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START TAPE 046



BEGIN INTERVIEW



INT:  We begin the show, as you know, with this, Columbian Exposition and sort of contrast it with the Depression of 1893.  If you could in sort of, in laymen's terms, characterize the Depression, sort of what brought it about, what were it's results?



LAFEBER:  Okay.  Okay.



INT:  You know we--we sort of bring in a little bit of the Pullman Strike.  We talked to some to degree--Ah, we (Inaudible) about it.  Also the immigration.



LAFEBER:  You've used the Pullman Strike?



INT:  Ah, well we just referred to it in a sentence.



LAFEBER:  Okay.



INT:  And maybe you know in passing.



LAFEBER:  Okay, ah, the 18--



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  The 1890's Depression was, by all odds, the worst depression in America History down to this time.  In fact, I think with the 1930's Depression, it was probably one of the two worst in American history.  The situation in Chicago was so bad that the President, Grover Cleveland thought that he would--ah, had to send troops into the city in order to maintain order.  Ah, there were riots up and down California.  There were riots in Brooklyn.  Ah, Federal troops ordered into New York to protect the Federal ah, Treasury deposits.  Ah, people who were homeless sleeping around City Hall in ah, New York, inside the building and outside the building and labor leaders were warning that ah, there was going to be a massive uprising in New York perhaps.



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  The 1890's Depression was the worst ah, economic crisis in the United States till that time. And I think along with the 1930's Depression was probably one of the two worst economic crises in American history.  Ah, there were--there were con--concerns on the part of the President of the United States that the situation in Chicago, for example, was so bad and so unstable, ah, the threat of rioting so dangerous, that he ordered federal troops into the city to make sure that order was maintained.  There were riots up and down California.  Ah, there were people sleeping outside and inside the City Hall's in New York City.  There were federal troops ordered into New York City to protect the federal ah, treasury deposits.  At one point, in 1894, '95, ah, the United States Treasury was nearly bankrupt.  The United States Government couldn't pay it's debts until the Great New York banker, J.P. Morgan floated a loan from Great Britain and saved the United States credit rating.  There was in the Midwest what a Secretary of State, Walter Quintin Greshan called in 1894, symptoms of revolution.  And what Greshman meant was that there were so many unemployed, ah, the economic situation was so dangerous that people were getting desperate and one of the ways that this desperation was shown was the march of Coxey's Army.  Jacob Coxey was a Ohio industrialist, who was like many people in Ohio, on hard times in 1894 and organized a march on Washington which started out with a few dozen and then became a few hundred and then became a--a few thousand marching on Washington.  And--and it terrorized Washington.  No one knew what Coxey's Army would do when they arrived in Washington in 1894.  Ah, in the end they were dispersed and Coxey was arrested until the danger passed but as Gresham said ah, this was a symptom of revolution and there was a real concern in--in the United States and especially at the top levels of the U.S. Government, in 1894 and '95 that the United States was on the edge of--of a real revolutionary activity.  



INT:  Now how did this ah, (Clears Throat) engender this need for expansion.   How did that--how did the need for--how did people look out (Inaudible).



LAFEBER:  Ah, one of the great ironies in the Depression of the 1890's was that it was caused by a tremendous success in the America economy. Between the Civil War in the 1860's and the War of 1898, the United States became the number one economic power in the world, especially in the production of iron and steel which was the fundamental product in this new industrial revolution that was going on in the Western world.  Americans were producing mammoth am--amounts of farm products and industrial goods and so they were depressing prices.  And the analysis that came out of this was that the way to get out of this Depression was to export the--these surpluses.  What you needed was--were foreign markets.  Ah, you had to open up particularly the unexploited foreign markets, like China.  China became almost an obsession with some Americans in the 1890's because there were 400 million Chinese.  They needed all kinds of industrial goods, ah, they needed American farm goods the analysis went.  And consequently China was essentially going to bale us out of the Depression in the 1890's.  Latin America was also another potential market and there was a great deal of activity.  Ah, American diplomacy and American exporters in Latin America.  So the analysis was that--that ah, we would be able to end this long 25-year depression ah, that was worsening in the 1890's by exporting the surpluses of the American farms and American industries and once this was done people would be put back to work.  Ah, there would be more money in circulation and we'd finally get out of this 25 years of terror. 



INT:  Can you describe that competition in the foreign market--(Inaudible) in a way ending the depression ah, by you know competing for China competing for Latin America what forces (Inaudible).  



LAFEBER:  I'm not sure I follow you Dan?  Exactly what do you want here?



INT:  Well I want--I want you to describe sort of the imperialists race.  



LAFEBER:  Oh okay.  You mean the--of the--of several imperial powers.



INT:  Exactly.



LAFEBER:  Yeah okay.  



(OFF-MIKE) 




LAFEBER:  The United States appeared on the global scene in the late 1890's as--as a great imperial power.  At--at the same time that there was an imperial race taking off in the world.  Ah, the great powers--that is to say Great Britain, France, Russia, Germany and a new Japan that was just emerging as a world power at this time  were all ah, engaged in--in colonial enterprises.  Ah, the Europeans were especially involved in Africa.  Ah, there was some European activity in Latin America, especially in Central America and the Caribbean, ah, where U.S. officials had always thought that American, U.S. interests should be the dominating interest.  But in the 1890's it really focused on China.  Ah in 1896, 1897, '98, ah, China had just lost a war to Japan and--and China was essentially open.  Ah, people were stunned that China what so weak.  And so in 1897, Germany moved in and began taking very strategic parts of China.  The British then moved in and began taking spheres of interest in interior China.  The Russians moved down from the North and began moving into Manchuria and the Japanese who had defeated China in the first place, the Japanese in 1897, '98 began to start looking at Korea and ah, some other parts of--of China.  Ah, the United States got in the middle of this.  Ah, the United States had long looked at China, since the 1780's.  Since the time we were independent, we became independent had looked at China as a great potential market and now what was happening.  Ah, just as McKinley become president in 1897, was that China was being partitioned by these great imperial powers and the United States suddenly faced the--the--the dilemma that the United States was going to lose this great China market as it was being carved up, much like Africa had already been carved up ah, by the European powers.  Is that what you want?



INT:  Yeah.  Ah, now was the Philippines at this time, seen as a direct spring board for China to transact business?



LAFEBER:  U.S. official--



INT:  Go ahead.  



LAFEBER:  Okay.  Ah, U.S. officials, by the middle of the 1890's had defined the China markets as one of the most important of U.S. diplomatic objectives, not only for American goods I might say, but for American missionaries.  Ah, American missionaries were moving out by the hundreds and many of them were going into China.  So, both American producers and American missionaries wanted China open.  The question was how do you protect U.S. interests?  How do you protect U.S. missionaries, when there is this colonial struggle going on with the great European powers and Japan involved in China.  And the answer to this was ah, from people like the great naval strategist, Alfred Thayer Mahan, and by other people who were advising President McKinley.  Ah, the answer was that the United States had to have a strategic naval base in the Western Pacific from which we could deploy troops to protect U.S. interests and U.S. missionaries in China.  The first step in this was to take Hawaii.  This is the time when the United States annexes Hawaii and McKinley tried to do it in 1897.  He failed.  He then did it in 1898.  The next step was to take the Philippines.  And the question there was whether or not the United States could simply have a naval base in Manila or whether we'd have to take all the Philippines in order to protect ah, Manila and in the end ah, McKinley decided that we would have to annex all of the Philippines in order to have access, and the use of the naval base at Manila.  Once he had Manila, he could then project U.S. force directly on the mainland of Asia.  I don't know how much you want me to go into the Philippine business.



INT:  That was enough.



(OFF-MIKE) 



INT:  Okay this Alfred Thayer Mahan, you mentioned--



LAFEBER:  Yeah.



INT: Ah, to me it's always ah, (Clears Throat) read to much on the (Inaudible).  But it's always seemed that--somehow Alfred Thayer Mahan is sometimes--this notion created by historic (Inaudible) just because in modern times it seems like someone who wrote a naval history book would have no--


LAFEBER:  Yeah.



INT:... influence whatsoever.  (Clears Throat).  Can you describe who he was and characterize it and say why (Inaudible), sort of had this--such leverage.



LAFEBER:  Okay.



INT:  (Inaudible).



