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West Coast it was opening up for Newcastle coal and for
access to the Yukon goldfield, whose rush beginning in
the summer of 1897, attracted hundreds of Australian
miners to American ports in Alaskaﬁl

As Charles Bright 2 put it in an article in the Age
(*boes America Love England??), some Americans were
Anglophobic because their newspapers (especially Charles A.
Dana's New York ggg) artifically encouraged it as part of
editorial policy. The author, one of several Australians
who had worked briefly for the American press, travelled
widely and talked to many in the United States in the late
1870s, thought the opposite feeling existed among the classes
and professions of people in America he had met, most of
whom treated visitors from Britain and her Empire with
exbreme courtesy. The trait Dickens had labelled TUniversal
Distrust? kept anglophobia alive in the American character,
he believed. Such an assessment did much to get the 'love-
hate?! relationship (viewed from Americats side) into

-

perspective.

There were more open exXpressions of affection.

£
Melbourne'ts Catholic held that pite the

des

~onbroversys fwe love our cousins too much to quarrel with

frankly attacked

c
1 3 s ? Z’%" (%] - T 3
them under any provocation’. he Leader

Austealians acting from spite when it wrote:

If T were not an Englishman T would be an
American is the view held by most Britishers,
[P

who cherish the Stars and Stripes only next to
the Union Jack...Though there are influences

1 L . . . : ;

See editorials in, i1y Telegraph (Launceston), 28 June,
9 Sept. 1897; Melbourne Punch, 1 July 1897; Barrier Miner,
7 July 1897; Heraid, 9 Aug. 1897; Argus, 30 Sept. 18903
Newcastle Morn: Herald, 14 Oct. 1897

2

Charles Bright (1832~1903) was a journalist, lecturcr,
spiritualist and insurance secretary. He wrote for the Argug
in his earlier free trade years and edited the Melbourne Punch
1863-67. A gossipy, courteous man, he wrote later for the
protectionist Agce though his views were dated., Internal
evidence suggests that Bright wrote the article, but there

is some doubt.

3&&39 16 Apr. 1898.

acetrts

4
Advocate, 8 Jan. 1898.
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which tend to hostility, there are others and
we hopc stronger ones, which encourage a comity
of purpose.

T4 became obvious by the end of 1897 that most of the
animosity expressed by Australian editors and others toward
America, had been defensive. The moment American attitudes
.appeared to assume a pos sitive friendliness toward Britain,

Australian reactions were quick to reciprocate in kind.

For this feeling, 1898 was to be a crucial year. The
condition of Cuba wrought by the three years of destructive
war between the Spaniards and the insurgent Cubans was well
publicized. In mid-1896 some papers had suggested that
Britain should join the United States 'for the common
benefit of covilization! in preventing further barbaritics.
But +the issue of international co-operation did not take
hold until the end of 1897 and the beginning of 1898 when
the alarming situation in China made the need more urgent in
British eyes. Russian and German seizures of\territory
there made war appear imminent. In the search for allies

preceding such a conflict, Britons everywhere looked toward

the United States where Secretary of State John Hayfs concern
for an '0Open Door' suggested a natural ally.

spoke of the probability cf America wis

Jsition as 'the natural dominant power in the
Pacifict! and regretted that country's naval preoccupation
in the West Indies which now appeared to prevent her from

macye.
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14 Aug. 1897.

NQWC&SLl@ Morning Herald, 21 Dec. 1897, 5, 22 Jan., 14 Feb.
180¢ Also West f]hu”dj. an, 11 July, 1896; Daily Telegraph
{Syu&@v)g 26 Jan. 1898. The China Difficulty reierreu to the
apger aroused in England by Russiatls illegal seizure of two
ports from China - Port Arthur and Talienwan, supposed to
secure domination over Peking. This followed Germany's seizure
in November 1807 of Tsingtao in the Shantung peninsula. From
mid-December 1897, until February 1898, the situation was
confused, but Salisbury was heavily censured for passing by
the aggression with no more than a diplomatic protest, when
many oxpcptcd war. JeA.S. Grenville, Lord Salisbury and
Foreign Policy (London, 1964), Ch.VL, PpP. 13047«
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A new friendliness toward Britain seemed to animate
the American press. 'North America has virtually sent up 2
shout fTor Anglo-Saxondom?, rejoiced the Brisbane Courier.
Most gucssed that Americals motive in this strong change of
attitude was the hoped-for preservation of mutual trading
interests in China. America's interest in China as a field
for investment and ecconomic exploitation was well
recognized by Australia's press and heartily approved of for
its uniflying tendencies.

