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IMPERIALISH

Nearly ferty years ago tonight, after a most satisfying dinner in a
delightful home in lexington, Virginia, - a home heated by open Franklin
stoves,a home which would not admit that modern nuisance-convenience called

a telephone, « I read my first paper before the Fortnightly Club of Lexingtom, -

the Club which is sometimes thought of as the foster parent of ocur Sphex
Club, We « the members of the Fortnightly - were so full of delicious food
that I wondered how I was ever going te survive the reading of a thirty-
minute paper. But I did survive - as is evidenced by my presence here to-
night - and my paper started an argument, Among the first six members who
in the disoussion period were called upon to speak, there was a wide and
spirited divergence of views and it was not until the seventh member, Dean
Moreland of the Washingion & lee Law School, arose that anyone took motice
of the fact that the vigorous argument had been started by a paper read by
the newest and youngest member of the Club, The title of the paper was
IMPERIALSIN,

In that first paper I traced the growth of Rome from a city state on
the Tiber to the domination of the whole Italian boot, pointing cut that
each nev acquisition mmxis of territyory could be explained, at least from
the Roman point of view, as a necessary step in self-defense, I then passed
to the acquisition of the first non-contiguous territory - the island of
Sicily - at the end of the first Punic War, Then, of course, I continued
until The Mediterranean Sea had become in effect a Roman lake., I then
passed to the history of our own country and sketched briefly the expansion
in self defense, of course, of our boundraies which had extended the ori-
ginal tidirteen states to the geographical limits of the area, the Atlantie
on the egst, the Pacific on the west, the 5t, Lawrence River and the Great
lakes on the mxmk north and the Oulf of Mexico and the Rio Grande on the
south, Then I passed to the Spanish-American War, which left us with the
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Phillipines, with Cuba and some islands in the Pacific, including what is
now the State of Hawail, There I ended the paper with the question: “ire
we, or are we not, an imperialistic nation, & nation whose actioms, if not
its words, its professed policies, justified other peoples in ealling it
imperialistic?

The term imperialism, as we are using it tonight, dates back a scant
bundred years to the last half of the 19th century. When we hear it, we
are apt to think of the far-flung British Ewpire or perhaps of the colonial
expansion which resulted in the partition of Africa, - a partition to which
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How such small countries as Belgium, Holland and Portugal acquired such large
and valuable colonial possessions as the Congo, the East Indies and Brasil
and thereby became empires in effect, is an intresting sidelight upon im-
perialism but must not detain us here, Hhat we must note here is that,
while imperialism is a comparatively new term, the phenomenon which it con-
notes is as old as civilisation itself. And before we go too far, it may be
well to try to define the term,

As I understand it, imperialism is the policy of a sovereign state which
endeavors to establish control beyond its own boundaries over peoples who are
mumw;/conmmwmm Because such
peoples are almost always unwilling to accept this alien control, imperialism
nearly always involves the use of force - military and naval forece -
against its reluctant victims., Imperialism has, therefore, often been con-
sidered morally reprehensible and the word has been, and still is today,
employed extensively in international diplomacy in an effort to discredit an
opponent's poliey. For a timely example of this, note that Russia dally
applies this term to the United Ssites, disregarding with sublime egotism
her own rigid control of the countries bhind the Iren Curtain,
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Now this polemic, this provocative use of the word imperialism is faci-
litated by the fact that the precise naturd of a nation's foreign policy is
sometimes difficult to discover. In the formulation of foreign policy, words
are sometimes used to disguise or cleak intentions rather than to express them
openly. Occasionally, when reading enunciations of such policy, one may be
tempted to recall one of Lewis Carroll's dicta; "when I use a word,” Humpty
Dumpty said, "it means just what I choose it to mean, - neither more nor
less." More sériously, much depends upon the motivation of the fereign office
using them. we know from the past that, by subtle or even by hidden means,
ene nation may endeaver, by its financial, economic, technical and cultural
activities, to create for itself an aura of sympathy or friendship or influence,
while at the same time it is aiming at literal and actual control., It is this
semantic uncertainty which causes soms foreigners today to apply the term im-
perialism towwhat we ourselves deem an altruistic and eften idealistic foreign
poliey,

Ve have already noted that, although the term imperialism is a recent
ene, the phenomenon itself is very ancient. For over a thousand years after
1,100 B. C,, three Chinesc dunasties endeavored by all then known means to
confer upon adjoining sountries the blessings of Chinese civilisatiom,