LAFEBER:  Alfred Thayer Mahan was a kind of dower, crusty, ah, naval officer who probably wouldn't have been a very nice man to know personally actually. But he'd had a revelation when he was in his middle 40's and the revelation was that as he looked back through history he decided that whoever controlled the great ah, shipping lanes, the--the naval passageways in history essentially controlled the history.  From ancient times on through the development of the British fleet in the 19th Century, whoever controlled the oceans controlled empire was the way Mahan argued this.  And in 1890 he published a book which essentially made this argument.  Ah, the book was brilliant, not only in the use of history to show how important the Navy was ah, but also because Mahan argued in this book that ah, the Navy was there to essentially protect production and exports and trade.  And that the United States was now at the point in it's history where it had tremendous surpluses to ship abroad.  So what Mahan argued was, do you want to get out of the Depression? The way you get out of the Depression is to export the surpluses to China or to Latin America but you need a Navy because that's the only way you could protect those shipping lanes.  That's the only way you could protect your merchant fleet is with a great navy.  Ah, this was a message that ah, was very congenial to a number of U.S. officials.  And one of the people that--that immediately picked this up was Theodore Roosevelt ah, who was just then ascending in this career but who knew Mahan early on and who bought into the whole Mahanian analysis of what was going on.  And Mahan had a lot of friends in high places.  So that by the time the War of 1898 occurred, he was one of the top advisors to President McKinley.  He was on the top naval strategy board.  He was writing articles in--in periodicals that were widely read in the United States urging the annexation of Hawaii and the building of Isthmian Canal.  Ah, in all of these things, Mahan had tremendous influence on the making of American foreign policy.  



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  1896?



LAFEBER:  Ah, McKinley had been a Civil War hero and then he had gone into Ohio politics in the 1870's and ah, when he emerged in the 1890's, ah, he had gotten safe and sound out of the jungle of Ohio politics which had devoured a lot of people, the McKinley that had emerged as the Governor of Ohio in--in the 1890's.  He was a national figure by that time.  And he was a national figure because he had done something quite unusual.  He had mastered the tariff.  Ah, the tariff in the late 19th Century was like tax law in the 20th Century.  It was one of these arcane, incredibly complicated things that nobody paid much attention to but everybody was interested in.  Ah, because it affected them.  And McKinley had mastered the tariff, ah, so that by the late 1880's when tariff legislation came before the house, McKinley was the key source of information.  And he was looked at as a leader of Congress. Ah, in 1890, there was a tariff passed called the McKinley Tariff.  That's one of the most interesting tariffs in American history because it is at the point in American history where we turn from being a protectionist high tariff nation to being a nation that begins to construct our tariff policy so that we can trade more overseas.  And McKinley understood the need to trade more overseas, and he did this with a series of clauses in this 1890 tariff that essentially set up what we call the reciprocity clauses of tariffs throughout the 20th Century.  He was--gerrymandered it out of this district in Ohio ah, in 1890 and then he again emerged in 1892 as Governor of Ohio.  And one of the most remarkable things about McKinley was that as Governor, Ohio had it's riots and it's strikes and during one particular strike McKinley ordered out the Ohio National Guard, to put down this strike and he did it in such a way so that he never lost the support of labor in Ohio.  It was really quite miraculous the way the man did this.  He was re-elected in 1894 and then he ran for the Presidency in 1896 and he came from an extremely strong Ohio base, which somehow ah, this man had been able to--to bring along the new capitalist, the new industrialists in Ohio and elsewhere in the United States but also maintain his ties with labor.  He won the Republican nomination in 1896 and then he had to run against ah the Boy Orator of the Platte, William Jennings Bryan of Nebraska.  Bryan was a populist, a Democrat, a person who was running on a quite radical platform for American politics.  Ah, the person who ran McKinley's campaign was a very close friend of his from Ohio, a very wealthy industrialist named Mark Hannah.  Now Hannah ran ah, I think the first modern American political campaign and by that I mean that what Hannah did was to organize the 1896 Presidential campaign from the top down.  Ah, until that time, ah, Presidential candidates had depended upon local bosses.  Ah, the boss Platte in New York or the machines in Chicago or in Kansas City or in New Jersey.  But what Hannah did was essentially raise three and a half million dollars which was a sum unheard of until that time and then use that money to set up a nationwide organization.  What Hannah essentially became was the boss of the bosses and he and McKinley ran this picture perfect campaign in which they used this money to set up organizations throughout the country and to influence the media.  They issued millions of pamphlets. They sent speakers around to small towns in the Midwest to get the McKinley message across.  There was a perfect campaign and it was a campaign in which in terms of media control, the use of money and the use of these local grassroots, political machines, essentially anticipated the kind of campaigns we were going to have in the 20th Century.  Ah, Hannah and McKinley defeated Bryan ah in 1896 and ah, and in fact, Hannah ah, was extremely pleased that ah, that McKinley had even made inroads on some of Bryan's ah, strengths in the Midwest, ah where Bryan was from.  So McKinley won a smashing victory.  One of the--one of the--I'm not sure you want to use this.  Ah, there isn't--there--there came into being what was called the System of '96, ah which essentially was the political system that governed the United States down until the New Deal of the 1930's.  What Hannah and McKinley had done is essentially put a grip on the Northeast and the Midwest and had made it Republican.   The South, where the African-Americans had been disenfranchised, was democratic.  But the population growth was in the Northeast and the Midwest and what McKinley and Hannah put together this coalition and the way they ran that campaign in 1896, essentially set up the American political party system's structure for the next 40 years.  



INT:  Ah, can you talk a little bit about the Cuban policy.

  

LAFEBER: Yeah.



INT: ... ah, (Inaudible) Cuba policy.



LAFEBER:  McKinley's?



INT:  First McKinley.



LAFEBER:  Yeah.



(OFF-MIKE)

 

INT:  And if you can you may want to go a little further and trace right after his (Inaudible), McKinley's operation.  Why he was silent about Cuba publicly--why he waited long, you know a while to publicly (Inaudible).



LAFEBER:  You want me to start with Cleveland or McKinley?



INT:  No start with Cleveland.



LAFEBER:  Okay.  Ah, McKinley’s predecessor in office, Grover Cleveland ah, had pretty much reached the end of his patience with the Cubans by 1896.  As he was ready to leave office ah, he actually wrote a draft of his ah, State of the Union message in 1896, that had a line in it that American patience was not unlimited and that the United States might imply that the United States might well intervene.  It was a very tough line.  He took that out of his speech but it was clear that his mind was running in the direction of American intervention, in order to end the revolution.  Ah, when McKinley came in he was actually more moderate than Cleveland.  Ah, he did not want war, ah he hoped that somehow the Spanish could--could settle the situation with enough autonomy given to the Cubans that the United States would not intervene.  McKinley kept saying that the last thing that the United States wanted was any kind of forcible annexation.  He did not want to annex this multi racial, revolutionary society in Cuba.  And throughout 1897, he stood back and hoped that the Spanish Government, especially the new liberal Spanish government that came into power in late 1897, the Sagasta government would be able to work something out so he would not have to move.  Ah, I think that by--the end of 1897, ah, McKinley was changing rather rapidly and was moving towards the conclusion that he was going to have to intervene ah, probably some time in 1898.  Ah, but it's clear from McKinley's actions in 1897, that he came to this very reluctantly.  The great problem with McKinley was that McKinley did not want war.  As he recalled his own Civil War experiences and he said he did not want to see the bodies piled up anymore.  On the other hand he wanted things that only war could give him.  He wanted a peaceful Cuba.  He wanted U.S. control of the Caribbean.  He wanted a Naval Base in the Spanish colony of the Philippines.  Ah, so consequently by late 1897, or early 1898, McKinley was changing and was moving towards war.  



(OFF-MIKE) 



INT:  Okay someone in your office that you referred to ah, in 1898 you hear about sort of this intellectual foundation for war, sort of just like--hit--Hitlerian you know notion of like why war is good for a country, and why--why certain elements will help it progress you know, in some sort of-- in term--in terms of civilization (Inaudible Portion).  Ah--



LAFEBER:  I don't think McKinley bought into any of that, but there were people around him that did.



INT:  Yeah, can you talk about that just a little bit.  Ah, even bring it up to the war, just-- you know this whole--you know places like Cornell.



LAFEBER:  Oh that--



INT:  Yeah.



LAFEBER:  You want that.



INT:  Yeah.  Talk about that a little bit and sort of lead into that.



LAFEBER:  Okay.  Okay.  Roosevelt is the best person to use here.  You--



INT:  Yeah.



LAFEBER:  Have you had people talk about Roosevelt?  You must have.



INT:  Ah, yeah.



LAFEBER:  Okay.