War fever had once again gripped Australia since the
beginning of the China troubles in November 1897 and by
March 1898 was still very much in evidence. Australian
newspapers relying on the friendly attitudes of papers like

York Herald, the Baltimore Sun and the Boston

int hoped with the Geelong Advertiser that Tpossibly

if it bocame neccssary, the Americans would be prepared to
make a naval demonstration in Chinese waters?, to help warn
£ any threatening Buropean combinationS, Many Australian

newspapers were contident concerning American antipathy

toward Ge

any and Russia because of those countries? well

~democratic and anti-Monrce attitudes. Archibald’s

¢ u(,O }3;&})(‘:’ CL(‘QUM ’}?

alliance was

C

Sydney s best exemplified the nexus of

diplomatic interests in its editorial fThe Far Fast

o
o3
=
o}

254} Far West?.” Increased diplomatic activity on the
part of Sir Julian Pauncefote secemed to British and
Australian observers as being on the point of producing a

i€ not an Anglo-American alliance by the end

Tapproc
of March. Oigns of Amcrican approval for such a scheme now
attracted cager attention in Australials press: the

enthusiastic reception given the British cruiser Cordelia

5 Feb. 98: 'Anglo-Saxondom cannelt live unless
V

(ouﬁ :
the \O‘Ld i open d up to its activity.

19 Mar. 1898,

ertiscr, 23 Feb. 1898.

4 . . . ~ . - , ;
‘Bulletin, 19 Feb. 1898. Sce also, Lourier, 19 Feb.,7 Mar. 189¢

N

L

Daily Telegraph (Sydney), 10 Mar. 1898.
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coaling off Key West; the pro-English speech of Richard

Olney at Harvard; the friendly observations in Mark Twain's
recently published book covering his antipodean travels; the
Empire?s message of sympathy to McKinley following the Maine
disas tcri and the rousing singing of what was believed to be
Britainks national anthem in American music halls (especially

New Yorkfs Empire Theatre), were all taken as indicators of
- kd

growing Anglo-American collusion, though somewhat erroneously.
As the Cuban situation warmed up and the Chinese
situation cooled, the focus for‘such common interests shifted
from the Eastern Chinese theatre to the Western, Cuban area.
Again economic reasons were put forward as +the ostensible
reason for co-operation - the exchange of raw cotton and
British manufacturers, mutual passenger services and use of
Brltloh bottoms carrying grain, cattle and dairy produce
{Fom America to England, had to be pre eserved in the face of

possible Spanish piracy, it was held. The Daily Telegraph

was one of the few disgusted by the fact that Britain seemed

to be spending more energy reassuring America of its suppor®

and good-will than attempting the more humane task of
drawing the combatants aparb.”

Most newspapers were partisan concerning these

T
T

us claimed Tno doubt ocur p olicy with

kR P e o e i m e
developments. The

[N

regard to America sh uld be to persistently claim brother-
hood with her and pv»niutcntly refuse to treat her as a

.
&

foreign pgwsfc? Some comment was stimulated by cabled
suggestions of the TGWOPGLLH@ of general arbitra rvbion

negotiations, while others were excited about the prospect

tgee comment in Age, 10 Mar. 18985 Mt. Alexander Mail, 3,
10, 12 Mar. 18983 Sydney Morning Herald., © Marn 18083 A =]
18 Mar. 1898; Geelos Advertiser, 15 Mar. 1898; the Vcibou’
h viewed a union of the BEnglish-$S 0(1k1n0 Pcopleo as
onger a wild dreamt; the Anglo- American poem of worker-
8011 arity fThe Brotherhood of Mani by Arthur Desmond can
perhaps be viewed in the same context: RBullelin and Toscin.
3, 10 Mars, 1808.

