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PREFACE

This paper is concerned with a broad, general defining of the concept
of the "White Man's Burden." There is a brief history given leading up to
the "White Man's Burden," with emphasis on the Monroe Doctrine. The three
composing factors of the "White Man's Burden" are Christianity, Pragmatism,
anq Manifest Destiny; they are explained in detail and an attempt has been
éé&é to show how they form a cohesive unit, and in turn, a foreign policy.
This paper has attempted to show the beginning of American foreign policy

with the hopes of better understanding our foreign policy in the 1970's.
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divided by Europe in the 1¢90's, the U. S. was getting behind

in acquiring coloniesj 5) Social Darwinism--only the fit should:
survive in international relations; 6)'Pragmatism--it was practical
for America:to get involved in the world; 7) Christianity--it was
an aggressive religion, in that part of it's dogma was to spread
it's word to the "heathen" of the world; and, 8)Strong belief in
nationalism., These were some of the various reasons for America
stepping'out into the wofld in the late 1890's and early 1900's.
Probably the three most influencing factors wére, Manifest Destiny,
Christianity, and Pragmatism, collectively known =as the "White
Man's Burden." When Kipling penned those lines, he showed his
imperialistic ideas by displaying a disdainful hostility to the
brown peopleé, who, hé thought, could never overcome their in-
feriority and could never develop the capacity for self-government;
he saw the only sblution for the heathen as the "White Manis Burden., "
Many Americans were thirsty for the world in a way only imperialism
could guench. They agreed with Kipling. On the floor of Congress
on December 7, 1897, Répresentative Joseph Wheeler of Alabama,
said, "...we now produce more than two-thirds of the cotten, nearly’
nine-~-tenths of the corn, and nearly half of the steel of the world.
We have but about 4%, or one twenty-fifth, of the population of the
world, and it is evident that to continue our progress we must have
foreign markets and foreign commerce; and to protect the merchant-
men sailing under the Stars and Stripes we must possess a fleet

of efficient ships manned by our brave and true officers:and men.
But even more important then this is the defense of our great

cities."5 Representatiye William L. Greene, of Nebraska, on
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President Polk was known to be a jingoistic leader and he favored war
~as an answer to alot of problems facing the United States, for ex-
ample, he was prepared to wage war to collect unpaid debts from
Europevand he was willing to start war hecause Mexico refused to have
'normal diplomatic relations with the United States.

Another important facet of the pre-"White Man's Bufden" era
was the document called the Monroe-Doctrine. This document was a
product of President'James Monroe and he presented it to Congress
on December 2, 1823, It was a unilateral statement of foreign policy,
affirming friendship and pledéing ald to the American continents.

The original draft of the Monroe Doctrine had provisions for aid to
Greece, whichlwas, at that time, attempting.to break away from the
Ottoman Empire and become a republic.’® Secretary of State John
VQuincy Adams vetoed that provision and the finished document spoke
in terms of protedtion and independence of the American continents.
The document basically said:

1. The American continents, by the free and independent con=-
dition which they had assumed and maintained were -henceforth not
to be considered subjects for future colonization by any Eufopean
power.

2; It does not comport with the poiicy of the United States to
take part in the politics or the wars of European powers in matters
relating to themselves. | _

3. The United States would regard as the manifestatian of an
unfriendly disposition to itself the effort of any European power to
interferé with the political system of the American continents, or to

acquire any new territory on these continents.?
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United States at Shanghai in the late 1890's, said, "Missionary

work has accomplished advantages to trade which the present awake-
ing of China will soon &vidence to be of great practical value...

The ensign of commerce follows close in the waké of the banner of

the cross, and he who would strike down the hand that carries the
latter, injures the interest ofjthe former." 25 It is dvious that
Christianity was used often and by many for justification of U.S.
imperialism ; although there were missionaries who were sincere and
dedicated, there wére-bthers who becaﬁe_ridh landowners and members
of crooked organizations.26 The use of Christianity as justification
sometimes reached the point of being ludicrous, as President McKinley
showed in a speech to a group of‘clergymen in 1903, "The truth is

I didn't want the Philippines, and when they came to us, as a gift
from the gods, I didn't know what to do with them...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 it came to me this way...the Philippines must be ours...

| I told the chief engineer of the War Department (our mapmaker) to

put the Philippines on the map of the United States."? So, according
to our Puritan heritage, it was the obliéétion of man to follow a
calling énd conscilentiously cultivate his Vineyard--spread the good
news and save the"heathep."28 Christianity had two big influences

on the "White Man's Burden": 1) It defined thihgs in black and white,
yes and no. There was a clear answer for everything; and, 2) . It is
a very aggressive religion with a built-in evangelistic concept.

The idea was that "we are right and everyone else is wrong."® Viewed
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historically, one can hardly deny that religion has caused wide-
spread tension and led directly to war; now with Christianity used

as a Jjustification for imperialism by the United States, an entire
new concept is added to the discoloring of religion; Christianity

in particular. For rationalizing our economic and political motives,
Christianity became a priceless asset and a very important part of
the triumvirate called the "White Man's Burden."