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER: You want me to anyway.



INT:  Go.



LAFEBER:  Ah, there were interesting changes occurring in America society by 1898.  There was a new generation, a generation that barely remembered the Civil War but knew that their ancestors had fought bravely in the war.  And people like Theodore Roosevelt and Mahan, Henry Cabot Lodge, their very close friend, who was a senator from Massachusetts--these people believed that this new generation had to prove itself, that they had to prove that they were as good as their forefathers who had--who had fought and won the Civil War for the North.  Ah, consequently they began to argue in 1898, that Americans had to prove themselves as one of the great powers by going out and--and fighting.  And Mahan especially believed this.  So did Theodore Roosevelt ah that there is nothing as great as war.  Ah, not even, not even ah making peace was as great as war as far as Mahan was concerned because not only could it advance the national interest, it could prove the national character.  It could prove that Americans were worthy of essentially carrying the burden of--of white civilization that the British had been carrying throughout the 19th Century.  Ah, there was a feeling in the early part of 1898 that ah, because of the Depression, because of American economic success, Americans were becoming too materialistic.  They loved money too much.  Ah, they talked about getting out of the Depression and making money too much.  Ah, Roosevelt and Mahan again, especially feared that Americans were becoming too money grubbing and that a good war would essentially bring out some of the more admirable characteristics as they saw them in--in American society.  Sacrifice, all for one.  One for all, ah, allegiance to the national interests, getting out of the localisms, getting out of the selfishness that--that money grubbing involved.  And so you find Roosevelt for example, in the early part of 1898, condemning American business men ah, who oppose war and who say that these people are clearly not really American.  Ah, they are people who really aren't worthy of their forefathers who had fought in the American Revolution, who had fought in the Civil War.  Ah, McKinley incidentally did not buy into much of this.  Ah, he had seen the Civil War.  He had fought in the Civil War, ah, he talked very differently than Roosevelt did.  He talked more in terms of strategic interests, in terms of keeping casualties at a minimum.  Ah, he didn't talk in terms of war creating national character.  He talked in terms of war creating national opportunities and he wanted to get that war over with as fast as possible so he could realize ah, the strategic and economic opportunities in Latin America and Asia.



END TAPE 046



START TAPE 047



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  Ah, the rise of the modern U.S. Navy is one of the most dramatic stories of the 1890's.  Ah, when the 1890's began, early in the 1890's the United States had a crisis with Chile.  And the president at that time, Benjamin Harrison was going to get tough with Chile and then he suddenly discovered that Chile had a larger Navy than the United States.  Ah, so he reconsidered that.  But over the next six or seven years, the American Navy ah, grew so fast ah, that it became one of the four or five great fleets in the world.  And--and the United States did this in a very brief period of time.  Ah, they were perfectly positioned to do it, ah, in part because by the 1890's, the United States was producing more iron and steel than any other nation in the world.  The Carnegie Steelworks, the Bethlehem Steel works--these were great production facilities that could turn out ship steel, ah, in great quantities, very cheaply.  And during the Depression a lot of members of Congress ah, were very interested in appropriating money so that they would--the people back at home working in the shipyards and in the steel mills.  Ah, even in Iowa which is not exactly an ocean going state ah, was turning out torpedo boats.  So that everybody was getting a part of the naval appropriations in the 1890's and the United States had the--had the facilities to turn these--these great ships out, so that when the United States went to war in 1898, ah, McKinley could order four of the best battleships in the world ah, into--into battle and these have been created just since 1890.  And there were three or four more ah, on their way, so that by 1900, the Great White Fleet, as it was called, ah, was really the basis of the American Navy ah, in the 20th Century.  Now the analysis ran that the United States had to have this Navy, ah in order to protect it's overseas trading routes and in order to protect it's interests.  As these interests, whether it was missionary, whether it was economic, whether it was strategic, as these interests multiplied in the Pacific and the Caribbean and the Atlantic especially.  The analysis ran that that United States had to have ah, coaling stations, naval bases for a fleet that essentially ran on coal and ran on steam.  Ah, so for example, ah the United States wanted the Pearl Harbor Naval Base in Hawaii.  So we wanted ah, naval bases in the Caribbean and further south in Latin America.  Ah, I think one of the--of the great drives in American foreign policy from the middle '90s on to World War I, ah, is this quest for naval bases in Hawaii, in the Philippines, in Samoa where the United States moves into these distant Pacific Islands in the 1880's and 1890's.  In the Caribbean--this was essentially an empire ah, being set up of American Naval bases so that this new U.S. Battleship Fleet could protect these interests which had suddenly multiplied, ah in the 1890's almost globally for Americans.



(OFF-MIKE)

 

INT:  ... in terms of influencing (Inaudible).



LAFEBER:  Okay.  (Clears Throat).



(OFF-MIKE) 



INT:  And--



LAFEBER:  Ah, Senator Redfield Proctor was a Senator from Vermont.  He was one of these people who was reticent, ah, was not well known but he was a power behind the scenes of the United States Senate.  He was very close to McKinley.  Ah, he was one of the Senators who traveled into Cuba in the early part of 1898, to see first hand what was going on and when he came back ah, because it was known that he was close to McKinley ah, reporters ah, began following Proctor around asking him what his conclusions were from his trip to Cuba.  And he refused to say anything.  Ah, he was very careful in--in thinking about what he had seen, drawing conclusions from it.  And he talked to McKinley before he talked publicly.  Ah, he--he played this very well.  By the time he was ready to speak on March 17th, 1898, there was tremendous interest in what he'd have to say.  Ah, no one knew what he was going to say but everybody knew that he had been talking to the President.  So they thought that that his speech would reflect McKinley's wishes.  Ah, Proctor gave a speech which had absolutely no drama in it as far as his voice was concerned.  It was like he--he was reading ah, ah phone directory.  Someone said that it was like Proctor had raised his right hand and had sort of sworn to what he had seen down there.  But there was no drama in his voice and yet the speech made a tremendous impact because what he said, ah, very directly and in quite an unadorned way ah, was what he had seen down there.  And what he said he had seen were atrocities ah that he had seen terrible mistreatment by Spanish troops of Cuban civilians.  He had seen brutalities that the Spanish had committed against Cuba and he said this in a very dry direct ah, voice.  It made a tremendous impact.  I mean this was a conservative Vermont ah, Senator who had made his money mining Vermont marble, ah, a person who never over-dramatized anything.  And that he was telling these terrible stories.  Ah, it created enormous headlines in the middle of March of 1898 and one of the things that it did was to convince ah, some--some of Proctor's fellow ah, business men that things were much worse in Cuba than they had thought.  And the American business community leaders now began to turn ah, more and more towards war because of Proctor’s speech.  Ah, it frightened a lot of the people who did not want to go to war.  Ah, the Speaker of the House, Tom Rait, ah, noted that Proctor ah, made his money from mining marble and he said that what Proctor's speech would do--it would make a lot of money for him because there would be many gravestones come out of Proctor's speech.  And I think that was the effect that it had, that after Proctor spoke ah, this person, this conservative Vermont senator ah could--could say things like this, then war was the only way really to resolve ah, this problem.  



INT:  Ah, once again, we--we were talking about sort of war and peace--once war is declared in the House for 125,000 (Inaudible).  Can you sort of characterize the--the nature of (Inaudible) around the state.



LAFEBER:  Oh yeah, I forget about that (Clears Throat).



INT:  You know some million people responded.  Ah, just describe exactly what was going on.



LAFEBER:  Okay.



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  Ah, war fever broke out in the United States in March and April of 1898.  As Americans began to see that the president was moving towards war, ah, they began to support him wholeheartedly.  Ah, it went far beyond the yellow press and the people who had been for war in the previous three years.  There was kind of a mass uprising for war.  Ah, the entire male body of Lafayette College in Pennsylvania volunteered in mass ah, to fight the Spanish in Cuba.  Ah, the faculty met at Cornell University and decided that anybody who fought in the war would essentially receive credit for it, that they would not be ah, penalized for going off to war, instead of staying back and--and taking their courses.  Ah, hundreds of thousand of--of ah, of men ah, now showed up for enlistment.  And people like Theodore Roosevelt of course and many others, not just Roosevelt.  He was simply the most famous, began to organize their own--their own regiments, ah so that they could fight ah, in the war under--under conditions of their choosing. Ah, the--the--the reaction to McKinley's ah, war message ah, was really quite overwhelming.  In fact it was so overwhelming that the United States War Department simply couldn't handle it.  And this was one of the worst managed wars in America history.  There was tremendous corruption.  Ah, there were all kinds of problems such as issuing ah, uniforms that were designed for northern climates ah, put on soldiers who were going to fight in Cuba and the Philippines.   And one of the reasons why this was such a mismanaged war and why it was such a corrupt war was because the War Department was simply swamped by the number of people who suddenly showed up to fight in the war.  