In northern India, two centuries before Christ, absclute monarchs ruled over
a large empire without advancing any excuses and also claimed suserainty over
tribes far beyond the borders of the empire itself, Wwestern Asia and the
sunny shores of the Mediterranean are an unending succession of empires,
many of which were built upon the ruins of a predecessor. The Sumerian Empire
in Mesopotamia, the Semitic Bmpire of Sargon, the Second Sumerian Empire, the
Babylonian Bmpire dominated by the personality and intellect of Hammurabd,
the Pharoahs on the Wile, the Assyrians, the Fersian Empire, Gresce under
mmm,mmtumm.mmmmu
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to Egypt, from the Ganges to the Pillars of Hercules, - all these,now
"One with Nineveh and Tyre,” were imperialism, an attempt to dominate com-
pletely the then known world., But in what we call the civilized peximst
wld,-hwuornnqiwuw-mmummm
force since the fall @f imperial Rome.

Nonetheless, thers have been in the last few centuries attempts to
assert power over an area wide enough to be called an empire. New Forces,
or in most cases, modern versions of old forces, have provided the impetus
tovard an imperialism which contimues into our own times. Among these modern-
4sed forces one may mention nationalism, industrislization, banking, vastly
w“lottrullandcc“iuthn,mdiwdmmﬂuﬂn
and, finally, s growing humanitarianism, In this more modern form of im-
perialism we may distinguish four periods:

I. From the middle of the fifteenth century to the middle of the eight.

eenth cemtury, England, France, the Netherlands, Portugal and Spain established

empires in North and South America, and in India and the East Indies. When
these areas had been well golonised, there followed a period of relstive salm
for a century.

II. Frem the middle of the nineteenth century to the year 191k, we have
what may be salled the second period of modern imperialism. In this peried,
Russia, Germany, Italy and Japap added themselves to the list of nations
sesking to establish empires beyond their barders; some writers include the
United States in the list. It is in this period that industrial and financial
influence becgme growing facters in imperialism. The efforts of nations
hthhpctodmkinxaphcointhemmwngthcprincipdunuld
the First World War.

III. The third period follows the end of the First World War, Por a
decade after the signing of the armistice in 1918, great expectations of a
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better world were inspired by the League of Nations and these bopee placed

imperialism temporarily in abeyance. But in 1931 Japan attacked China, snd
soon thereafter the totalitarian states, Fascist Italy, Nasi Oermany and Com-
munist Russia inaugurajed a nev period of imperialistic expansion which in

turn led to the Second Wiorld wWar.

IV, The last of these somevhat arbitrary time-segments of imperialism
is found in the twenty-two years which have elapsed mince the close of the
Second World War, - & peried which bids fair to be with us some time yet.
In this period we have already seen changes which have affected the whole
world, Seventy-five years ago Rudyard Kipling could put the seng on the
1ips of Tommy Atkins:

Take 'old o' the wings o' the morning',
An' flop round the earth till you're dead;
But you won't get away from the tune that they play
To the blooming ol' rag over'ead.

Today - and the visible changes have come in the last two decades -
today the words are the same but Tommy Atkins has become a "0, I.", the
tune has changed and "the blooming ol! rag over'sad” is no longer the Union
Jack but has become the Star Spangled Bamner, It is literally true that
the changed tune is heard and the Stars and Stripes are to be seen from
Iceland to the Indian Ocean or, as the old missionary hymn puts it

From Oreenland's icy mountains
To India's coral strands;
Where Afric's sunny fountains
Roll down their golden sands,
In all this area the Bamer, now spangled with fifty stars instead of the
original thirteen of less than two centuries ago, today represents the most
powerful mational force in the world, Just how imperislistic is this great
nation of ours?
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During the last seventy years, one of the distinctive marks of our for.
eign policy has been a tendency toward actions of various kinds in foreign
lands, - a tendency which I suppose may be wll represented by the one word
"interventionism.” This tendency may have had its origin in Cuba in the last
years of the nineteenth centery, - an intervention which led to the Spanish-
l-riomiu-,‘butlmuu-mm,luf:i;t:d ‘p::::at
our own Civil War when Prance endeavored to establish an empire in Mexico
under the ill-fated Maximilian, If this attempt had succeeded, if Maximilian
had actually been erowned Buperor of Mexico, I am inclined to believe that
the United States would have "intervened" soon after Appomatox. But that is
one of the "if's" of history which need not detain us hare.

