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humiliated nation and from all who put
sovereignty before humanity; but the uvltimate
verdict of history will be on the side of the
deliverer.!

The West Australian similarly believed that:

...even in a peace-loving age, the doctrine
finds but small acceptance that all wars are
unjust and undesirable and should America

decide to unsheath the sword against Spain the
general verdict of the most enlightened public
opinion will be that she is fighting in the
cause of humanity and civilization. With much
less reason has Great Britain intervened again
and again to restrain the cruelty and

oppression of Indian princes and so-called Kings
in Africa. Her mission it has been declared,
was not conquest, but good government and stable
laws for the people whom she came to free,..No
sufficient reason can be advanced why America
should not accept a no less beneficient mission
in Cuba.

Remarkably, both these editorials expressing very similar

viewpoints were written on the same day in Colonial capitals

3,000 miles apa?taz
This growing consensus of Australian conservative-libera

press opinion, so unwilling to grant other foreign powers

the right to copy the paradigm of British interventionism,

revealed once again its underlying racial and political bias.

A~

Further, publicists now made it appear as hypocrisy that

s

Australia should refuse to accede +o this American

28 E‘{are 18980

2

West Australian, 28 Mar. 1898, This unanimity may have
been a common response to either the Red Cross revelations
and/or the fisble, well-informed and dispassionate! article
on Spanish cruelty in Februaryts Blackwood's {(mentioned in
the Courvier, 29 Mar. 1898) ., As the article in The Spectator,
LXXX, 19 Mar. 1898, revealed, Anglo-Saxons seemed to be
thinking the same everywhere at this time, on this issue.
Thn a sense Australian opinion now joined that of formerly
condemned American jingoes like H.C. Lodge, Tour buty To
Cubaf, Forum, ¥XI (May 1896), pp.286-7, thus affirming the
notion of iProgressivism by the Sword!. TFor similar
approving British opinion at this exact time, see CoS.
Campbell, op.cit., pp.28-30, especially Hay's perceptions.
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interventionism. Worse, it would be a crime against
Anglo-Saxon values for America not to intervene.

The consensus increased further in the month that
followed. Readers were asked to timagine Australia with
Cuban conditions in Tasmania or New Caledoniat'. It was
claimed that appeals to the higher conscience of Christian
civilization would commend American intervention to tall
neutral and unprejudiced nations!? and the tsympathy of all
right-minded individuals'! as the ‘'shortest or even the only
way to peace'. Two precedents particularly informed the
commentary: Egypt, occupied in 1882 as one of the first acts
of Britain's 'New Imperialism?, was cited as a case where
Britain had remained as a custodian of good govermment.

The failed Jameson Raid (1896), ostensibly undertaken to
relieve the thelpless women and children of Johannesburgt,
was similarly quoted. In both cases a desire to shar? not
only the glory, but the burden of Empire was evident.

Consequently, a willingness to accept the primacy of
the humanitarian motive as described in McKinleyf's Message
to Congress calling for war powers (11 April), was evident

. 2 . .
almost everywhere in the press. Further, few were willing
P D

-

. war approached, to challenge the accuracy of the figures

o
&

on Cuban suffering, or to believe that the American Naval
Commissionts findings on the external nature of the explosion
were wrong,cor that America’s Cuban Consul, General Lee was
exaggerating the picture of Cuban suffering.g Thus the bulk
of the Australian press aligned its estimate of the 'truef
nature of thevsituation behind Americats and Britain's and
against the counter-views of most of the presses of Spain,

Austria, Germany, Russia, Ttaly and France.

lsce comment in, Brisbane Bvening Observer, 30 Mar. 1898;
Australasian, 2 Apr. 100683 Maitland Mercury, 6 Apr. 1898;
Courier, 7, 13, 18 Apr. 1898.

zEmg, Melbourne Punch, 31 Mar. 1898; Ballarat Star, 13 Apr.
1898 Australian Star, 14 Apr. 1898; Daily lelegraph, 15 Ap¥.
1898: Freeman's Journal, 16 Apr. 1898; Newcastle Morning
Herald, 10 Apr. 1898,

3FOP€iQR Relations of the U.S., 1898, Washington, 1901, pp.
750-00. Lee later claborated his indictment in an article
tCuba Under Spanish Rule: Personal Impressions of the Island,
the People, of the Government and the War for Freedom!,
McClure's, XI (June, 1898).
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America it was thought, was now assuming a role that
Britain would have taken,given a similar chance of lodging
a practical thumanitarian protest against ruthless tyranny'.
For Cuba'ts plight fwould move a heart of stone', there having
been tincidents connected with the present rebellion which
have stirred the imaginations and aroused the sympathics of
not merely the whole American people, but of those in the
great world without'!. Once again bloocd had proved thicker
than water,

and although the cool, calculating logical

Anglo-Saxon and Anglo-Australian will not be-

able to approve altogether of the methods

employed by Cousin Jonathan, or his eagerness

to fight when fighting could be avoided, they .