INT:  Okay.



LAFEBER:  (Clears Throat).



INT:  Sorry (Inaudible) just go back.  I got a few more little things.  Ah, how (Inaudible) perceived as having here (Inaudible), ah you know and these decisions are (Inaudible).  Does (Inaudible) do you agree with that and also (Inaudible) the war in ah, you know early 1897, that he--he was you know hanged in effigy.  That his--(Inaudible) sort of opinion of him (Inaudible).  We need to talk about that (Clears Throat), what he was going through.  Ah--



LAFEBER:  Okay.  Do you--do you want to get into the conditions that he set to go to work?



INT:  Ah, well more so what the public thought of him versus what his actual--you know what the public saw as his sort of struggle versus what exactly the struggle was.  Ah, ah, I now you now he was sort of protected by the fact that the economy was (Inaudible).




LAFEBER:  Yeah.  (Clears Throat).  Okay.  (Clears Throat).  



(OFF-MIKE)  



LAFEBER:  Since the Cuban Revolution had broken out in 1895, Americans--many Americans ah, had been ready to go to war.  There had been a tremendous antiwar feeling going up in the United States ah, by the time McKinley became President in 1897.  McKinley himself was very reluctant to get into the war.   Ah, he stalled through much of 1897, hoping that the Spanish can solve these problems.  When he made the decision, I think in his own mind in late 1897, early 1898, that war was inevitable.  He went to war but he went at his own pace and he went for his own reasons and he did not let American public opinion which was growing increasingly warlike.  He did not let this opinion, essentially determine the pace or the reasons of his going to war.  Ah, if--if he had paid attention to American public opinion, he would have gone into war in 1897, but he knew several things. One thing that he knew was--that United States Army was not ready for war in the early part of 1898.  He passed a 50 million dollar ah, ah, bill to prepare the United States military ah, to fight this war and he was not ready to go to war until the United States military he thought was ready to fight the war.  Another thing that he cared very much about and he watched very closely (Clears Throat), was the condition of the U.S. fleet in the Pacific.  But the fleet was in Hong Kong.  It was not well provisioned and one of the things (Clears Throat), excuse me let's start again.  The fleet was in Hong Kong.  It was not well provisioned and supplied and one of the things that McKinley insisted on in the early part of 1898, was that we not go to war until ah, ships leaving from Hawaii would supply the U.S. Pacific Fleet in Hong Kong with ammunition and supplies.  He was extremely concerned ah, in the early part of 1898 that the business community in the United States was not ready to go to war and the business community was badly split about the whole war situation.  By March and April, after Senator Proctor's speech, after it became apparent that--that war was on the horizon, after it became apparent that the United States would be able to pay for this war without sinking back into an economic recession, the business community came around.  So McKinley now had his ducks in a row. (Clears Throat).  He had the military better prepared.  He had the Pacific fleet ready to go.  He had a united business community behind him and once he had those things coming together, in April of 1898, he was ready to go to war.  He was not ready to go before that time and all the yellow press journalism in the world was unsuccessful in pushing him into war before the President was ready to go to war. 



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  Ah, McKinley was brilliant in the way that he handled the media ah, in the late 1890's.  Until McKinley became president, ah, most of the occupants of the White House did not like to deal with reporters.  Ah, President Cleveland who was McKinley immediate predecessor in the White House disliked reporters so much that--that he simply refused to--to give news out to them.  And one reporter said that trying to get news out of Cleveland Administration made him feel like a bandit robbing a train.  McKinley changed all that.  And--and the change is startling and it's radical.  Ah, McKinley immediately made himself available to reporters.  Really the first President in a long time--and who had done this.  He even gave them an office on the second floor of the White House.  Ah, McKinley was the first president to realize the importance of spin as we now call it the twentieth Century on the news that comes out of the White House.  He was the first who gave daily press hand outs at noon and four o'clock every day.  He made himself available not only in a regular way but when he'd walk back and forth from his office, reporters were afraid to sort of intercept him in the hall of the White House and to talk to the President and the President then got his message across.  Lo and behold ah, the reporters in the White House discovered that it was much easier to write stories based on White House handouts than it was to sort of scrounge around Washington and get the news themselves.  And pretty soon you find in Washington newspapers these stories being written essentially from the White House point of view.  And McKinley was the first President who realized how do to that.  He asked his Secretary of State John Hay to hold press conferences with--informal press conferences.  Hay was the first Secretary of State who did this.  McKinley was brilliant in the way he manipulated the media.  And in the way that he could control information out of the White House.  He was the first President who understood how you use these new communications, especially the telephone as well as the telegraph which had been around about 50 years by this time.  During the war itself there were 25 telephone lines ah coming into the White House.  There were three telegraph lines and McKinley exploited them all.  He could--he could use the telephone essentially to--to control military operations on an hour by hour basis.  He also used them in another way.  He discovered that by essentially controlling the telephone and telegraph lines, for example coming out of Cuba or out of the Philippines especially, he could control the flow of information.  And so when things got bad in the Philippines, when Americans were losing their lives in the Philippines in 1899, 1900, in the Philippine revolution, ah, McKinley used his control of communications to censor news that Americans read in their newspaper.  He did this so subtly, really so brilliantly that he was never blamed for it.  The generals--the American generals of the Philippines received the blame and McKinley escaped scot-free out of all this.  Ah, he was a person who was--was really quite intelligent and very able in--in using this new media and manipulating it and getting political, military advantage out of it.  



(OFF-MIKE) 



INT:  Okay ah, I think the most important part of what you said about American generals.



LAFEBER:  Okay.



INT:  (Inaudible).



LAFEBER:  And that was before the effort--



INT:  Yeah, and ah, why was he interested in censoring this news?  Ah, I know--we're--we're talking (Inaudible).  You want to talk--


(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  Have you had people--have you had people talk about the anti-Imperialists?



INT:  Ah yeah, but we're going to get (Inaudible) Cuba.



LAFEBER:  I--I--okay.



INT:  And you need to get into (Inaudible).



LAFEBER:  We can talk a little bit about it, if you want to.  Use what you want to use.



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  Okay.  By 1899, as the United States was committed to the Philippines to occupy the Philippines and the Philippines had begun to ah, find the Philippine--and ah, revolutionaries had begun to fight American soldiers.  Ah, McKinley became very concerned about the casualty rates that were coming out of the Philippines.   Ah, he was concerned be--because he was going to run for office the next year.  And ah, the--the Philippine situation was deteriorating so fast that it could really hurt him in the election.  He was also concerned because an anti-imperialist movement had begun in the United States, in the middle of 1898.  Ah, by the early part of 1898, it was a formidable movement in the United States.  A number of leading politicians particularly in the Northeast ah, were at the head of the anti-imperialist League and it was financed by none other than Andrew Carnegie who had very deep pockets and so as a result by the middle of 1899, the Philippines was--was a key issue in American political debates ah, as the campaign of 1900 approached.  One way McKinley handled this was to try to assure that Americans would not hear much bad news from the Philippines.  Ah, there were several thousand Americans who were killed in this Philippine revolt in 1899, 1900.  Ah, as the bodies began to come home though the news was not very widespread.  In part because McKinley censored the news that was coming in from the Philippines.  Ah, the newspapers were having trouble getting--what exact casualty figures--and under what conditions these casualties had been incurred.  And as a consequence by the 1900's McKinley goes into this campaign, American's don't know as much about what's going on in the Philippines, as they should have known, ah because of McKinley's ability to control the media, because of his ability to censor this news, and because of his political ability to blame the censorship on the generals in the Philippines.  American reporters in the Philippines blamed the generals not the President for this censorship, and their inability to get a lot of this news out.  So by the early part of 1900, McKinley was in much better shape politically than he should have been given the number of casualties and the amount of atrocities ah, that were going on in the Philippine revolution.



INT:  Can you describe (Inaudible).



LAFEBER:  Okay.  (Clears Throat).



INT:  Ah, how in some ways you know--(Inaudible Portion).  Why was it such a mass landslide?



LAFEBER:  Okay.  



