
From the Detroit Journal, 1899
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Document 7
…Our foreign policy should be at all times firm, vigorous and dignified, and all our interests in the western hemisphere should be carefully watched and guarded.

The Hawaiian Islands should be controlled by the United States, and no foreign power should be permitted to interfere with them. The Nicaragua Canal should be built, owned and operated by the United States. And, by the purchase of the Danish Islands we should secure a much-needed Naval station in the West Indies.

The massacres in Armenia have aroused the deep sympathy and just indignation of the American people, and we believe that the United States should exercise all the influence it can properly exert to bring these atrocities to an end. In Turkey, American residents have been exposed to gravest [grievous] dangers and American property destroyed. There, and everywhere, American citizens and American property must be absolutely protected at all hazards and at any cost.

We reassert the Monroe Doctrine in its full extent, and we reaffirm the rights of the United States to give the Doctrine effect by responding to the appeal of any American State for friendly intervention in case of European encroachment.

We have not interfered and shall not interfere, with the existing possession of any European power in this hemisphere, and to the ultimate union of all the English-speaking parts of the continent by the free consent of its inhabitants; from the hour of achieving their own independence the people of the United States have regarded with sympathy the struggles of other American peoples to free themselves from European domination. We watch with deep and abiding interest the heroic battles of the Cuban patriots against cruelty and oppression, and best hopes go out for the full success of their determined contest for liberty. The government of Spain, having lost control of Cuba, and being unable to protect the property or lives of resident American citizens, or to comply with its Treaty obligations, we believe that the government of the United States should actively use its influence and good offices to restore peace and give independence to the Island.

The peace and security of the Republic and the maintenance of its rightful influence among the nations of the earth demand a naval power commensurate with its position and responsibilities. We, therefore, favor the continued enlargement of the navy, and a complete system of harbor and sea-coast defenses….
· Foreign policy positions advocated by the Republican Party, Republican Party Platform (excerpts), 1896

Document 8
Drawings from American Newspapers, c. 1897
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· Barber for the Los Angeles Herald, illustration of suffering in Cuban “reconcentration” camps, “Fearful Cases of Starvation in Cuba,” March 20, 1898

NOTE: This illustration appeared in the Los Angeles Herald on March 20, 1898, accompanying a story about Senator Proctor’s speech. Illustrations such as this one appeared in newspapers around the country and played a role in influencing the public in support of calls for war with the Spanish.
Document 9
NOTE: Senator Redfield Proctor, a Vermont Republican, delivered this speech on March 17, 1898, after a visit to Cuba. His testimony helped sway politicians and business leaders toward war.
I went to Cuba with a strong conviction that the picture had been overdrawn. I could not believe that out of a population of one million six hundred thousand, two hundred thousand had died within these Spanish forts....My inquiries were entirely outside of sensational sources....What I saw I cannot tell so that others can see it. It must be seen with one's own eyes to be realized....To me the strongest appeal is not the barbarity practiced by Weyler, nor the loss of the Maine...but the spectacle of a million and a half people, the entire native population of Cuba, struggling for freedom and deliverance from the worst misgovernment of which I ever had knowledge....





- Senator Redfield Proctor, speech on Spanish atrocities in Cuba 
 delivered in the United States Senate (excerpts), March 17, 1898
Document 10

Headlines from the New York Journal – February, 1898
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Document 11

In the following excerpt, President McKinley explains why he recommended annexation of the Philippines to the U.S. Senate. He was speaking to a group of religious leaders when he made this statement.
“ Hawaii is ours; Porto Rico is to be ours; at the prayer of her people Cuba finally will be ours; in the islands of the East, even to the gates of Asia, coaling stations are to be ours at the very least; the flag of a liberal government is to float over the Philippines, and may it be the banner that Taylor unfurled in Texas and Fremont carried to the coast.

The Opposition tells us that we ought not to govern a people without their consent. I answer, the rule of liberty that all just government derives its authority from the consent of the governed, applies only to those who are capable of self-government. We govern the Indians without their consent, we govern our territories without their consent, we govern our children without their consent. How do they know what our government would be without their consent? Would not the people of the Philippines prefer the just, humane, civilizing government of this Republic to the savage, bloody rule of pillage and extortion from which we have rescued them?...

The ocean does not separate us from lands of our duty and desire—the oceans join us, rivers never to be dredged, canals never to be re paired. Steam joins us; electricity joins us—the very elements are in league with our destiny. Cuba not contiguous? Porto Rico not contiguous! Hawaii and the Philippines [not] contiguous! The oceans make them contiguous. And our navy will make them contiguous….

And so, while we did not need the territory taken during the past century at the time it was acquired, we do need what we have taken in 1891 and we need it now. The resource and the commerce of the immensely rich dominions will be increased as much as American energy is greater than Spanish sloth.”
Document 12
“In Cuba, alone, there are 15,000,000 acres of forest unacquainted with the ax, exhaustless mines of iron, priceless deposits of manganese, millions of dollars' worth of which we must buy, to-day, from the Black Sea districts. There are millions of acres yet unexplored.