will with all their hearts pray that wvictory

may rest with the Stars and Stripes.1
The fabled fcaution and good sense! of the American people
was taken as an added reason why +the instincts of that
people, now pressing the Execubive and the Legislature to

2

war, could be trusted.

tProgessive! editorial opinion in Australia, which
ranged through the spectrum of conservative-nationalist-
imperiaiigtwracialistmsacialisﬁ convictions as did
progressives in America and Britain, came out overwhelmingly
in fawvour of intervention on humanitarian grounds. Thus
common interests of Australian progressives in altruism and

1 i

reform both at home and abroad was consistently promoted.

1 , . . Y
South Australian Register, 16 Apr. 1898.

2

Daily Telegraph (Launceston), 21 Apr. 1898,

SSince 190592 a recasscssment of progressives has revealed their
varied nature. W.E. Leuchtenburg, P.Ce Kennedy, S. Haber and
A.Fe Campbell maintain that progressives were also imperialists
on the American scene. Bernard Semmel affirms this opinion
for the British Progressives. Barton J. Bernstein and F.A.
Leib disagree with the view of Progressives as conservatives.
D. Coles warns against semantic confusion in labels for the
Australian as well as the Anglo~American cases. This thesis
confirms the Leuchtenburg-Haber synthesis of progressives as
Imperialists. See comment Chapter One for background and
biblicgraphy fTor references.



Americals obvious huge trade and investment losses in
Cuba and the conviction that efficient American business
methods would lead to commercial prosperity for the Spanish
colonies added their weight to the other justifications in
Americats favour.

The stirong commerical ties of the United States and
Cuba were evident to Australian editorialists who examined
the statistics. Given that 82 per cent of Cubalis trade went
to America and only 11 per cent to Spain, many papers believed
war was justified to protect such material interests. Others
declared that Cuba could only benefit from American
annexation and should be Americals reward for assistance
rendered; though most still complained of the unnatural
extension of the Monroe Doctrine that this would entail.
Many believed that the best way out of the dilecmma for
both countries, was for Spain to recoup her losses by
selling Cuba to America. The pro spect of this happening
seemed enhanced by McKinleyfs election. Some predicted that
the new President would not detract from his impulse for
rencwed domestic American pros nerity by encouraging a costly
and disruptive war and would therefore push harder for the

. . 1
peaceful solution which purchase suggested. As the South

P

put it: fthe Cuban lamb would be better

off as part and pavcel of the American wolf than as the
maltreated pet of the vnsympathetic Donf.

m

The Philippines came to be considered a special

]

economic prize: fone of the gra sndest possessions of any of
the Anglo~Saxon racest, as one paper described it. Though
it was criminal that unimaginative Spain had been allowed to
retain possession for so long, it was nobted that even that
country had extracted about 513500 000 worth of goods from
the islands yearly and had sold them a similar figure in
imports. The natives themselves had few champions as self-

developers. With the Cubans, the Filipinos were considered

1500 editorials in, West Australian, 11 July 1896 bendlng
Evening Mail, 92 Dec, 1896; Mt. Adlexander Mail, 22 Dec. 8596 ;

Coolong Advertiser, 22 De 18063 Advertiser, 25 Dec. 1896
Mercury, 19 Mar. 169/, Ammﬁ 31 May 1897 MaLtland Mercury,

19 Mar. 1898,
ZSouth Australian Register, 29 Mar. 1898.
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by Australians as ta lazy and cowardly admixture of a
race...a pretty bad lot?, incapable of realizing the full
potential of their rich possessions. By contrast optimists

1ike the Mt. Alexander Mail (from the failing economy of

Victoria's Castlemaine) optimistically predicted a boom in
the Philippines, following an American or British takeover.
iTs not a marvellous country like this a prize worth
winning, one sufficient to repay all the cost of war??! it
asked.

Queensland papers - in particular the Brisbane

. 2 . . . . .
Evening Observer — were insistent that if it were possible,

Japan and Germany should be frustrated in their obvious
desire to establish any sphere of influence which included
the Philippines. If this development was inevitable, it
was viewed as preferable that the Japanese should be
particularly discouraged from settling any further south
than the Philippines, as John Dougla53 had just raised the
Australian alarm concerning the Japanese presence in
Thursday Island. The prospect of a Japanese version of the
iMonroe Doctrinéé applying to the Philippines deeply
disburbed much Australian opinion,as did the British
diplomatic encouragement to Japan.

