


U.S. Imperialism in the late 19th Century 
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Document #1: Albert Beveridge’s “March of the Flag”
Few American speeches have resonated as deeply with so many as Albert Beveridge’s “March of the Flag” speech, first delivered in Indianapolis in 1898.  Beveridge was hopeful for an appointment to the U.S. Senate by the Indiana legislature, and the issue of expansionism was of importance to the nation.  His remarks suggest a special destiny for America: 
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1. According to Beveridge, what special “destiny” does America have to fulfill through expansion?
Document #2: U.S. Expansion: The Acquisition of Alaska and Hawaii
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2A: The Purchase of Alaska

2B: The Acquisition of Hawaii

	Territory:
	Strategy used for acquisition
	Goal/ Purpose for acquiring the territory

	Alaska


	
	

	Hawaii
	
	


Document 3A: The U.S. in Asia: The Open Door Policy


3A. Do you think the “open door” policy was in the best interest of the Chinese? Explain
Document 3B: The U.S. in Asia: The Open Door Evaluations
"We have fifteen hundred missionaries here. Should China be partitioned among the European powers it is quite certain that the work of there missionaries would be impeded. From any country under Russian control they would be excluded. In any country under French control they would be impeded and embarrassed. These missionaries are entitled to our protection just the same as mercantile people are. Partition would tend to destroy our markets. The Pacific Ocean is destined to [be home to] a larger commerce than the Atlantic. As the countries in the Far East and Australia develop their resources the commerce of the United States with them will assume proportions greater... than our commerce with Europe. In these countries we are destined to find our best customers for manufactured, as well as natural, and agricultural products..." 
- U. S Minister Charles Denby to Secretary of State John Sherman, Jan. 31, 1898

"In this critical posture of affairs in China [makes it necessary to define the] attitude of the United States as far as present circumstances permit this to be done...The policy of the government of the United States is to seek a solution which may bring about permanent safety and peace to China, preserve the Chinese territorial and administrative entity, protect all rights guaranteed to friendly powers by treaty and international law, and safeguard for the world the principle of equal and impartial trade with all parts of the Chinese empire..." 
      –Hay's Circular Letter to U S. Embassies, July 3, 1900




"The United States...could not regard with indifference the assumption of political, military, or economic domination over China by a foreign power...and hopes that your Excellency's Government will find it in agreement with their interests to refrain from pressing upon China all acceptance of proposals which would, if accepted, exclude Americans from equal participation in the economic and industrial development of China and would limit the political independence of that country."   

–Secretary of State William Jennings Bryan to Japanese Ambassador in Wash., 3/13/1915

3b. According to the documents, why does the U.S. need to be involved in with China? Why is the U.S. so concerned with “equal participation in the economic and industrial” development of China?

“…It is a glorious history our God has bestowed upon His chosen people; a history heroic with faith in our mission and our future; a history of statesmen who flung the boundaries of the Republic out into unexplored lands and savage wilderness; a history of soldiers who carried the flag across blazing deserts and through the ranks of hostile mountains, even to the gates of sunset; a history of a multiplying people who overran a continent in half a century; a history of prophets who saw the consequences of evils inherited from the past and of martyrs who died to save us from them; a history divinely logical, in the process of whose tremendous reasoning we find ourselves today. 


…Shall the American people continue their march toward the commercial supremacy of the world?  Shall free institutions broaden their blessed reign as the children of liberty wax in strength, until the empire of our principles is established over the hearts of all mankind? 


…Have we no mission to perform, no duty to discharge to our fellowman?  Has God endowed us with gifts beyond our deserts and marked us as the people of His peculiar favor, merely to rot in our own selfishness…”  (Boorstin, p. 644-653)





2. Why do you think the acquisition of these territories was so important to the U.S. geographically? (Be specific and thorough in your answer)





Vitus Bering, a Dane working for the Russians, and Alexei Chirikov discovered the Alaskan mainland and the Aleutian Islands in 1741. The tremendous land mass of Alaska—equal to one-fifth of the continental U.S.—was unexplored in 1867 when Secretary of State William Seward arranged for its purchase from the Russians for $7,200,000. The transfer of the territory took place on Oct. 18, 1867. Despite a price of about two cents an acre, the purchase was widely ridiculed as “Seward's Folly.”