The second part of the "White Man's Burden" is Pragmatism.
Pragmatism was founaed by Charles Pierce and it was developed in
comprehensive form by William James and John Dewey.3o Pragmatism
takes 1ts name from it's central teaching that any idea which meets
uthe pragmatic test--that is, gives practical results--must be
accepted as true, provided of course, it does not conflict with
experience. It was in this way that the United States applied it to
it's foreign'policy--as far as experience went, the U. S. really
did not have any ip foreign affairs, so experience did not enter
in on the U. S. and it'S‘re&ation to Pfagmatism. The Pragmatists
abandoned metaphysics as futile and taught that knowiedge should
be sought after, not as an end in itself, but as an instrument for
improving conditions on earth;31 Pragmatism was a ﬁechnique, re-
guiring analysis and Solution. It looked not to the theory of
political institutions, but to their machinerys; it sought the causes
of corruption, inefficiency, and governmental impotence not in the
realm of morals but in administration, economics, and psychology.32
Also, it was a democratic philosophy, it gave every man a vote,
and counted the votes of all--poor and rich, ignorant and intelligent.
Finally, Pragmatism taught that men held the future in their own

hands--it was drenched in optimism.33 Practical, demodr;tic, in-

-
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~ for strategic expansion, saying it was "natural, necessary, ifre-
pressible."h9 Economically, there was a definite need for overseas
markets, a need of new investment opporfunities for accumulated
capital, the need of additionai living spade for an expanding
popﬁlation--as best expounded by Fredrick Jackson Turner's "frontier
‘thesis,”" and the need of an uniterrupted éource of raw materials for
the facfory system.50 In 1897, the value of manufactured exports

by the United States exceeded that of total imports--the total ex~
ports exceeded the total imports by $286,263,144k; one year later the
difference soared to $615,h32,676.51 It was not until the very eve

of the War with Spain that the economic case for expansionism was
fully articulated. One of the first and probably foremost advocates
of economic expansiohismwwas Senator Albert J. Beveridge. On April
27, 1898, in a speech in Boston, he gave his views, "Ultimately,

the trade of the world muSt be ours...We are Anglo-Saxons, and must
obey our blood and occupy neﬁ markets, and if ﬁecessary, new lands...
(This is) the Anglo-Saxon instinct of empire. American factories are
making more than the American people can use; American soil is
produéing more thah they can'conSume. Fate has written ouf policy.
for us. The trade of the world must and shall be ours. And we will
get it as our mother has taught us how. Like England, we will establish
trading posts throughout the world; great colonies will grow about our
posts of trade, and American law, American order,-American civilization
and the American flag will plant themselves on shores hitherto bloody
and benighted...We go forth.to'fight for hﬁmanity; but where American
blood establishes liberty and law, the American people will see that

the blood is not shed in vain."5! The expansionists were never really









Page 16

stepped boldly into the sphere of militaristic imperialism,5’
America had violated the principle of consent of the governed,'
‘by using force and not "relying on fate." McKinley said that the
United States' fundamental purpose in the Philippines was "to over-
come all obstacles to the bestowal of the blessing of good and stable
governmgﬁt..(under the free flag of fhe United StatesiiiAmericans
come not as invaders or conquerors but as frien@s-eager to assure
the full measure of individuai rights and liberties which is the
heritage of free peoples.'"62 Truev"freedom;" then, was not the
national liberty being withheld, but the "individual® liberty which
was being offered by America. Unfortunately ﬁhe Filipinos did not
buy the story. When their opposition rose, the followers of the
"White Man's Burden" could no longer conceal what was happening by
flowery rheforic, it was clearly imperialism.

The "White Man's Burden" transgressed into Jingoistic imperialism
after the Philippine Insurrection--this imperialism consisted of
two emotions, which were as diverse as the adlive-branch and the arrow
of the American eagie; these emotions were humanitarianism and a
belligerent spirit of national seif-assertion; these two emotions
meshed together to form "a vigorous American foreign policy."
This ¥Yvigorous foreign policy" is still followed today, even though
it has seen many alterations. It seems that in the 1960's, the U, S.
was still depending on the emotions of humanitarianism and the
belligerent spirit of national self-sssertion to get our way. We still
fought a country_(Vietnam) desiring freedom from American control.
We still got nationalism confused and we still wanted to protect
"poor, ignorant countries from being exploited b& some foreign nations--

this time the enemy was Communism and sometimes nationalism. In fact,
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many eXperts today in foreign policy say that one of our major flaws
in foreign policy is our inability to deél with nationalistic move-
ments--we éan't téll the difference between natipnalism and Communism.
Senator J, William Fulbright suggests that we reject the narrow,
egdtistical, self-righteous, and arrogant:in the use of power America:
that Teddy Roosevelt strived for and instead seek out:the humanistic |
and self-critical America of Abraham Lincoln.63 Senator Fulbright
goes on to suggest that we should take nationalistic movements
realistically, not necessarily as threats to the United States,

but as genuine'movements of the people; and then accept-them, not
look at the situation as if it is our destiny to alter. The "White
Manfs Burden" set off a spark that is still being felt today in:the
1970's., It was a florid justification of a mainly self-centered and
selfish nation, eager to step out into the world. Today the U. S.

is suffering from a foreign policy that was developed at the turn of
the century; it @roops around America's neck like the albatross that
hung on the neck of the ancient mariner. It is time that the United
States heed the words of President John F. Kennedy when he spoke

in the early 1960's, "There cannot:be an American solution for

every world problem,"
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