Probably for ethnocentric as well as political reasons
opinion on American designs for Cuba and the Philippines,
especially the latter, benefited from incipient Australian
anti-~Japanese and anti-German feeling. The knowledge
gleaned by cable that American businessmen were anti-
interventionist disarmed critics of American sclfishness.
Tt was clear that progressive opinion in Australia, while
favouring American business dynamism, clearly placed
economics behind humanity in its estimate of American

justifications. Yet with Adolph Ochsf revivified

Iyt Alexander Mail, 22 Dec. 1896, 8 Apr. 1898. See also
Ceciong Times, 28 Nove 1896 ; Geelong Advertiser, 11 Apr. 1898;
Herald, 5 Jan. 18975 Age.. 28 Dec. 18903 Daily Telegraph, 3 Sept.
1897.
25 prishane Bvening Observer, 30 Nove. 1896.

3John Douglas (1828~1904), Premier of Queensland 18771879,
formerly Agent-General for Queensland in London, still
contributed articles to his old employer, the Brisbane
Courier in his capacity as returned appointed Government

sty VR

Residont and Magistrate at Thursday Tsland (1889-~1902).




254

New York Times most believed: iSpain blocks the way to
peace and commerce. She must goof

Almost a maxim among those who thought of foreign
matters at all, was the conviction that any strong, proud
country of European stock would want to possess those
islands proximate to it. Both Australia and New Zealand
prematurely revealed such an interest for all the reasons
pertinent to the 'New Tmperialism?. Among the most
persuasive of the arguments forming the new rationale of
empire, were those presented to a wide reading public by the
American theorist Alfred Thayer Mahan, in favour of strategy.
They struck a vespounsive chord in Australia.

For over a generation, most papers in Australia had
recognized Americals interest in Cuba. The new
assertiveness of the Monroe Doctrine, the growing United
Statest! fleet and the islandts proximity (100 kilometres)
made it comparable with Tasmania, New Guinea or New Zealand
in Australian geopolitical %hinkinggs German interests in

Spanish Cuba were therefore nonsense, claimed the Australian

Star, seeking to shift the focus of American resentment.
The people of America will not allow the fate of
an American territory to be determined by a
State in the middle of the EBEurocpean continent on

“*
i1 , .
Quoted in Areg

, 21 Apr. 1868. Mid-western American
editorial opinion was also against Spanish mercantilism, see

Auxier, op.cit., p.533. The economic motive has been given
primacy in the works of Woha Feber and WoAs. Williams - the
tWisconsin School! of the fnew left?. However, Australian
press opinion stressed humanitarianiem as the primary UeSe
rationale for intervention.

ZAlfred Thayer Mahan (1840~1914). TFrom 1884 as a lecturer

on history and strategy at the United States Naval War
College at Newport, Rhode Lsland, he expounded the idea of
sea~-power as the key to national expansion and greatness.
Australians absorbed his viewpeints in books and articles
(especially Harp ;lg) from 1890 onward. The Interest of
America in Seapower was published in 1897. Mahan it appears,
developed and popularized the ideas of Admiral Stephen B. Luce,
his patron: Jech.Se Grenville and G.Be. Young - Politics,
Strategy and American Diplomacy {(New Haven, 1960), pp.«1-38.
Soo also We.k. Livezey, Mahan on Sca-Power (0klahoma, 1947) .

Swest Australian, 11 July 18663 Brishbane FEvening Observer,
18 Dec. 16906,
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the other side of the great Atlantic Ocean and

if this latest piece of Cerman bluster proceeds

from the German Emperor, it will probably cost

him even greater humiliation than the historic

message toe President Kruger. 1 .

Monroeism thus translated into terms of existing Australian
resentments (German New Guinea and German trade) was
readily assimilated. ‘

Sir Langdon Bonythonés paper agreed with the estimate
of the London E&ﬁ&ﬁé foreign editor, Sir Donald Mackenzie
Wallace, that Cuba was the éCpnstantinople of the West! -
the most important of the Antilles. Its position in the
Mexican gulf athwart the route between the mouth of the
Migsissippi and Panama - threatening or protecting the
Anglophobe southern and western states,was its leading
feature and made it a special case to American interests for
traditional as well as future considerations,z The appeal of
tManifest Deﬁtiny% was again voiced as being among those

.

reasons best justifying American expansion.

just
Mahants most effective publicist in Australia was the

e
°

1 - - .
pustralian Star, 20 Dec. 1890.