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  Ah 1900--the 1900 election was a replay of the 1896 election in--in one way and that was it was McKinley versus Bryan again.  But the issues were very different, at least to start with.  Ah, when Bryan received the Democratic nomination in the early summer of 1890 of--of 19--let's start again.   



INT:  (Inaudible).



LAFEBER:  When Bryan received the nomination in the early ah, part of the summer of 1900 he immediate made imperialism the central issue.  Ah, and his popularity ah, grew tremendously.  Ah, he got a lot of help from people like Andrew Carnegie who was anti-imperialist, who disagreed with Bryan about everything else, money, trusts, but he agreed with Bryan that the United States should not be in the Philippines.  He agreed with Bryan that the United States had to handle Cuba very carefully and not annex Cuba.  Ah, Bryan used this through the summer of 1900, to pick up an  enormous amount of support.  And McKinley by August of 1900 was quite pessimistic about his chances.  He was telling intimates that he was not sure he was going to win a second term.  Ah, and then several things happened and they happened very suddenly and dramatically.  Ah, one thing that happened was that the news from Philippines began to get better, that it looked as though the corner had turned in the war.  And that the United States was going to be able to put down the revolution and pacify the Philippines.  Another thing that happened was that there was a crisis in China in which a number of Americans were being besieged in the Chinese capital city of Peking.  Ah Bryan attacked McKinley for not protecting these American missionaries and--and America business people in China.  But in the middle of August of 1900, ah, the European and American Army suddenly broke through the siege and rescued these people in Peking.  There were dramatic stories in American newspapers about how these Americans or most of them at least had survived.  And McKinley received a great deal of credit for committing U.S. troops to the mainland of China and saving these American lives.  In September of 1900, as the campaign was really picking up speed, Bryan suddenly decided that imperialism simply would not wash as an issue that it would not be sufficient to get the votes that he needed after this news was coming in from the Philippines and from China.  As a consequence, he made the decision in September of 1900, that he would return to the issues of 1896, money and trust.  Well it was very different in 1900 than in 1896, Americans were prosperous, the economy was booming, ah nobody was interested in the trust issue anymore and nobody was interested in the money issue anymore.  Those issues had been resolved.  Ah, one Republican said that Bryan had rather be wrong than president because of the way he was going back to these--to these ah, issues of 1896.  And from September into October you could just see this campaign swing.  Ah, again Mark Hannah, ah McKinley's campaign manager raised several million dollars ah, to--to organize a top down campaign that was incredibly efficient, every well organized, getting the McKinley message out, making sure the Republican voters would turn out on election day.  Ah, Hannah was so confident that he put an enormous amount of money into Bryan's home state of Nebraska, just to humiliate Bryan.  And in the end McKinley carried Nebraska which--which pleased Hannah a great deal.  Hannah's operation was so efficient that he stunned Standard Oil officials by returning $50,000 that they had given him for the campaign.  He sent it back to them saying he didn't need it.  Ah, by October, early November then just before the election it was clear that McKinley was going to win this campaign.  Bryan had made a series of mistakes, Hannah and McKinley had capitalized on these and as a result McKinley won a much larger victory, almost a landslide victory, much larger victory than he had in 1896.  



(OFF-MIKE) 



INT:  Okay do you know the story of McKinley's assassination?  (Inaudible Portion).



LAFEBER:  Ah, I know--I know something about it.  I'm sure you can fill in with other people.



INT:  Yes.  Okay.



LAFEBER:  You know about the Buffalo Exposition that he went to?



INT:  Ah, we--we know of it.



LAFEBER:  Okay.



INT:  (Inaudible) describe it.



LAFEBER:  Okay.  Okay.



INT:  All right.



LAFEBER:  (Clears Throat).  



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  Ah, when McKinley went to Buffalo for the--for the exposition of September of 1901, he was greeted by an enormous fireworks display, ah--and--and the sky was lit up the message ah, welcome McKinley, the Chief of our Nation and our Empire.  Ah, which pretty well summarized what McKinley had accomplished since 1897.  He had put America back together and he had created a--a new empire for--for Americans.  Ah he gave a speech at Buffalo that was remarkable.  It was a speech that for example President Dwight Eisenhower referred to in the 1950's over and over again because it was a speech in which McKinley said that the time of American isolationism is past.  That Americans produce too much.  That we have too many interests in the world to be isolationist anymore, that we had to become an internationalist nation and we had to look abroad.  We had to think as a global power.  This was the first President who had ever talked this way.  



(OFF-MIKE) 



END TAPE 047



START TAPE 048



LAFEBER:  In his speech at Buffalo, President McKinley said that the era of American isolationism was over, that Americans were now a global power and that Americans had to think globally and they had to think internationally.  He was the first President who had ever said this, who had essentially told Americans they now had global responsibilities and that they had as--as he said in another speech that year they had to start learning foreign languages.  They had to think about scientific industrialism because they were now competing in a world market.  This was--this was a thing that McKinley was coming back to over and over again in 1900 and 19-1.  Ah, the next day ah, after he gave the speech he was welcoming visitors ah, to Buffalo.  He had been warned by his--his secret service detail and particularly by his private secretary, George Corteylou, that there was the danger of assassination.  Ah, anarchists had assassinated several ah, figures ah, in Europe, particularly European royalty and there had been threats made on McKinley’s life.  Ah, there was a great danger that--there was a great fear that there was a danger of an anarchist trying to assassinate the President.  McKinley ah, would not listen to this, to these--to these ah, warnings and he insisted upon ah, meeting people one by one as they came through the hall at the Buffalo exposition.  Ah, his protective detail and ah as I recall Corteylou were standing very close to him, ah when Czolgosz came through and ah, and shot the President.  Ah, there was nothing anybody could do.  Ah--ah once McKinley had decided that he was going to--to meet these people and that he was going to meet them with a really minimum amount of security, ah he lingered for seven or eight days ah, and then died.  That what you want?  



(OFF-MIKE)



LAFEBER: Anti-climactic.  (Laugh).  I couldn't figure out a better way to end it.  But you can end some other way.



(OFF-MIKE) 



INT:  Ah, okay we're--we're going to jump back once again.



LAFEBER:  Okay.



INT:  Ah this time set up--it's the end of the war .  Tell me about the Treaty of Paris.



LAFEBER: Okay.



INT:  You can set up the negotiations in Paris.



LAFEBER:  Okay.



INT:  Talk about example what was at stake.  Ah, and then maybe you know you just follow through in too much detail, depending on how you set it up and (Inaudible) what happened and what it meant to the actual treaty of Paris itself and the United States.  Not the debate.  Just--you know we'll get to that.



LAFEBER:  Okay.  (Clears Throat).



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  By late July or early August of 1898, ah, it was clear to Spain that they had lost the war.  Ah, they approached the British several other friends in Europe for help and particular the British who have key power here, would have nothing to do in--in interceding for the Spanish with the United States.  Ah, as a result the Spanish were left to deal with McKinley one on one.  As a consequence, on August 12th, 1898, the Spanish sued for peace.  And ah, at that point McKinley set in motion ah, the first--the process that would lead to the Treaty of Paris of 1898.  I think at this point McKinley was not sure in his own mind exactly what he would ask of the Spanish.  Ah, he was sure that he would ask them to give up Cuba.  He was sure in his own mind that the United States would not annex Cuba, that Cuba would remain sort of quasi-independent but under U.S. control.   The real question he had to deal with was what to do with the Philippines.  This other Spanish colony that the United States now--now controlled.  Ah, he thought about this very hard in August and September of 1898, and he decided that he needed the Port of Manila in the Philippines in order to have a naval base for this new United States battleship fleet in the Western Pacific.  The question was how much more of the Philippines should he take and he decided by September of 1898, that he had to have all of the Philippines because you could not defend Manila unless you had the rest of the Philippines as a kind of a--ah strategic buffer ah to protect that base.  He appointment a Peace Treaty Commission that was highly interesting.  It was a group of five men, three of whom were known as being ardent expansionists, as people who wanted all the Philippines.  There were two others though, one was a Democratic Senator named George Gray from Delaware who was anti-expansionist.  McKinley knew this, and then the person who was the chair of the commission was Rufus--William Rufus Day who was former Secretary of State and who was also anti-expansionist and McKinley knew that.  But McKinley knew two other things, ah--about Day and about Gray and that was that they could be cajoled.  They could be convinced to take the rest of the Philippines and he also knew that he was the person who could convince them.  Anything he told Day and Senator Gray would be ah, things that they would--they would accept and they would act on.  Ah, as a consequence ah, what McKinley did, rather brilliantly was to set up a peace commission which neutralized the people who opposed expansionism because two of their people are on the commission.  But he also had appointed a commission which he could manipulate and consequently when he made the decision in September and October that we had to annex all of Philippines and that we would pay the Spanish 20 million dollars in order to take the Philippines and assume the debts in the Philippines.  He then could tell the Peace Commission and all five of the Peace Commissioners would come over to his point of view.  He had set up a consensus rather brilliantly by appointing the Peace Commission the way he did and as a consequence when Gray and when former Secretary of State Day come back to the United States, they could say yes, we did oppose expansionism at one point but negotiating with Spanish, listening to the arguments we came around to the conclusion that we had to have the Philippines and so Manila, McKinley got what he wanted by pretending that his mind was open right to the end when actually he had pretty well made up his mind three--three months before the Treaty was finally signed in December of 1898.