That this teniency toward intervening in the political affairs of a
foreign land - some posple are sufficiently iconoclastic to call it "meddling®
in the affairs of a fereign land, ~ that this tendency is a sanifestation of
8 videspread idealism in the United States is a view held by many competent
historians., As 2 mation, we seem to feel strongly that the self-evidemt
truths of the Declaration of Independence must be extended to less forttnate
peoples, wherever they may be, vhatever may be their stage of political de-
velopment, and however reluctant they may be to accept our ministrations.
We were not always militant in our missionary forays; ee John -Quiney-ddems

pendenee of all but the champion and windicator onrly of our own." With the
minor exceptions which have already been moted, we did not really go abroad
until after 1945 in our idealistic desire to win and convert other lands
to our way of life - especially political life. I suppose that the feel-
ing in this country against involvement or entanglement in the affairs of
other lands was never stronger than it was in the years vhich immedistely
followed our disillusionment at the end of World War I,
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The end of the Second World =ar, however, found us in a different situa-
tion. We had fought a war against fascism and Nasiism, - fought it to a suc.
ceseful conclusion, We were forced by circumstances to realise that isclation-
ism as a national policy was no longer feasible, The war had thrown us into the
world arena and the fear of Communism prevented our retreating from that arena.
And so there ensued a period that has been broadly called "the cold war,®

This change from our former isclationism, this new globalism, caused us
Americans to realize that we could no longer avoid being involved in the
vicissitudes of an imperfect world. But since this cold wvar was viewed as 3
moral crusade, it magnified into a high moral mission what was in essence
a purely pragmatic involvement in the affairs, both domestic and foreign, of
other countries. (PAX AMERICANA, p. 5) "Since we were accustomed to victory in
battle and were stronger than any nation had ever been in history, we believed
that the world's problems could be resolved if only we willed hard enough and
wplinﬁnoughpow. Convinced of the rightecusness of our cause, we became
intoxicated with owr newly discovered responsibilities and saw them as & man-
date to bring about the better world we so ardently desired., American military
power, consecrated by the victory of the Second World War and reconfirmed by the
development of the atomic bomb, joined forces with the power of American ideal-
ism to insugurate a policy of global interventionism,"

In the pursuit of this policy we have not used our military power only,

It is true, of course, that we have intervened, sometimes rather massively,

with military power quite widely throughout the world. But owr intervention
has also been both economic and political. In the last twenty-two years we have
poured about $120 billion of American money into foreign aid, all in the hope
that we could thereby bring about changes in other eountries that would reflect
our ideals or advance our interests - or both, We have intervened in the
politics of some countries, sometimes trying to timt influence their social

and political structures and even helping to overthrow the goverrments of some,
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we have striven to inculcate the principles eof dl-umy_ta th-lindo of people
who have hiterte known nothing other than absolute monarchy or some sort of
tribal existence., Whether we consider this expenditure of time and of effort,
of lives and of money, - whether we consider all this commendable or deplorable,
4t is nevertheless true, We have sought worldwide peace and we have condemmed
nruaumoruttu.:?onuulw,ntulunbnnanuuwhob-'
ligerent in two rather large land wars since 1950, and we have sponscred a num-
ber of military interventions, bﬁdmt enter into these conflicts and contro-
versies from any sense of adventure or as & quest gfor terrtory or in an effort
to retain distant colonial possessions. Rather we have striven to eontain
comsunism and protect the values and boundaries of what we consider the "free
world,” As a nation, we feel that a high ssnse of moral duty has underlain
mMnhhdmmndmmld.

But this high moral sense poses a seriocus dilemma for American diplemacy.
The dilemma, states(simply, is this: How can we reconcile American ideals with
American military actions and - perhaps an even more mxk serious dilemma - how
can we make Amsrican values seem relevant to a world that appears not to want
them or even to respect them? The means chosen to transfer these values to a
reluctant and sometimes unadmiring world have troubled some thoughtful Americans.
mm-wmmmm-mumumammu«m
freedom wherever it may be threatened and of owr responsibility to protect
other nations from external and even from internal aggression, Yet the pur-
suit of this aspiration has frequently led other peoples to believe that owr
motives may be self-justifying and tinged with more than & bit of hypocrisy.
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We like to believe that western civilisation possesses many blessings whieh

it would gladly share with other leass advanced peoples, --win blessings as
well as those of a less tangible nature. But our efforts to share these good

thiuaoflﬂonofmmnwndm.wﬁluﬁﬂthﬂm?::(u
it sometimes seems, those whom we would aid are eager for the material advan-