-

iser, 17 Feb., 25 Dec. 1890.

had earlier (1830-50) referred to the

, decveed the inevitable physical expansion
U.S. to the Pacific. It was given a new form by John
hmerican publicist of Social Darwinism, in an article
ts, Mar. 1885. He maintained that Anglo~-Saxons due

to e logic of Tsurvival of the fittest?! were destined to

rule over less gifted races and bring givilization and peace
to the entire globe. Josiah Strong's (1885), John W. Burgess's
(1890) and James Ko tosmerts (1890) works further expounded
this idea to Australians. Carl Schurzfs caution on Manifest
Destiny®, pp.737-46, JHarper's October 1893, though prematurcly
antbi-annexationist, more closely reflected Australian estimates
of American aspirations. A debate on whether the new Tmanifest
destiny! was a continuation of the old has bheen conducted
between Julius W. Pratt (Chicago) and Frederick Merk (Harvard).
The Advertiser and others implied a territorial right and an
ideological justification: a mixture of old and new concepts.

.
)




L MISSISSIPPI R. 4
\\ ‘\:83;, At ad ;»-
AN
(-:: \;
E \‘ \‘\ (;
] § S LG : <
\‘ \‘:,6" h o\\\g/ﬁ
] ‘\ ~ { b k4 3 o
& R TorTUoAs BIKEYWEST % 3
% - G
L Y ond
I ©
%

Y
%

JAMAICA!
{ BRITISH )

‘Y \d & &@
. .
/&3 B = 4 1:”, v{;
&g 4 &
b i
/’ ol marTiHiQUESEY
“@i‘" SANTA LuCtA
E A4 e (FRENCH) & ©

7/;// =

A M
//ft/f&5’/////(
TIITE SCENE OF WAR.

Australasian, 23 April 1898.




Keen interest by the United States in the
future of Cuba is no new thing (it wrote). It
is the eagerness of an heir watching for the
reversion which he accounts his by right.. And
+he war party has recently received powerful
aid Trom that master of naval tactics, Captain
Mahan, who has been urging upon his countrymen
+that Cuba is as essential to the defence of the
States and several of their main lines of
communication with the outer world as Ireland is
in the case of Great Britaine.

Sunmarizing Mahants views of the Caribbean as being America*s
Mediterranean and Cubats position as being *unique} in the
possession it gave of easy interior lines between two
harbours on opposite sides of the island - checking the risk
of blockade ~ the Argus concluded:

Sooner or later it is evident that the United
States will strike a blow for the prize upon
which their gaze has been fixed so long and
which they have now been taught to believe
essential to the safety of their great maritime
routes. Its acquisition will place them upon a
naval equality (so far as mere position goes)
with any of the other powers which still hold
stations in these waters. With the expansion of
American interests overseas and the virtual

- sovereignty she has already claimed over the
projected canal, this equality will become
necessary to her and the Amevrican nation will be
easily brought to view it as worth a sacrifice

+to secure.l

Tn this way, the strategic argument was accepted in
Aushtralia as an integral part of the United States?
conception of its own national interest - one that was both

. . , . . 2
consistent in ends and changing in means.

5 Apr. 1898.

9

‘“aee further comment in, Newcastle Morning Herald, 18 Apr.
1898; Maitlsnd Mercury, 18 Apr. 1803. Both the latter are
examples of papers which considered the Argus tMelbourneis
leading Dailyt. In general, Walter La Feber, The New Empire:
An Tnterpretation of American Expansion, 1860~-1598 (New

Yori, 1063), pp.90-1; Allan Westcott {ed.), Mahan on Naval
Warf: (Boston, 1941), p.108; Captain WeDe Puleston, Mahan:
The Lite and Work of Captain Alfred Thayern Mahan, UoSsNe

(New laven, 1039), pp.94-5 cover the strategic side
adequately.
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The Maine catastrophe (15 February 1898) evoked
sympathy for America in Australia. Papers such as the

Ceelong Advertiser allowed their natural bias to lead them

to favour the quick assumption tthat the work of destruction
was that of an enemy?@ Tt believed ?,.,.those who know the
Spanish character can understand how a plot may have been
entered into to destroy the vessel*,1 Most of the Australian
press, considering it wise to suspend judgement pending the
publication of the findings of the American Naval

Commission, nonetheless believed with the South Australian

Register that 'Britons throughout the Queen's vast empire
will sincerely condole with the families...suddenly bereftt.
This, because ithe citizens of the United States are more to
us than strangevsf.r

On the day that news of the disaster was received, the
l1ast Federal Convention being held in Melbourne3 interrupted
its proceedings to send Pregsident McKinley a combined
message from the Premiers through the New South Wales
Premier, George Reid (18 February) :

They (the Premiers) desire to convey through
yvou to the American nation and especially the
relations of those stricken down by the sad
calamity, the earmest and sincere condolence
and sympathy of the people of their colonies.
The reply the next day from W.R. Day, Acting Secretary of
State, was in
grateful acknowledgement of the touching
condolences of the Australian Premicrs. In
the presence of such overwhelming Sorrow,

sympathy like this from ournr kindred bevond
as touches the American heart very

N e

deeply.d

The Barrier Miner was among those who felt "It is only in

the hour of peril or calamity that we feel [the] true

lGeelone Advertiser, 18 Feb. 1898.