INT:  Can you describe how McKinley--(Inaudible).



LAFEBER:  McKinley began ah analyzing the Philippines by assuming that he had to have the base of Manila, that he was going to keep this key strategic base because this would be the base from which the United States could move into Asian affairs and protect U.S. interests in Asia.  The question was how much more than Manila should we have in order to protect Manila.  He talked with a number of naval officers who were acquainted with Manila and he talked with some academics, ah, ah, people who had worked at what--and--for example in anthropology or in geography in the Philippine region.  He was very well informed on the Philippines.  Ah he at one point said that he couldn't have found those darned islands within two thousand miles on a map.  Ah, that was very misleading.  McKinley knew where the Philippines were.  He knew a lot about the Philippines. Ah, as he talked to the naval officers, as he talked to the academics, he came to the conclusion that Manila would be indefensible without controlling the island on which Manila was located, the island of Luzon, a very large island--a--an island that's as large as the state of New York.  But the more he looked at it, the more he talked with these people he also decided that Luzon could not be defended without taking the rest of the Philippines.  And so he'd move incrementally.  He'd move slowly and--and very carefully as he thought about this and decided that he was going to be responsible for the Philippines, all of the Philippines, only because this was the only way he could get what he really wanted and what he thought Americans really needed, which was the Port of Manila.  



INT:  Can you talk about his ah, tour campaign for--Republicans in in terms of (Clears Throat) how that affected his decision making.



LAFEBER:  In September of--of 1898, as McKinley was moving towards the decision to take all of the Philippines, a very explosive political decision, he decided that he would take a tour through the Midwest.  And that, as he told reporters back in Washington, he wanted to find out what people in the Midwest thought about this.  And he was going to listen to their opinions on the Philippines ah, and he went out and made an extremely successful tour through the Midwest particularly in Kansas and Nebraska, where he talked to thousands and thousands of people every day.  And of course he was campaigning for Republican Congressman in the 1898 election but what he really did in this--in this swing around the Midwest was rather interesting.  He said he wanted to listen to what these people had to say but what he did was he made speeches in which he would pose the problem something like this.  Ah, we have established American interests in the flag in the Philippines.  Should we take the flag down?  And of course the audience would roar back, no.  And the committee would say well I guess they're in favor of taking all of the Philippines or he would say ah, American trade needs overseas bases.  Ah, should we keep the Philippines as an overseas base?  And of course the audience would roar it's approval and McKinley would say well I guess they want the Philippines.  And he came back to Washington essentially having heard what he wanted to hear and he heard what he wanted to hear because of the way he had phrased the question.  As consequence you can say that those people that he had talked to out there were in favor of--of annexing the Philippines.



(OFF-MIKE)

 

INT:  Ah, and he had all these--(Inaudible) all these problems what it meant you know in terms of--(Clears Throat) well just talking about (Inaudible)  essentially saying just that, about the Treaty of Paris being (Inaudible) the United States.  First (Inaudible) and that I know Rudyard Kipling (Inaudible).



LAFEBER:  Yeah. Yeah.



INT:  Ah, talk about that (Inaudible) and from that maybe seguey into the debates in Paris.



LAFEBER:  Okay give me two minutes.  Okay. 



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  Okay.  



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  1898 was the great break in American foreign policy.  It was the first time that a President ever ordered the United States Army to fight outside the Western Hemisphere.  And with the Treaty of Paris ah, in December of 1898 to conclude the war, it was the first time that the United States now had absolute control of the Caribbean--something we had been after for a century.  And it was the first time that we had now naval bases, concrete interests in the western Pacific, and people at the time knew that this was--this was a major turn in American history.  There was a young undergraduate at Cornell University who was going to become our key diplomat in Asia over the next ten years, a man named Willard Strait, ah, who at the time said that the United States in 1898, 1899 was like a man who had jumped across a great chasm and that he had reached the other side and that he was clawing and clawing his way up the side of the cliff to try to get to the top.  And the question was whether or not he would make it to the top.  This was the feeling in 1898, '99.  We had crossed a--a divide in American history.  We had crossed a great chasm in history.  The question was whether we would be able to hold on to those naval bases.  Whether we would be able to hold on to that domination in the Caribbean, whether we'd be able to offset the Germans and the British and the Japanese and the Russians who were threatening American interests in these areas.  But the war of 1898 for the first time gave us that opportunity.



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  When the news got back to the United States in December of 1898, that--and the Peace Treaty, the United States had taken the Philippines as well as gotten the Spanish out of Cuba.  Tremendous debate broke out in the United States over whether or not we should have the Philippines.  The anti-imperialist's league that had begun some months before grew in membership.  It's very interesting especially in the number of American women got involved in this.  They did not yet have the suffrage but they were very concerned about foreign policy issues and they saw the Filipinos essentially as having their problem.  That is to say they were being governed without--without they're having anything to say about it.  And as a consequence they identified with the Filipinos and the anti-imperialist league and a number of women's organizations ah, began this major debate in the early part of 1899 about whether the Senate should ratify the Treaty of Paris.  McKinley thought through January of 1899 that--that the treaty might well be defeated.  Ah, the votes simply weren't there and there was a tremendous amount of--of lobbying going on to defeat the treaty.  Ah, the vote was scheduled for the early part of February and on Saturday night February 4th, 1899, ah, the telegraph in the White House ah suddenly began tapping out the message that the American soldiers in the Philippines had been fired upon by Filipino soldier.  Ah, the Americans had moved into parts of the Philippines where the Philippine revolutionaries had already occup--which they had already occupied.  And as a consequence there'd been--there had been a fire fight that had broken out.  McKinley read this message on the telegraph and he said ah, to a friend, he said this of course means the ratification of the Treaty and was right.  Between arguing that now that Americans had been fired on in the Philippines, they had to stay and occupy these islands and pacify the islands and the amount of patronage that McKinley dispensed in order to simply buy off senators over the next 48 hours, he got exactly the number of votes he needed, the exact two-thirds that he needed.  It was an extremely bitter and very close run fight and the United States came very close to--to rejecting the Philippines and might well have rejected it had the firefight not broken out and had not McKinley used his Presidential powers, ah in the way he did to simply buy votes, ah, in the early part of February 1899.  



INT:  Just another question.  You don't have to answer (Inaudible).  You need to say that.



LAFEBER: Okay.



INT:  Do you see any conspiracies taking place in the Philippines?



LAFEBER:  No.



INT:  No.  Do you to what I'm referring--that the shooting occurred just right before the (Inaudible).



LAFEBER:  Yeah, and there's--you know according to Philippine records, the Americans fired on the Filipinos.



INT:  Yeah.



LAFEBER:  And--and there's some pretty good evidence that that was--that was the case, but I don't think there was--I--I've never seen--I sort of look for this and I've--just going back through some of the military records, I've never see any evidence of it.



INT:  Yeah.



LAFEBER:  Where did you run into--



INT:  Ah, Filipinos.



LAFEBER: Yeah.



INT:  (Inaudible) Philippines were saying--  



LAFEBER:  Yeah.  Yeah.  I--I can't--you know I think the interesting thing about this is that from July of 1898 on, McKinley had been warned that if you keep moving American troops into these parts of the Philippines, the Philippines sometime--the Filipino sometimes are going to respond.



INT:  Yeah.



LAFEBER:  And by December the America Consulate warning McKinley you know don't do any more of this.  And McKinley keeps moving thinking the Filipinos will not respond.  I mean I don't--there's not evidence that McKinley did this in order to get the Filipinos to--to respond so that he could--he could treaty through.  Ah, I think he thought he could do it, like he'd done it in Cuba.  You know he could do it and get away with it.