Maﬂchnoﬁchtmmnincwmlbhinumthponmlmlnlﬁnl
responsibilities which must accompany them if they mfau{f:f ’:M pos-
session and confer any lasting benefit., One may be pardoned if at times one
becomes pessimistic and recalls the lines
hkoupthoihiuhn'lhurdm--
lndruphilold:fﬁrd;
The blame of those ye bettier,
The hats of those ye guard -
The cry of hosts ye humour
(Ah, slowly) toward the lighti-
mihy brought ye us from bondage,
"0ur loved Egyptian night?"
Sometimes this apparent unwillingness to be humoured from darkness into what
mnndlmd&rthnmanlﬂnﬂtimmsubwnm
whether we give sufficient weight to the differences in mores which exist be-
tween the pecples of one land and another, we might recall the old, old story
of the four men in the Paris cafe who were discussing elephants, And even more
to the péint, I recall a remark made by the late Majar General John A. Lsjeune
when he was Superintendent of V, M, I, He and I were discussing a problem which
had arisen in one of my history classes and on which I had sought his advice,
Near the end of the conversation, he said: "Barton, I don't pay too much at-
tention to these latin-American revolutions; that is just their way of heolding
an election.,” Despite our ideal idea of one world, a world made smaller and
mmwnmunarnmummmmmwmmdum-
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cation, there still remain these differencesin national and racial mores,

And it may well be that a failure to give due consideratior to these differences
may 1ie at the bottom of our contimiing expansive idealistic interventionism -
or, as some might dub it - cur meddlesomeness, There are many people in this
country today who hold that national and racial differences are parely super-
ficial, purely external; who hold that the color of one's skin, the configuration
dm--uu,mwumurum-mmummmuu
and that the underlying cultural heritage can be recriented in the twinkling

of an eye, by the briefest exposure to western ecivilisation, Does the experience

of the last two decades justify such a belief?

when the Roman historian Tacitus was describing the career in Britain of
his father-in-law, Julius Agricola, he put into the mouth of the British chieftain
on the eve of the decisive battle the words "ubi solitudinem faciunt, pacem
appellant, " ((wherever they (the Romans) ereate a desert waste, they call it
peace,)) Fron this sentence arose eventually the sxpression Pax Romana, a
Roman Peace, =~ a peace of subjugation. The Romans did not feel that they were
ereating a desert waste in Britain or in any other of a score of countries
which one might mention (Carthage, of course, excepted), The Aritons saw it
from an entirely different point of view., And who smong us can look upon the
effects of our interventions from the point of view of those in whose affairs
we are gratuitously interesting ourselves? Fow can we make them understand that
our motives are high? How can we persuade them mot to ¢lass us with the other
imperialistic nations of history? How can we keep them from thinking that we
are trying to create a Pax Americana? Surely such are among our problems,

Of course, all that T have written here has been set down on paper under the
dread threat of thermonuclear warfare. Our intervention, our imperialism, Aif
you are willing to allow that term, is conditioned by that terrible threat.

We know that we are living in a time that has justly been described as a peace



e & 2

e

of terror. But, since we do possess a present superierity in thermomuclear
weapons, possess enough, according to good suthority, to deter any other nation
from attacking us, we seem determined to pursus further our present course in
foreign affairs, whether all this is congruent with our own best interests Is
debsted now and perhaps destined to be more widely debated in the near future.
A presidential slection is in the offing,

m-.mammdmp‘ngnlmmzmme
no better way to bring to a close this ramble into our foreign affairs, than to
mh&omdao!kh@imy“m-wdstﬂﬁum%umma-
ldvered in Washingten July L, 1821

"iherever the standard of freedom and independsnce has been or shall be
unfurled, there will be America's heart, her bemedictions, and her prayers.
But she goes not abroad in search of monsters to destroy, S5She is the well-
wisher to the freedom and independence of all, 5he is the champion and vindi-
gator enly of her omn, She will recommend the general cause by the countenance
of her voice, and by the benignant sympathy of her example, She well knows that
by once enlisting under other bamners than her own, were they even the banners
of foreign independence, she would involve herself beyond the power of extri-
ostion, in all the wars of interest and intrigue, of individual avarice, envy
and ambition, which assume the colors and usurp the standards of freedom. The
fundamental maxims of her pelicy would insensibly change from liberty to force.
« » o« Bhe might become the dictatress of the world. She would mo longer be the
ruler of her own spirit."