2 . . -
“South Australian Register, 18 Feb. 1898.

3This session finished the task of revising the draft
constitution in March 1898. See JeoA. La Nauze, The Maling
of the Australian Constitution (Melbourne, 1972), pp.203-39.

4Telegram?s texts in cables e.g., Argus, 21, 22 Feb. 1868,
My emphasise
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significance of the sentiment of kinship so frequently
heard expr@ssedﬂ%l

George Reid accentuated this renewed racial sympathy
even further in his defence of the Premiers?! message. He
had been attacked by some (particularly his old enemy, the

Melbourne Punch) for Tblowing his own trumpet? in not

sending the message through normal channels - either the
Colonial Covernors, Agents General or the British Secrctary
of State. IHe was asked by reporters (22 February) why he
had not taken sufficient satisfaction in Sir Julian
Pauncefoteis expression of fintense and universal® sympathy
expressed toward Americans in their loss, or in the messages
of the Queen, the British Prine Minister and the Prince of
Wales. Reidis reply was spirited. He spoke of T...a

calamity practically to the close relations of the Australian

E£9p¥§7 and asked,

what would be said of a critic who, when a
calamity happened to a member of the same
family, hesitated to convey his sympathy until
he could find some opporbunity of doing it
through someone more loosely connected with
the bereaved?

The Argus however, was one that found the American reply

fvery gratifying? and viewed the two telegrams as putting
tin a more vivid light than any yet presented, the feelings

of kinsghip which do animate members of the great Anglo-Saxon

B

3

1raceSe o’

The Weekly Times agreed that despite the carping, the

Premiers! cable was
a direct and cordial recognition of the
Australians by the United States and it voices
clearly the sentiment that Australians and

1 . e o
Barrier Miner, 22 Feb. 1898.

2Arg4§% 29 Feb. 1898. My emphasis. Mclbourne Punch, 3 Mar.

1898, p.179, published a cartocon showing Lord Brassey
complaining to Reid {Lrumpeting sympathy to Uncle Sam across

the waters: fGeorge, what is this - asympathy or advertiscment?’




Americans are kindred pcople. A fine message

has evoked a still finer and more touching

reply.l
As much as anything, the exchange revealed the hesitant
assertion of an independent Australian identity, seeking as
on other occasions to communicate in its own way and in its
own right directly with a fellow Anglo-Saxon relation on a
new and friendly basis,Z

The critical Chinese situation (December 1897-April
1898) made for an upsurge of friendly feeling toward America.
Britain's apparent diplomatic assurances regarding Cuba were
seemingly returned with a new feeling of gratitude and
co-operation on Americais part, it was believed. In fact,
such assurances did not exist in the form the Australian
press contemplated. Undoubtedly, American fellow~feeling
was exaggerated, especially in relation to American
intentions regarding support for Britain in China. Nonethe-
less, the expectation of a defensive alliance of the two
powers against a possible coalition of European enemics
in a struggle for the governance of and commerce of the world
gave point and urgency to much of Australian press concern
for America in early 1898.

Australian editorialists presented confliclting

viewpoints on, the desirability of America's fostering

another Caribbean fBlack Republict? and on the selfishness of
Americats mobtives. As well, the nature of Americats real
military strength and the role of McKinley in the crisis

were debated.
Throughout 1896 and 1897, considerable Australian
debate centred on whether America would allow Cuba to becom=

¥

another 'Black Republic7 in the Caribbean if given ber

leekly Times, 26 Feb. 1898.

2A year before the Maine occurred the American correspondent
of the Sydney Morning I Herald (13 Feb. 1897) made the
remarkable prediction that McKinley would fervently wish fer
a chance event to fmark out a particular course as an
inevitable necessityt.
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freedom. Whereas it was believed that America would
prevent the creation of another Haitilw a 'hell on carth!
as the Times! Havana correspondent and Sir Spencer St John
called it; the problems remained of how to prevent rencwed
civil war in Cuba and an infusion of textremely low type of
blacks? into America following liberation. Not only
Australian, but American and European opinion was split on
the efficacy of annexation, given the need to establish
order in Cuba without exacerbating the prospect of future
discord within America through the Scolour questiont.”
Confusion over ends and means continued until the
iTeller Amendment?! of 20 April 1898 was passed by Congress,
disclaiming any intention on the part of the United States
to exercise sovereignty or control over Cuba, leaving
government to the Cubans after restoring peace. This
solution made intervention in Cuba costly and idealistic in
the opinion of Australian editors, but solved the problems
posed by annexation. The authority of Edward John Phelps,
former United States ambassador in London and Lord Bryce,
was quoted extensively against a takeovergg As the Bendigo