In 1876 the United States and the Kingdom of Hawaii adopted a “reciprocity” agreement, which essentially made Hawaii an American protectorate: the American planters were granted special economic privileges, and in return the islands would be “guarded” by American naval forces based at Pearl Harbor. There was still an obstacle to the continued prosperity of the planters, however; the United States imposed a tariff on imported sugar to protect American growers from foreign competition. The solution to this problem, in the eyes of the Hawaiian sugar tycoons, was obvious: make Hawaii part of the United States. 


The most fervent advocate for annexation was Lorrin Thurston, a lawyer who made no secret of his belief that Hawaii should be ruled by white men. Thurston had many supporters among the planter elite; and support came also from the American government, including the ambassador to Hawaii, John L. Stevens; the American Secretary of State, James G. Blaine; and even President Benjamin Harrison. The opportunity for annexation came in January 1893, when Queen Liliuokalani announced that she would proclaim a new constitution for her kingdom, which would, among other things, limit the power of the planters by removing the property qualifications for voting and restricting the vote to native Hawaiians. After much secret plotting, Thurston and his followers simply declared that the monarchy was abolished, and called upon Ambassador Stevens to formally recognize the new provisional government and to call ashore a detachment of marines from the naval warship Boston, which happened to be in port, in order to “secure the safety of American life and property.” The Queen, recognizing the inevitable, and in order to avoid violence, issued a statement agreeing to step down, but noting that she was doing so under duress and only (as she thought) temporarily. 


Lorrin Thurston was sent to Washington to work out the details of the American annexation, but Grover Cleveland had now replaced Benjamin Harrison as president, and he flatly rejected the plan. A staunch anti-imperialist, Cleveland commissioned an investigation into the circumstances of the overthrow of the Hawaiian monarchy and the American role in it. He reported to Congress that the landing of American marines was not justified. However, a later investigation came to the opposite conclusion, and Cleveland eventually accepted the status quo. Cleveland’s successor as president, William McKinley, reversed course again, and the Republic of Hawaii was officially annexed to the United States in 1898.��





While American intervention had begun earlier with � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Matthew_Perry_(naval_officer)" \o "Matthew Perry (naval officer)" �Matthew Perry� forcibly opening � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Japan" \o "Japan" �Japan� to the West with the � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Convention_of_Kanagawa" \o "Convention of Kanagawa" �Convention of Kanagawa� in 1854, this period saw the United States expand its presence in Asia. The US pushed through the � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Open_Door_Policy" \o "Open Door Policy" �Open Door Policy� that guaranteed its economic access to � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/China" \o "China" �China�. It also vigorously acquired small islands in the Pacific, mostly to be used as � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Coaling_station" \o "Coaling station" �coaling stations�.


Not long before the turn of the century, China was divided into "spheres of influence" - areas to which a European nation (some involved were Austria, France, Germany, Great Britain, Italy, Japan, and Russia) had claimed exclusive trading rights, or even the territory itself. The United States was eager to reap its own benefits from China, but felt impeded by these "spheres of influence". In an effort to eliminate this hindrance, � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/John_Hay" \o "John Hay" �John Hay�, secretary of state at the time (under � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/William_McKinley" \o "William McKinley" �William McKinley�), sent letters to European leaders suggesting an "open door" policy in China, one that would grant equivalent trading rights to all powers inside the spheres of influence. The proposal was gently rejected. Following the � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Boxer_rebellion" \o "Boxer rebellion" �Boxer Rebellion�, John Hay called again for an expanded "open door" policy effective throughout China, not just within "spheres of influence". The United States and the European powers agreed to preserve Chinese independence and government, but continued to use the country for monetary gain until World War II.


Critics contend that US policy was for open-trade and not imperialist.