The resources of Porto Rico have only been trifled with. The riches of` the Philippines have hardly been touched by the finger-tips of modern methods. And they produce what we consume, and consume what we produce—the very predestination of reciprocity—a reciprocity "not made with hands, eternal in the heavens." They sell hemp, sugar, cocoanuts, fruits of the tropics, timber of price like mahogany; they buy flour, clothing, tools, implements, machinery and all that we can raise and make. Their trade will be ours in time. Do you indorse that policy with your vote?

Cuba is as large as Pennsylvania, and is the richest spot on the globe. Hawaii is as large as New Jersey; Porto Rico half as large as Hawaii; the Philippines larger than all New England, New York, New Jersey and Delaware combined. Together they are larger than the British Isles, larger than France, larger than Germany, larger than Japan….

There are so many real things to be done—canals to be dug, railways to be laid, forests to be felled, cities to be builded, fields to be tilled, markets to be won, ships to be launched, peoples to be saved, civilization to be proclaimed and the Rag of liberty Hung to the eager air of every sea. Is this an hour to waste upon triflers with nature's laws? Is this a season to give our destiny over to word-mongers and prosperity-wreckers? No! It is an hour to remember our duty to our homes. It is a moment to realize the opportunities fate has opened to us. And so is all hour for us to stand by the Government.

We can not fly from our world duties; it is ours to execute the purpose of a fate that has driven us to be greater than our small intentions. We can not retreat from any soil where Providence has unfurled our banner; it is ours to save that soil for liberty and civilization.” 

· Senator Albert Beveridge, pro-expansion abroad campaign speech to the United States Senate, “March of the Flag” (excerpts), 1898
Document 13
…the question with which we now have to deal is whether Congress may conquer and may govern, without their consent and against their will, a foreign nation, a separate, distinct, and numerous people, a territory not hereafter to be populated by Americans…

…under the Declaration of Independence, you cannot govern a foreign territory, a foreign people, another people than your own…you cannot subjugate (rule) them and govern them against their will, because you think it is for their good, when they do not; because you think you are going to give them the blessings of liberty. You have no right at the cannon’s mouth [by military force] to impose an unwilling people your Declaration of Independence and your Constitution and your notions of freedom and notions of what is good.
· U.S. Senator, George F. Hoar, made in January 1899, in opposition to the treaty annexing the Philippines.
Document 14
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President McKinley faced heavy criticism from the U.S. Anti-Imperialism League regarding the country’s policy of imperialism.  (1900)
“Declined with Thanks”

Document 15


It is not true that the Unites States feels any land hunger or entertains any projects as regards to the other nations of the Western Hemisphere save such as are for their welfare. All that this country desires is to see the neighboring countries stable, orderly, and prosperous. Any country whose people conduct themselves well can count upon our hearty friendship. If a nation shows that it knows how to act with reasonable efficiency and decency in social and political matters, if it keeps order and pays its obligations, it need fear no interference from the United States. Chronic wrongdoing, or any impotence which results in a general loosening of the ties of civilized society [however], may in America, as elsewhere, ultimately require intervention by some civilized nation, and in the Western Hemisphere the adherence of the United States to the Monroe Doctrine may force the United States, however reluctantly, in flagrant cases of such wrongdoing or impotence, to the exercise of an international police power.

...It is a mere truism to say that every nation, whether in American or any where else, which desires to maintain its freedom, its independence, must ultimately realize that the right of such independence can not be separated from the responsibility of making good use of it.

-  Theodore Roosevelt, annual message before Congress, “Roosevelt Corollary (to the Monroe Doctrine)” (excerpts), 1904
 Document 16 
Political Cartoon, c. 1910
[image: image4.jpg]



Document 17 
Mark Twain, explanation of opposition of United States imperialists’ policies, New York Herald, October 15, 1900.

I left these shores, at Vancouver, a red-hot imperialist. I wanted the American eagle to go screaming into the Pacific. It seemed tiresome and tame for it to content itself with the Rockies. Why not spread its wings over the Phillippines, I asked myself? And I thought it would be a real good thing to do

I said to myself, here are a people who have suffered for three centuries. We can make them as free as ourselves, give them a government and country of their own, put a miniature of the American constitution afloat in the Pacific, start a brand new republic to take its place among the free nations of the world. It seemed to me a great task to which had addressed ourselves.

But I have thought some more, since then, and I have read carefully the treaty of Paris, and I have seen that we do not intend to free, but to subjugate the people of the Philippines. We have gone there to conquer, not to redeem. . .

It should, it seems to me, be our pleasure and duty to make those people free, and let them deal with their own domestic questions in their own way. And so I am an anti-imperialist. I am opposed to having the eagle put its talons on any other land.

Mark Twain, critique of the United States imperialist policy, "To the Person Sitting in Darkness," New York: Anti-Imperialist League of New York, (excerpts), February, 1901

There must be two Americas: one that sets the captive free, and one that takes a once-captive's new freedom away from him, and picks a quarrel with him with nothing to found it on; then kills him to get his land….