Independent put it t,..the restless, ignorant and ill-

conditioned Cubans would be a constant thorn in the side
of the clever and go-ahead Americanséaé Past precedent
indicated that attempting to govern a mixed African,
Spanish and Indian population could be disastrous,
especially as the former Mayor of Havana, Don Segunda

Alvarez had already pointed out in the Noxth American Review’

Prejudice against Haiti had been in evidence since the

18308 and 1840s when a succession of revolutions occurred.
By 1887 conditions were very bad on the island following the
islandfe virtual bankruptcy in paying France an idemnity of
00 million francs. Prejudice was deepened by +the histerian
Froude'ls derogatory observations. By 1880, Australian papers
had decided that coloured republics were diemal failures.
E.g. Age, 13 Aug. 1889,

2Bditorials in, West Australian, 11 July 18965 Qucensland
24 Oct. 1800; leralid, 2% Bec. 18903 Singlelon Argus,

1896; Launceston BExaminer, 9 Feb. 189735 Age, 31 May

ngurigﬁ, 12 Apr. 1898. Bryce quoted from New York Qutlook
interview.

4Bendigo Tndependent, 13 Apr. 1898.

Don Segunda Alvarez, tThe Situation In Cubak, North

R

American Review, Vol.i61 (September 1895), pp.302-4.
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that such governance, whatever its potential genius,
would not be welcomed. Significantly, the Philippines

were left out of the discussion.

Granted that there would be limited economic benefits,
was American motivated by selfish considerations? The
answers in the Austfalian press were various.

America had now worked itself into the awkward position
of being unable to turn any profit from intervention short
of annexation. Policing autonomy would be at best a
thankless task and undoubtedly a troublesome one. Some
editors, by noting the powerful lobbying of the tobacco and
sugar interests in Congress and contrasting it with the
reluctance of East coastbusinessmen to intervene,
illustrated how American material interests blew hot and
cold by turns on the issue. Albert Shaw was one who looked
frankly to the southern and western sections of the United
States to perform a distasteful moral duty, so obviously
less attractive to Americans when cshorn of its profit
motive. Australian editors became openly angered at the
devious diplomacy of General Woodford, Americats Minister
at Madrid, who on 22 September 1897 had presented a clear
ultimatum to Spain and as promptly denied it. Some
suspected that America was unwilling to fight for a good

«

cause, regardless of cost.

1 _ g . . ‘
Australian Star, 13 Apr. 1898 ; Newc
2y

P

7 ewcastle Morning Herald,
16 Apr. 1808; Soubth Australian Regi.

tor, 20 Apr. 1698

-

2por editorials relating to this, see, Geelong Times, 28
Nov. 1896; Geelong Advertiser, 22 Dec. 1806, 11 Apr. 1898;
Daily Telegraph (Sydney), 78 Dec. 18906; Queenslander,

16 Jan. 1897 Soubth Australian Register, 14 Dec., 130903
Review of Reviews, 20 July 1696, p.l04; Sydaey Morning
Herald, 23 Sept. 1897; Argus, 27 Sept. 1897.
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Australia's Free Trade press constantly accused the
Protectionist Republicans of seeking a quarrel to divert
attention away from monopolistic economic abuses at home

brought on by the new high tariffs.1

Like Napoleon III before Sedan, the party in
power feel that the domestic affairs of their
country will soon demand a serious reckoning
unless they embroil their countrymen in a
foreign quarrel and then appeal for support
on the grounds of patriotism

. . . 2 .
wrote the South Australian Registers. American

belligerence was based on Ta growing desire...to emerge
from the chrysalis state and take a place as one of the
powers of the world and to become a large manufacturing

and exporting nation'!, wrote the Launceston Examiner.

But the situation remained confusing: war could
either worsen class, economic and sectional tensions, or
alternatively unite the country. Democrats were either
selfless crusaders, unalloyed jingoes or devious
Machiavels attempting to embarrass the Republicans. Cuba
could be either a course of profit or a costly millstone.
YSentiment and greed! became the shortest summary of
Americaés mixed motives,4 Such argument over the degree

of idealism or self-interest as motives for American

1

Unfortunately, Geoffrey Blainey in {The Scapegoat Theory
of Intermational Warf®, Historical Studies, Vol.15, No. 57,
Oct. 1971, pp.72-87, does not deal sufficiently with this
interesting example.

2¢outh Australian Register, 30 Sept. 1897.