INT:  Yeah.



LAFEBER:  And that was not the way it was. I haven't seen any evidence.  I'd like to.  (Laugh) I'd like to see that.



INT:  Ah, okay do you remember specifically any--what kind of arguments were heard over the Treaty of Paris in the Senate.  Ah, you what kind of things people were saying about firing at the Philippines, about (Inaudible).



LAFEBER:  Ah, there were a lot of the arguments that Theodore Roosevelt made in the campaign of 1900.



INT:  Yeah.



LAFEBER:  You know the--but on the hand the United States had to have the bases and that--that we could control the racial situation.  On the other hand, ah, that this is stretching the Constitution too far.  That ah, the American Constitution was not made to stretch across water.  



INT:  Yeah.  



LAFEBER:  And that particularly this kind of ah, non-white society that we were compounding all the racial problems we had in the 1890's. I mean these are--you know I'm sure you've gotten this from other people.  



INT:  Yeah we did.  It was just--I was just sort of looking for if you could say something back about Senator so and so--saying like this kind of thing--meanwhile another senator from--



LAFEBER:  No I couldn't do that. I wouldn't try that.



INT:  Okay.



LAFEBER:  (Clears Throat).



INT:  All right ah, American policy in the Philippines, ah military policy in terms of ah, we (Inaudible) even the newspapers at the time--(Glitch).



LAFEBER:  Okay.  Okay.  (Clears Throat)  I don't anything about the first part.  I can talk a little bit, I think  better about the second part.


INT:  Okay.



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  By the early part of 1899, Americans found themselves immersed in one of the first important 20th Century revolutions.  Ah, the Philippine--the Philippine Army had nearly defeated the Spanish in 1896, '97, '98.  They thought they were going to become independent after the United States had driven the Spanish out of the Philippines in 1898, '99.  And now when they found out the United States was going to stay in the Philippines, they fought back.  Ah, the United States responded with military tactics that were rather ironic ah in the sense that they were extremely brutal.  There were a number of atrocities.  Ah, ah, we had gone into the war originally in 1898 to stop the atrocities in Cuba.  Now we suddenly found ourselves committing atrocities against a non-white people in 1899, 1900, 1901 in order to put this Philippine Revolution down.  Ah this bothered McKinley a great deal.  Ah, and yet he had committed himself and he essentially gave the American generals carte blanche ah to do whatever they needed to do in order to put that revolution down.  There were times for example, when the Philippine Army had killed Americans.  And the American military commander on the scene had issued an order saying that they should go into these--the Americans should go into these villages and kill every ah, man and boy that they could find in the village.  Ah, that order was countermanded, ah finally and it didn't happen.  But that was the kind of feeling that was going on among Americans in the Philippines.   Ah, it was a brutal war.  Two hundred thousand Filipinos died in this war, between two and four thousand American soldiers died.   It was all out war and it was a war of atrocity.  Ah, this was the kind of war that McKinley never thought he would end up fighting in 1899, 1900 and most Americans certainly didn't want to fight this kind of war.  Most Americans weren't aware of this because of the control of information coming in from the Philippines.  What else do you want?



INT:  Ah, could you talk a little bit about that anti-  imperialists?



LAFEBER:  Sure.



INT:  Ah, (Clears Throat) maybe through a few--well in about (Inaudible) about (Inaudible), Carnegie (Inaudible).  Those are the two main ones.  Maybe you could refer to them, sort of include (Inaudible) say about them.  What their sort of goals were in terms of the Philippines.  We also have a little section about ah, the whole thing about Edward Atkinson sending out these pamphlets to (Inaudible).  You know this?



LAFEBER:  I know about Atkinson. I'm not sure I know about these pamphlets specifically.



INT:  Oh okay.  (Inaudible).



LAFEBER:  I can talk--I--I was going to mention that.



INT:  Okay.



LAFEBER:  If you were going to use them anyway.



INT:  Yeah.



LAFEBER:  Okay.  Okay. (Clears Throat).  



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  The anti-imperialist movement that began in the middle of 1898, ah, was a very formidable political movement.  By 1899 as the Philippine Revolution broke out, sh, it was financed by Andrew Carnegie. It was led by some very able  politicians especially in the Northeast, ah, like Edward Atkinson of Boston.  And it was fortunate to have a mouthpiece like Mark Twain who carried the anti-imperialists program around the country.  Ah, the anti-imperialist made several important arguments.  Ah, one argument was that the American form of government, the American Constitution simply wasn't set up to control colonies thousands and thousands of miles across the water.  That--that to do this ah required a Presidency that would become almost monarchical in nature, that we were creating what one American journalist called an American Caesar.  And that McKinley was this Caesar and that was the only way you could control these distant colonies.  Another argument that the anti-imperialists made was that the Americans had enough racial problems at home.  We were lynching about 150 African-Americans on the average every year and the last thing we needed was more racial problem ah, in the form of a Philippine insurrection or trying to control ah, the Philippine people.  Where the anti-imperialists had problems was that when they were asked point blank whether or not U.S. interest in Asia should be protected they said yes.  That the American trade in Asia was of great importance.  A person like Atkinson thought that America had a--had a future in--in China trade that was very important.  And when Atkinson was then asked well then shouldn't we have the--the port of Manila as a base for the American Navy and for American merchants in--in the far Pacific, ah, Atkinson essentially had to say yes you should.  It should be a sanctuary he said, but that doesn't mean we had to take the rest of the Philippines.  And McKinley could then respond and he did respond by saying well that's how I started out. I started out by saying that we needed just Manila but then as I looked at the situation, as I talked to people who really knew what was going on, they convinced me that we had to have all of the Philippines.  So once, the anti-imperialists granted the premise that there were interests in Asia to be protected, they were in great difficulty because at that point McKinley could say that's how I started but when I thought this thing through, I came to a very different conclusion and you're wrong.  



INT:  Ah, let's skip to the end a little bit.  And ah, talk about the whole notion of the American century. First of all where--where that comes from.  And if the--how the Spanish America War (Clears Throat) initiated you know.  (Inaudible).


LAFEBER:  You want to talk about Henry Luce and--you mean that kind of thing.



INT:  Well he's--he's really refer to Henry Luce but--



LAFEBER:  Okay.



INT:  But--



LAFEBER:  Okay I--I--let--let me try it.  And if you don't like it try another one.



INT: (Laugh) Great. 



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  (Clears Throat).  Ah, by World War II and the 1940's ah the phrase began to appear that this was the American Century. Ah, and I think it's an apt term to describe what went on in the 20th Century.   Now as we look at it we can see that the American Century did not begin in World War II.  It began in the 1890's.  Ah, it was in 1898 to 1900 that the United States became a global power.  It was in 1900 that--that 5,000 U.S. troops were sent onto the mainland of China, something nobody would have dreamed of two, three years before.  It was between 1898 and 1900 that the American battleship fleet became one of the four or five great navies in the world.  It was in the late 1890's that suddenly the Europeans as well as the Americans realized that the United States had become the number one economic power in the world.  And Europeans began to talk about what they called the American invasion, which was the invasion of cheap American products and cheap American farm goods and just rolling over and taking over markets in Europe.  Ah, McKinley I think exemplified this American Century.  He was the first modern American President in the sense that, for example, he understood the media and he controlled the media, this new telephone for example.  The newspapers, which had tripled in circulation in the 1890's.  McKinley was the first President who realized how to put spin on the news and to control the news that came out of Washington.  He also was the first President to send U.S. troops outside the Western hemisphere.  And he did this by using about a dozen words from the Constitution, which had not been emphasized all that much before and these were the words that the President of United States shall be Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy.  Using that power, ah, McKinley deployed troops into Cuba.  He deployed troops into the Philippines, without ever consulting Congress or anybody else, he deployed troops into China.  Suddenly in 1900 then the United States was a global power and it had a global president.  A President who was willing to use military power and who was willing to control the America media so Americans would get the message that the President wanted them to get, about their responsibilities and about the use of this new rather incredible ah, economic and military power. 



INT:  Ah, in terms of--you know sometimes the Spanish War is referred to as you know setting these examples of sort of bad news compared to the America Century, in terms of--



LAFEBER:  (Clears Throat) colonies.



INT:  ... colony disintegration as our foreign policy with Cuba, ah, Vietnam, (Inaudible) set the stage for some (Inaudible).



LAFEBER:  You actually want--you mentioned on the phone you didn't--sure you wanted Vietnam mentioned.