.

1t seems probable that ochservers werce confusing the singing
of "My Country 'Tis of Thee!! with "God Save the Queen'.

3Daily Telegraph (Sydney), 10, 14 Mar. 1898. For further
comment sec, Newcastle MornLﬂU Herald, 22 Mar. 1898; Advocate,
20 Martr. ]898* Maitland Mercury, 10 Mar. 1898; Herald, 19 Mar.

1898.

4
Argus, 18 Mar., 10 Apr. 1898.
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of a British-American-Japanese triple alliance regarding
China, though others regretted that Americals preparedness
for such an alliance was hampered by a small navy.l Best of

all, the Brisbane Evening Observer believed, was that Tthe

element of kinship lies underneath everything...and Great
Britain's needs are probably helping to the better
understanding we all hope for?az With both Cuban and Chinese
troubles threatening European war tone conclusion is

clear to us Australiansf, held the Ballarat Courier:

tthe wisdom of comsummating our federal aspirationst.
That the budding Australian future would blossom
in a sccure Anglo-American environment seemed obvious to
most. Several opinion leaders now voiced classic encouragements
of the ethnocentric ideal. One which summarized others was

from the Australian Star. Cuba the paper saw as:

the revolt of British-bred people against
tyranny which insults humanity and flouts the
age...And if, as may be, Duropcan Powers

regard the maintenance of territorial rights
and the upholding of imperial dynasties of
higher importance than the most sacred rights
of common humanity, they may make their own
move and necessitate the American, which will
then be but the wider, British appeal. And of
swer, no man who feels the tingle of

sh blood in his veins would have much

1a in throughout the world indeed, is
gquickening for a reply to that appeal. It would
come with one shout from the remotest Hebridean
isles to the furthest Austral shores. It would
provide instantly the filux to weld Saxon and
Celt, with all their descendants and all the
peoples they have absorbed and incovporated
into one people, indivisible, indomitable and
practically unassailable. We can hardly
suppress a desire that the time of that appeal
may be nigh. It wonld come to us, as most great

1F0r the exact details of the complicated and confusing
diplomacy which preceded the Spanish~American War, scc ReGo
Neale, t Anglo~American Relations During the Spanish~American
War: Some Problems?, Historical Studies Australia and New

7 Vi, No. 21, 1953, pp.72-89, and the same authorts
and Americaon Jmperialism, 1808-1900 (Brisbane, 1965},

2 . - .
Brisbane Pvening Observer, 14 Mar. 1808.

3Ba11arat Courier, 25 Mar. 1808, See also, Sydney Morning
Herald, 24 Mar., 0 Apr. 1898; South Australian Register,

20 Mar. 1898; Geelong Times, 18 Apr. 18G0.
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matters in the development of our race, through

a rain of blood, but the strength and security

and the abiding peace to be ultimately

established will make full compensation.

Cables reinforced the prevailing impression that
Anglo-SaXon peoples throughout the world were tsolid for
Americal! in the coming struggle. In the words of the

Brisbane Evening Observer with war imminent,

Anglo-Saxondom is practically united...Later

on there will be room for arbitration treaties
and the hearty exchange of brotherly greetings.
Today there is only room for active sympathy in

a crisis and the readiness to join hands when the
call comes...If nothing else comes of the war
with Spain that would be a great gain.?2

As Frederick Greenwood, who was pro-alliance, put it in the
Argus: TAt all events, we live in notable times. We see
the oldest Empire in the world, China, disappearing and the
youngest republic of the globe - that of America - coming
to the front! @3

Expressions of support were more common as war
approached. The crises in China and Cuba had called forth
all that underlying sense of Anglo-Saxon solidarity. Seen
in perspective, anti-American expression of the Australian
press in 1897, was an sherration caused in part by what was
considered to have been a somewhat misguided view by
America of her racial loyalty.