31 aunceston Examiner, 7, 10, 31 Mar. 1896, 2, 18 Apr. 1898.
Seo also Melbourne Punch, 31 Mar. 1898; Argus, 13 Apr. 1898;
Bendigo Adverliser, 10 Apr. 1898; Herald, 20 Apr. 1898.

4Robert E. Osgood, Ideals and Self-Tnterest in America's
Foreign Relations (Chicago, 1953) s pp.42-57, takes up these
issuese.
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involvement has continued to the present day.

Despite general enthusiasm for him following his victory
over Bryan in the 1896 election, McKinley had remained for
Australians, as for others, something of an unknown quantity.
Only as the rush of events forced the American executive to
decisive action did Australian o?inion attempt to focus on
the man and his use of the office. In doing so, editors
joined a historical debate which still continues.

Given the precedent of Cleveland'!s anti-imperialism,
many papers expected him to resist the aroused public opinion
of his country as effectively as Salisbury was doing in
Britain during the China crisis. To withhold aggression
should be the 'common-sensed! policy of a 'peace-loving

statesman like McKinley', thought the Queensland Times.

Others feared that with Sagasta, he might t'be the creature of
fate and of an excited populacel, following the release of
the Naval Commissionts findings. As Smalley described it
(and most agreed), the President held tthe keys of the
situation‘,4
McKinley's message to Congress on the 11 April 1898,

nstead of clarifying the situation, at first made it more

As Robin Winks has pointed out in his chapter "Imperialism?
12 k

in A Comparative Approach to American History (Voice of

America, 1908), p.291, these contradictory motives worked in

a similar way in BEuropean imperialism to make any tentire
people appear to be hypocriticalf.

zAll the strands of the Australian debate have been taken up
in American works, especially John L. O0fferts unpublished
Ph.D. 'President McKinley and the Origins of the Spanish-
American Warf (Pennsylvania State, 1957); Paul S. Holbo,
tPresidential Leadership in Foreign Affairs: William
McKinley: the Turpie-TForaker Amendment?!, American Historical

Review, LXXIT (July 1967), pp.132i~35. McKinley is defended
from older charges of weakness (Halle, Pratt, Millis, Wisan
and others) by his biographers, Margaret Leech, In The Days
of McKinley (New York 1959) and IH. Wayne Morgan, William
Mekiniey and His America, op.cit., summarized in the same
rothoris Americails Road to Empire (New York, 1965), esp.
pp.60-3.

3
4E,gc Advocate, 206 Mar., 16 Apr. 1898; Freeman's Journal,

16 Apr. 1898; Tocsin, 24 Feb. 1808.

OQueensland Times, 31 Mar. 1898.
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ambiguous. During the week in which Congress deliberated

on whether to give McKinley war powers, the Australian press
grappled with the new realities of sudden Presidential
bellicosity; the constitutional relationships involved in
the United States decision-making process and the likely
nature of that decision.

Criticism took much of its lead from the London Times
whose cabled view was that the Execﬁtive, by leaving the
decision for war to the Congress, had renounced
responsibility. Remembering the Crimean crisis, the Argus
likened McKinley to 1,,.another Earl of Aberdeen... wringing
his hands at the idea of war (while allowing) the nation to
drift and events to shape themselves’,l At the 'crisis of
his fate! the President had shown himself weak, believed the

Sydney Morning Herald.2 South Australia's metropolitan dailies

defended his admirable caution and desire to follow correct
government procedure thus appearing, constitutionally at
least, tabsolutely in the rightfeg
That war had actually been made inevitable and not
avoided, became daily more clear. Congress, it was now
believed, was sure to declare for war and McKinley had only
shifted the onus of decision. fOpen, unmistakable and
humiliating! retreat was now viewed as the altermative. The

Australian Star criticized the Message as fopportunist. . .

o . . » . .y . o fn s - 13 .
instinct with the spirit of a magnified pollcemanied Maurice
Low, described in the Australian press as fone of the ablest...
writers of current historyﬁghighlighted McKinley'ts dilemma

in February's National Review: respond to Congress and -

country and declare war, Or respond to the anti-war policies
of commerce and finance?5 Many believed that the situation
had now gone too far for even a Cleveland to master. Astute
observers gathered that war had been declared in all but name
and fleet movements seemed to confirm this judgement. Now

the éﬁ&gﬁ_concluded of McKinley:

1Arg&§, 31 Mar., 13, 14 Apr. 1898.

ZSydney Morning Herald, 13, 21 Apr. 1898.

350outh Australian Register, 13 Apr. 1898; Advertiser, 13, 10,
18 Apr. 1893.

4 pustralian Star, 13 Apr. 1898.
SAge, 14 Apr. 1898.




He is really an unknown quantity and every

friend of humanity will hope that events will

take a favourable turn for him and that in any

case he will be found equal to his difficultiecs,

which must be great and to his responsibilities

which in any case must be enormous.