INT:  Well, we're going to fly--fly in the face of (Inaudible).



LAFEBER:  Okay.  All right.



INT:  See--see if it works.  Ah, (Clears Throat) also you know we--I'm not sure if this going to remain in the show but if could say something about the anti-imperialists, sort of setting the stage for this protest, ah, the anti-war movement.  (Inaudible).



LAFEBER: Okay.



INT: Ah--



LAFEBER:  How much time do you have?



(OFF-MIKE) 



INT:  Maybe for this last (Inaudible) ah--you know what, maybe--we didn't go over Frederick Jackson Turner.  



LAFEBER: No.



INT:  Maybe those last couple of minutes--you could just talk about the Frederick Jackson Turner.  



LAFEBER: You want to talk about Turner?



INT:  Yeah.



LAFEBER:  About this--what the paper meant and--



INT:  Yeah, what the paper meant, you know given that the Columbian Exposition and how it--how just hearing (Clears Throat) paper and how it like (Inaudible), answered questions that somehow nobody else seemed to have answered before.  



LAFEBER: Okay.  Ah, have you--have you got a background on Turner?



INT:  Yeah.



LAFEBER:  You got a background--(Clears Throat) okay. 



LAFEBER:  When Frederick Jackson Turner gave his paper, "The Significance of the American Frontier, in American History" ah at the Chicago Exposition in 1893 the timing was perfect.  It was just as the Depression was worsening ah, very rapidly.  And people were extremely concerned about what was happening in America society.  We had been in this depression on and off for 20 years and now it seemed to be getting worse instead of getting better. Ah, Turner's analysis ah, was a very persuasive one for people such as Theodore Roosevelt and Mahan and other people who--who read this paper, because what Turner argued was that the key to American history and America success had been the--what he called the open land.  He didn't say much about the Indian tribes in the West.  He called them open lands in the frontier. Ah, he even argued that American individualism, American character had been dependent on the frontier and that indeed you could explain all of the success in American history in terms of having this open land and this open frontier.  And then at the end of the paper Turner says and now 400 years after Columbus ah, this chapter of American history is closed. And the immediate question is what's next?  If the frontier is closed and the frontier has been the key to American--American successes for 400 years, what will replace the frontier.  People—
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(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  At the end of this paper Turner said "and now 400 years after Columbus ah, the first grade chapter in America history has ended"  and of course people immediately asked what's going to be the next chapter.  If this frontier which has essentially created American character and American successes is now closed ah, what was next.  Ah, some of Turner's friends like Theodore Roosevelt or other people who had read this paper, ah, Mahan and others ah concluded that there was another frontier.  In fact Mahan talked about this very explicitly.  He said the Great Frontier of America is now it's coast. It's coastlines are the frontier.  And the way he phrased this, he essentially took Turner's idea of a frontier and turned around the entire American conception of what the oceans were about.  Up until this time and indeed into the 20th Century, some Americans thought that the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans were like moats, protecting the United States.  But in the 1890's, Mahan and Roosevelt and even Turner himself later on argue that no the oceans are not moats, the oceans are essentially avenues that you can cross these oceans and you can find new frontiers in China or in Latin America or even in Europe for American goods.  And so out of this analysis of--of one frontier ending in Turner's famous paper probably the most famous historical paper that's ever been written in the United States, comes this new analysis okay, if frontiers are the key to American history and character, let's go out and find some more new frontiers.  And as a consequence the War of 1898, is seen essentially in the context of this seeking of new frontiers, in places such as the Philippines and China and the Caribbean and in Europe.  



INT: Now--(Inaudible) INT:.  (Glitch).  



(OFF-MIKE) 



LAFEBER:  The War of 1898, I think marked the beginning of the American Century but it also produced lessons, ah that Americans took to heart about what not to do in the future of the American Century.  Ah, the United States for example, got involved in Cuba in a way that turned out to be ah, a wrong policy, with the Platt Amendment of 1901, which the United States essentially acted as a protector of Cuba.  



(OFF-MIKE)



LAFEBER: With the Platt Amendment of 1901 the United States became the protector of Cuba.  Cubans really did not have self-government.  They had it within the context of--of a large amount of American control.  And any doubts about that were removed in 1906.  There was political instability in Cuba and President Theodore Roosevelt sent troops into the island.  And I think this was a major--a major turn.  Because at that point the Cubans began to think that their room for maneuver, their room for political independence was really limited.  And they now began to see the United States as a kind of big brother who would only let them do certain things under certain--under certain limitations.  And from that point on a number of Cuban leaders very easily began to blame the United States whenever anything went wrong in Cuba.  It took Americans a long time to figure out that this had been the wrong way to go.  The Platt Amendment is finally repealed in the 1930s and by that time Cuba has been pretty well-corrupted politically and to a certain extent economically by that Platt Amendment.  I think the effects in the Philippines were even more dramatic.  In the first instance, of course, the U.S. occupation of the Philip--



(OFF-MIKE/CUT)



LAFEBER:  I guess I was talking about the Philippines.  Uh, the situation in the Philippines turned even worse for the United States.  And this became, I think, one of the most tragic results of the War of 1898.  The United States found itself fighting Filipinos who were intent upon self-determination.  Americans had always prided themselves in being in favor of self-determination ever since 1776.  And now they were putting down a revolution which sought self-determination and used American principles against Americans.  In 1900 McKinley's Vice Presidential candidate, Theodore Roosevelt, went around the country blasting the anti-imperialists, calling them unhung traitors, saying they were political eunuchs, old men of a bygone age, condemning them in every form for opposing the colonization of the Philippines.  But by the time this revolution had ended in 1903 and the war had begun to tail off, Roosevelt began to look at the Philippines in a very different way.  And, in fact, by 1907, 1908, he's starting to sound like the anti-imperialists.  He begins to sound like a number of Americans now who believe that it was a tremendous mistake to move into the Philippines and particularly to try to colonize the Philippines.  The United States sort of gets out of the colonizing business after the Philippine revolution and the atrocities that have been committed in that revolution and once Americans begin to understand what had gone on in that fighting.  By 1907, 1908 Roosevelt is beginning to pull the United States fleet back out of Manila and stations it in Hawaii.  Which essentially removes the reason why McKinley took the Philippines in the first place.  McKinley and Mahan are now beginning to talk about running a line down the middle of the Pacific.  Everything to the West of that line the Japanese and the British can take care of and everything to the East of that line the United States will take care of.  Very differently than Roosevelt and McKinley were talking in 1898, 1900.  I think they got inoculated against colonial policies in the Far East as a result of the Philippines.  And although the United States certainly followed an imperialist policy in the Caribbean it was not a colonial policy.  It was a policy in which the United States tried to set up naval bases and control naval routes.  But Americans from this point on would be very reluctant to--to try to impose colonization on people.  And when they went into areas later in the 20th century such as Vietnam in the 1960s it was with the cry that we wanted the Vietnamese to be self-determined, not Communist.  We wanted the South Vietnamese to have their own form of government and that's why we were fighting there.  At that point many of the people who opposed the Vietnam War came back and said, yes, but we're redoing the Philippines all over again.  We're essentially imposing American control and American principles on a Vietnamese society which does not want these particular forms and principles.  And, in fact, the whole anti-imperialist movement was sort of resurrected in the 1960s, and early 1970s.  There's fascinating work done in the 1960s and 70s saying that what the United States is doing in Vietnam in terms of putting down the Vietnam revolution was exactly what the United States was doing in the Philippines between 1899 and 1903 in putting down the Philippine revolutionaries.  There was certainly a direct line in terms of the racism involved which Americans looked upon Filipinos as essentially an undeveloped, non-Caucasian peoples.  The white man's burden, we should civilize them.  And the way we looked at the Vietnamese in--in--in racial terms in the 1960s.  So the--the lessons from the War of 1898 and the Philippine revolution I think were mixed.  On the one hand the United States came out thinking of themselves as a global power.  On the other hand Americans began to realize--certainly Theodore Roosevelt realized that some very fundamental mistakes had been made in terms of trying to colonize the Philippines and to impose this kind of formal colonial control.  It was much better to have an informal protectorate such as we had in Cuba where we would not be responsible for the day-to-day governing.  Let the natives do the day-to-day governing while we essentially set the limits within which those people would act and we could have the benefit of, say, Manila.  Or we could have the benefit of the Guantanamo Naval Base in Cuba.  I think by World War I that was a new consensus in American history.  No colonization but continued U.S. expansionism militarily, economically.  But not politically.