True, we have crushed a deceived and confiding people; we have turned against the weak and the friendless who trusted us; we have stamped out a just and intelligent and well-ordered republic; we have stabbed an ally in the back and slapped the face of a guest; we have bought a Shadow from an enemy that hadn't it to sell; we have robbed a trusting friend of his land and his liberty; we have invited clean young men to shoulder a discredited musket and do bandit's work under a flag which bandits have been accustomed to fear, not to follow; we have debauched America's honor and blackened her face before the world….

And as for a flag for the Philippine Province, it is easily managed. We can have a special one—our States do it: we can have just our usual flag, with the white stripes painted black and the stars replaced by the skull and cross-bones.

· Mark Twain, a collection of anti-imperialism critiques, 1900–1901

Document 18
The following excerpt comes from a speech by U.S. Senator, George F. Hoar, made in January 1899, in opposition to the treaty annexing the Philippines.
…the question with which we now have to deal is whether Congress may conquer and may govern, without their consent and against their will, a foreign nation, a separate, distinct, and numerous people, a territory not hereafter to be populated by Americans…

…under the Declaration of Independence, you cannot govern a foreign territory, a foreign people, another people than your own…you cannot subjugate (rule) them and govern them against their will, because you think it is for their good, when they do not; because you think you are going to give them the blessings of liberty. You have no right at the cannon’s mouth [by military force] to impose an unwilling people your Declaration of Independence and your Constitution and your notions of freedom and notions of what is good.

Task
1. Read, classify and chart and list the arguments in each document in favor/ in opposition of American Imperialism.

2. Using at least 9 documents, construct an argument that addresses the following questions:

a. Was American Imperialism Abroad Justified?

b. What conditions influenced United States expansion abroad (foreign countries)?

c. What arguments were made in favor of imperialism and the Spanish-American War?  
d. What arguments were made in opposition to imperialism and the Spanish-American War?

3. Reach your own conclusion: Yes, I feel American Imperialism abroad was justified, because…This is
MY claim …This is MY counterclaim. No, I do not feel like American expansion abroad was justified, because…
This is MY claim…This is MY counterclaim.
Part B

Essay:



Complete the TASK in a well-organized essay. Consider why people objected to or supported America’s imperialism.  Some felt it was immoral to rule over other peoples while others felt it was immoral to shirk our duty of assisting the less privileged of the world.  Was imperialism a proper and legitimate policy for the United States to follow at the end of the 19th Century and beginning of the 20th Century?

In your essay refer to A MAJORITY of the documents you analyzed in Part A.  Include additional specific, relevant information from your study of social studies.


In writing your essay be certain that you clearly state your thesis whether this was or was not a legitimate policy for the United States.  Remember how people felt at this time period and try to think as they did not as you might feel today at the beginning of the 21st Century.  Each paragraph and each piece of evidence should support your thesis.  Try to use or refer to specific portions of the documents that support your statement.


In an essay it is good to acknowledge the opposition views and state what arguments might be put forward to contradict them.  Again use quotes or refer to the documents that would support your opinion on this.

ESSAY

Your essay should be well organized with an introductory paragraph that states your position on the question. Develop your position in the next paragraphs and then write a conclusion. In your essay, include specific historical details and refer to the specific documents you analyzed in the DBQ. You may include additional information from your knowledge of US History.
Late 19th-century and early 20th-century expansionism by the United States was seen by many as a continuation of earlier 19th-century Manifest Destiny. Using the issues identified in the documents discuss why this is or is not an accurate statement. Was American Imperialism Justified?
Requirements:

· Your introduction should include BACKGROUND information and a statement of theme ( thesis statement) Your introduction should not be a copy of the Background information provided above.
· You are required to use at least eight of the documents in your essay.
· You are required to include additional information from at least four new sources not mentioned above.

· When you use information from a document, you must cite that document. Remember you can do that in either of these two ways:

· As part of the sentence, 

i.e., "As shown in Document 2, the U.S. regarded itself as Cuba’s…"

· In parentheses after you’ve used the information, 

i.e., "…President McKinley thought of the Filipinos as …(Doc. 11)."

SUGGESTED SKELETON OUTLINE

I .Introduction

Background: Describe the general historical circumstances related to the question. Include a definition of “Imperialism” example: “A policy by a stronger nation to attempt to create an empire by dominating weaker nations economically, politically, culturally, or militarily.” Include a thesis Statement (answer the question).
: 

 

“Imperialism played a _________________role in the shaping of American foreign policy in the late 19thand early 20thcenturies and can be seen (not seen) as a continuation of Manifest Destiny because…..( in that)

II. Body Paragraph I (Economics)


A. Topic Sentence: America attempted [or did not attempt] to create an empire by dominating weaker  

                 nations economically.


B. Evidence from the documents provided.


C. Related outside evidence. 

D. Transition sentence
III. Body Paragraph II (Politics)  (same as above)
IV. Body Paragraph III (Culture) (same as above)
V. Body Paragraph IV (Military) (same as above)
VI. Conclusion

Summarize, extend, apply, evaluate or affirm your position. 