But the anticipated EBuropean involvements and
consequent need for alliance did not materialise. During
1808 America fought a brisk, efficient war which Spain felt
compelled to bring to a rapid conclusion. With EuropeanS,
despite exbernal appearances to the contrary, Australia
believed that the future lay with America, not Spaine
Therefore it endorsed Americals war, rejoiced in its

victories and approved of its expansion. The impulse for

1Australiaﬂ Star, 18 Apr. 1898.

/N o .
Brlsbanevhvenlngiobserver, 21 Apr. 1898,

Sﬁgggg, 9 Apr. 1898. As an index of the speed opinions
travollied, the Maitland Mercury, 12 Apr. 1898, 500 miles
away from Melbourne, agreed with Greenwood three days later.
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alliance was kept hopefully alive during this period and
encouraged at every turn. That it did not eventuate was
not reacted to in the same bitter way as earlier
disappointments had been. Rather, Australian editorial
opinion contented itself with recognition of the genuine

. . 1
harmony now existing between the leaders of their race.

Tangible expression of that good-will was provided
in the following year by the agreement on the
Guiana-Venezuela boundary, reached after the report and
recommendation of the Commissioners of the Arbitration

Court sitting in Paris had been given.

The first Hague Peace Conference convened by the Czar
(18 May-29 July 1899) in which 26 nations including Britain
and the United States participated, did establish the
Permanent Court of International Arbitration. Through it,
disputes could be settled by means similar to those being
proposed throughout 1897 in the Olney-Pauncefote discussions.
Though they considered them a definite step forward, the
Australian press was never as enthused by these proposals as
they had been by Anglo-American prospects. Given the
failure of the latter, some considered the Hague Court as
utopian and were openly cynical of it. But it was against
this background of international agreement and on the eve
of the Boer War (Kruger's ultimatum was sent 9 October 1899)

that the Australian press greeted news of the success of the

1The most relevant materials are: Argus, 22 Jan., 17, 18 Mar.,
9 Apr., 27, 28 May, 30 June, 5 July, 23 Aug., 10 Sept.,

30 Dec. 1808, 12 Jan. 1899; Age, 27 May, 11, 16, 21 June,

4 July, 2 Aug., 27 Sept., 1808, 2 Jan. 1899; Sydney Morning
Herald, 24 Mar., 8, 25 Apr., 4, 9, 26 May, 14 June, 1 Aug.,
23, 27 Sept., 21 Oct., 2, 9 Nov., i Dec. 1898; Dbaily
Telegraph (Sydney), 7, 16, 21, 20 Apr., 22 Junc, 16, 22 Aug.,
59 Nov., 7, 8 Dec. 1898, 21 Jan. 1899; Courier, 7 Mar., 19,
23, 26 May, 2, 18, 21, 28 June, 12 July, 3, 15, 30 Nov.,

26 Dec. 1898; South Australian Register, 26 Mar., 29 Apr.,

24 May, 20, 23 June, 4 July, 19 Nov. 1898; Advertiser,

15 Mar., 28 Apr., 6, 18, 19 May, 29 July, 13 Aug., 8 Oct.

1898, 6 Jan. 1899; Mercury, 16 Apr., 12, 31 May, 6, 20 June,

4, 12 July, 10, 22 Sept., 5 Ooct. 1808; West Australian,
12 Feb., 9 Mar., 12, 17 May 1898.




long-awaited specific arbitration.

The Venezuclan Arbitration Court had opened in Paris
in June during the Hague Conference, under the Presidency
of Professor Martens the eminent Russian jurist nominated by
King Oscar of Sweden. Its sittings extended over 55 days
and were closed on the 28 September. Sir Richard Webster,
Attorney General, had argued the British case and Mallet
Provost had performed a similar task on behalf of Venezuela.
The British representatives were Justice Collins and,
following the death of Lord.Hefschell, Lord Russell of
Killowen. The Americans were represented by Chief Justice
Fuller and Justice Brewer of the United States Supreme Court.
In a fashion similar to Clark at an earlier date, Webster had
alerted public opinion in Australia to the expectation of
an adverse decision. '

Sydneyts Evening News was the first to comment at

length on the favourable decision (5 October). Britain

retained possession of the goldfields and valuable forests
while Venezuela gained possession of Point Barima and thus
the mouth of the Orinoco. American and Venezuelan honour

thus appeared satisfied, while Britain had avoided
5 ¥

Lo

a
humiliation and upheld former claims.

o .