Comment for the week 13-20 April centred on the
fascinating prospect of a constitutional deadlock between
President and Congress - especially the Senate - over the
decision for war, Some commentators believed that
Australian constitution-makers had been afforded a lesson
in the wisdom of creating a strong, responsible executive
allowing for prompt decision-making and avoiding the
possibility of an American~style confrontation with the
Legislature over divided powers. The Senate's back-down in
the face of strong counter—opinions from the Lower House,
similarly provided an i1lluminating illustration of how an
Upper House need not be unresponsive to the popular will.

In this way a strong executive and a flexible Senate
were further confirmed in the minds of many Australians as
commendable elements in the Australian constitution in
contrast to the American experiencegg Many could not escape
the judgement that McKinley, by calling on Congress for a
decision, had done little to enhance the powers of his office
or establish a reputation as a strong leader.

Why was Australian editorial opinion so interested in
the naval and military detail surrounding the conflict?
Even in a country obsessed with defence, did it reflect a
more general climate of opinion of the times when the chiefl
parbicipants - battleships - were considered the most

powerful index of national might? Was it a technical

1 \ .. . . .
Argus, 16, 21 Apr. 1898. McKinley is still relatively opaque.
He left few revealing papers.

2This and other strands of the debate on McKinley can be
traced in the following: Sydney Mail, 2 Apr. 1898; Newcastle

Morning Herald, 5, 16 Apr. 18083 Sydney Morning Herald. 13,
21 Apr. 1898; Courier, 13, 20 Apr. 16983 Brisbane Evening

rver, 13 Apr. i898; Launceston Examiner, 13 Apr. 1898;

arat Star, 13 Apr. 18085 Bendigo Independent, 13 Apr. 1898;
Lecader, 10 Apr. 1898; Geelong Advertiser, 16 Apr. 1898; Daily

e

Telegraph, 15, 18 Apr. 1898; Weekly Times, 16 Apr. 1898;
Bondigo EBEvening Mail, 20 Apr. 1898.

3For American constitutional parallels see Erling Hunt,
American Precedents in Australian Federation (New York, 1030),
pp599w167. Australian ideas on American executive powers
were confused.




curiosity concerning the

new paraphernalia of batt

performing capacity of the other

1e - torpedoes, submarines, mines,

guns, armour? Was the interest more atavistic - a test of

the physical, moral and racial calibre of the two opponents?

Was it perhaps merely entertainment - the desire to watch

from afar, some greabt int

fascination with the pros

ernational game? Was it a morbid

pect of witnessing a larger nation

pounding to death a smaller, weaker one, thus performing a

national catharsis - a purging by Aristotelian fpity and

terror!? Or was it more’

that by involving Europe,
willy-nilly in Britain's
Whatever the reason
combination of the above
debate involving estimate
the eighteen months befor
an academic exercise. Fo
American victory, in the
resources and supposed ra

remaining was whether Spa

down to earth!- a genuine concern
the war would involve Australia
train?

~ and comment suggests a mixed
elements - the military and naval

s of America's chances, was, in

e the outbreak of war, something of
r most believed in and hoped for
light of her overwhelming relative
cial superiorityel The only doubt

in would be capable of sustaining a
&

1 . .
The following contain mu
29 Dec. 18906; Brisbane EV

ch of the debate: Geelong Advertiser
.

ening Observer, 13 Sept. 16897,

Aonr. 18083 Launceston Twaminer. 7 Mar. 1898; Geclong Time
5 3 - s 3 - -

16 Mar., 19 Apr. 18083 Da

i1y Telegrapch, 19 Mar. 18985 Sy

Morning Herald, 24 Mar.;
7 hpr. 1898; Advertiser,

18 Apr. 1898; Leader, 9 Apr. 1898; Bendigo Indepenc

18 Apr. 1898; Ballarat Courier
18 Apr. 1898; West Australic

i3 Apr. 1898; Newcastle Morning lerald, 10 Apr. 1698. This

paper predicted by 11 day

departure from Mirs Bay,
Manila Bay (1 May 1898).

o Commodore Dewey?s top-secret
China, to fight Admiral Montojc at
In fact McKinley himself was not

as generally ignorant on the Philippines as has been
popularly portrayed by Helle Kholstaat (1923) and others. JHe

contemplated on 25 Teb. a

nd finally ordered 24 Apr.

(executed 27 Apr.) Dewey's sailing: Richard W. Leopold,

tThe Emergence of America

as a World Power; Some Second

Thoughts! in Braeman, Bremncr and Walters (eds), Change and

Continuity in Twentieth C

entury America (Ohio, 1904),

footnote, p.20.