The result evoked a mixed reaction. Some papers felt

g : 5 Fl

it conceded even more to British rights than was originally

claimed, while others considered +that it was no more than

what had been expected as probable. The Bulletin noted
cynically how consistent was the coincidence of British

. . . Y 4
national honour and the existence of disputed gold areas,
h 4

while the Advertise

B e

- believed that the result had

1

illustrated that neither acegrandisement nor greed lay at the
=D

basis of Britainfs claim. The same paper contrasted

Yaustralian cynicism toward the Hague Conferences of 1897
and 1907 is understandable given the open doubts entertained
by the powers participating of the conferences?! efficacy.
Sec B. Tuchman, Op.Cit., pp.229-88.

2pee. 29 Sept. 1899, Cable.

[ e A )

3ﬂveninq News, 5 Oct. 1899, See also Australian Star, 5 Oct.

1899.

dyuiletin, 4 Nov., 16 Dec., 1899.
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America's present friendliness with her former hostility,
while ATChlded78 weekly believed that ithe Unltod States
apparently abandoned Venezuela in payment for Br1b11nfs

. 1
moral support against Spaln‘e The Sydney Mail was only one

holding that the new American friendliness exemplified by
the Treaty decision left Britain stronger than ever and with
a free hand to deal with Kruger in the Transvaal.
Undoubtedly British confidence in the moral righteousness
and justice of her claims in the disputed African gold area
had been boosted by the decisiOH concerning the South
American gold area, though circumstances differed.

Venezuela had been justly rebuffed in the eyes of many
by gaining only 30,000 square miles, or three—~eighths of
what she had claimed. The long~held unworthiness of that
country seemed highlighted to some by the fact that while
the arbitrators were sitting in Paris, the Republic was
undergoing a revolution which replaced Ignacio Andrade with
Ceneral Castro as president. Yet Venezuelats obvious

hﬂha piness at this decision confirmed some in the belief

e . N

that no arbitration treaty could please everyone.’
W.T. Stecad received the decigion with predictable
enthusiasm and thought it not only tspeedy, definite and

satisfactory?. but (agreeing with the Fdinburgh Review)g

tthe first greav arbitration...in which neither gide he

,\J

shown signs of resentment at the award and neither side
impugned the reasons of the decis iont.% 'tTom Touchstone! of

g

the Ballarat Courier was not the only one believing that a

similar system of suvccessfully settling disputes should be
applied to the present unhappy Boer situation, which they

took to be a crisis JLUdison precipitated by the type of
belligerence Chamberlain had displayed when he sent Maxim

guns to Venezuela in his first week of office as Colonial

~tiser, 16 Oct. 1890.

25vdney Mail, 14 Oct., 29 Dec. 1899.

A
“See conment in Australian Star, 9 Oct., 20 Nov. 189905 Daily
Telegrap! , (Launceston), 30 Dec. 1899; Perth Morning Herald,

g Rogfv16093 Mercury, 13 Nov. 18993 Ballarat Courier, 9 Dec.
]»8990

4
Review of hovxehu3 i5 Dec. 1899 p.738, 15 Jan. 1900, pp.97-
g, 15 Mar. 1900, pe 306,
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1 ‘ . .
Secretary. Nonetheless, Chamberlain's speech at Leicester
broaching the prospect of an Anglo-American-German treaty
was received tepidly.

Thus was closed 'a chapter of history of which the
direct results have been out of all proportion to its

intrinsic interests and merits', claimed the Sydney Morning

Herald:

The philosophic historian, accustomed to deal

with the relations of the facts forming the

bald record of history to their antecedent

causes and ultimate effects, will find in this

comparatively insignificant question about a

disputed strip of gold-bearing Guiana territory

the starting point of new international policies.
For 'whatever the future may hide, it is safe to say that
it will be coloured and influenced by the events of the last
three years?!. The Cleveland~0Olney diplomatic challenge had
made Britain aware of her "splendid igolation' and its
dangers and had precipitated +he further challenges to
Britaints power by the Russians and Cermans in China, the
French at Fashoda and other iprritations elsewhere the paper

aints reaction to this, the re—-establishing of

friendly relations with America at the time of the Spanish~
American War, had established 15 community of sentiment and
feeling of racial kinship as well as a shrewd appreciation

of the advantage of union'. Not only did it appear thatv

Britaints isolation was at an end given the success of this
policy, but the paper regarded ‘race senbiment? (*part of
Australiafs tradition of growbth from the first') as

responsible for this. Tt was an optimistic assessment.

Yo W. Connellyis 'New South Wales Opinion on the Boer War:

A Reinterpretation?®, unpublished B.A. Honours Thesis (Armidale,
1069), shows how this pro-boer sentiment was elaborated. It
supplements Barbara Pennyfs TAustralian Reactions to the DBoer
War - A Study In Colonial Tmperialismt, Journal of British

S ie Vol. VIT, No. 1, Nov. 1967, pp.97~-130.

Sydney Morning Herald, 7 Oct., 18 Nov. 1899.




With both Empires too involved in the quelling of
difficulties in the Transvaal and the Philippines to

criticize each other, this solidarity continued beyond

207

L
1899. Tn the latter year the 'White Man's Bruden'! concept

entercd Anglo-American thinking to provide a further sense

of common commitment concerning the responsibilities of

empire. To all outward appearances, the years of

arbitration excitement had resulted in an Hnformal alliance’

between America and the British Empire.

lCompare this with the attitude a decade before: 1Tt is

inconceivable that any nation will ever consent to modify
the very smallest of its sovereign rights; and so well is
the fact recognized that the humblest tyro in a debating

socieby rarely venbures nowadays to prophesy the advent of

P S,

international arbibtrationt, Argus, 4 Feb., 1889,
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CHAPTER SEVEN

THE CONDITION OF CUBA, 1895-1898:
AUSTRALTA'S CASE AGAINST SPAIN

American interest in the condition of Cuba had
declined in the 20 years following an earlier attempt in
1875 to terminate the ten year insurrection of 1868-18783.
When on the 24 February 1895 a new revolt against Spanish
rule broke out, American sympathy was once again with the
rebels. Despite the fact that it was widely recognized
that high American tariffs, and the depression of 1803 had
done much to add to Cuban distress, overt assistance by
means of filibustering was officially discouraged.
Contributions to finance the filibusters were freely and
openly solicited by the Cuban juntas - committees of
revolutinﬂaries — in American cities. As well, insurgents
deliberately destroyed American investment property on the
island in an attempt Lo coerce active American intervention.
Cuban insurgent strategy remained the older one of
attrition ~ to break the will of the Spanish rulers.

Recognition of the belligerent rights of the Cuban
revolutionaries (discussed by Congress, February-April 1890)
and an offer by America to Spain to recognize Cuban
independence (refused by Spain 22 May 1896) stimulated early
Australien comment. When it was learnt of the concentration
camps established by General Valeriano (Butcher') Weyler
on Cuba (from February 1890), the situation invited
comparison with the harsh treatment the Turks had meted out
+to the Christian Armenians (1894w96),1

Most blame for the destruction of crops was placed on

Spain's shoulders. By the July of 18096 sugar production

1But the Australian press did not join its American
counterpart in condemning Cleveland and Olney as anti-
humanitarian for not intervening. See, EoR. May, XLmperi:
Democracy: The Emergence of America as a Great Power (Wew
York, 1901), p.80.
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had dropped to a fifth of its 1894 figure and tobacco to

a tenth of its former production, while the total value of
exports had fallen from £12 million to £3 million. So read
the figures in the metropolitan Australian press taken from
the London Times. One of the fairest spots on earth had
received its death blow and lay in ruins. Queensland
politicians and ncwspapers evinced special interest in the
prospect of taking over Cuba's share of the world's sugar
market.

Despite the bias of the London Times reports reaching
Australia from correspondents in Havana, opinion leaders

such as the Sydney Morning ler ald had, by the end of 1896,

through constant and uncritical repetition, granted them a
degree of authenﬁloltyaz This was in strong contrast to the
credibility of the severely censored Spanish news sources.
Consequently, when the British correspondents wrote of the
destruction of the tbest cigar industry in the world' and
other depredations, they were generally taken as being

a general shortage of Cuban and Manilan cigars

Overseas comment was keenly sought. Avrticles by
and Mayo W. Hazel tine in the

. . 4
December 896 Hoxrth American Review " were given wide
gy >

currency throug King described the desolation

being wrought by the insurge nts on an island twhich they

crush to liberate?. Hazelt inefs observaﬁiOﬂs evoked more

sympathy for the Cubans. He maintained that only 53,000

were enfranchised in a population of 1,600,000 and that this
7

had resulted in the crushing tax burden of $9.79 per

inhabitant (the highest on earth) to remove a deficit in

1Weﬂt Australian, 11 July 18963 Ouecnsliand Times, 24 Oct.
1896, One of the earliest rcporc on Cuba was veteran
journalist Murwt Halsteadis Review of Reviews, 20 May 18906,
p.501. The ‘s New York correspondent had put the number
of Cuban refugees in America at 10,000-12,000, 9 Apr. 1892.

zSyduOV Morning llera 1d, 11 Dec. 1806. Though the paper
belicved they were ‘wpllminformedf, A.E., Campbell in Great
Britain and the United States (London, 1960) questions their
reliability, p.i47.

3ciarence King, 'Shall Cuba Be Free??, Forum, XX (Sept.1895)
I)p . 57"“8 °

Mayo Hazeltine, 'What Shall Be Done About uha?'5 North
American Review, Vol. 163 (bDecember 1896) pp.737-8.
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excess of $295 million. Further, out of an annual budget
of $26 million, only three-quarters of a million had ever
been spent on actual improvements for Cuba, the bulk going
on 'Spanish wars, Spanish efforts to suppress insurrection
and Spanish extravagence'!. As one paper put it - 'a heavy
price to pay for mismanagement?'. ’

Tn the middle of 1897 the Age weighed in with the
observations of a captain of the Cuban insurgent cngineers -
Leon De Monte - who had written in Aprilfts Pall Mall.

De Monte delivered a formidable indictment of Spain's rule.
The hollowness of Spanish trade reciprocity arrangements,
the rapacity of officials, the burden of maintaining a
minimum. of 20,000 Spanish troops even in peace-time were
but some of the complaints. The poverty of education

where 90 per cent of whites and all blacks (one-~third of
the population) were illiterate and the inadequacy of 1,000
miles of railway in an island of almost 50,000 square miles
were others. Some organs of the Australian press added
Cuba'ts poor roads, primitive sanitary arrangements, dishonest
government lotteries and discriminatory tariff duties to

this picture of Spanish~induced suffering. To the

<

T

Launceston Bxaminers; as to others, De Montels views revealed
VR re: T L e = Ax ﬂ

the story from the Tother sidet, by-passing the less
credible official Spanish sources.

By August 1897 the large dailies were dubbing Cuba

] . 4 . .
fAmerica's Armenla?e% Progressive figures on the cost of the
war were published. The 1895~06 campaign had cost Spain

£31 million.  Sixty +thousand insurgents had died -~ 10,000
in battle, 20,000 from starvation and 30,000 from disease.

The Age lamented the fact that Cubal'ls condition fdoes not
e S B,

“See, Mt. Alexander Mail, 22 Dec. 18963 Review of Reviews,
20 Feb. 1807, pp.145, 202; Launceston Examiner, 20 May 1897.

2pge, 31 May 1897.

e

3{ aunceston Examiner, 8 June 1897.

AE@g, Daily Telegraph (Sydney), 18 Aug. 1897.




