
Set 1 

Source A 

Albert J. Beveridge, a soon-to-be Senator from Indiana, gave a speech called “The March of the Flag” in September of 

1898, before President McKinley made the decision to keep the Philippines.   

The Opposition tells us that we ought not to govern a people without their consent. I answer, The rule of liberty that all 

just government derives its authority from the consent of the governed, applies only to those who are capable of self-

government.  We govern the Indians without their consent, we govern our territories without their consent, we govern 

our children without their consent. How do they know what our government would be without their consent? Would 

not the people of the Philippines prefer the just, humane, civilizing government of this Republic to the savage, bloody 

rule of pillage and extortion from which we have rescued them? 

[…] The fact that all the territory our fathers bought and seized is contiguous is no argument […] But the Opposition is 

right – there is a difference […] today we are raising more than we can consume. Today we are making more than we 

can use. Today our industrial society is congested; there are more workers than there is work; there is more capital than 

there is investment. We do not need more money – we need more circulation, more employment. Therefore we must 

find new markets for our produce, new occupation for our capital, new work for our labor. And so, while we did not 

need the territory taken during the past century at the time it was acquired, we do need what we have taken in 1898, 

and we need it now.  

[…] We cannot fly from our world duties; it is ours to execute the purpose of a fate that has driven us to be greater than 

our small intentions. We cannot retreat from any soil where Providence has unfurled our banner; it is ours to save that 

soil for liberty and civilization. 

 

Source B 

Excerpt from a speech by William Jennings Bryan, “The Paralyzing Influence of Imperialism,” 1900. 

When trade is secured by force, the cost of securing it and retaining it must be taken out of the profits, and the profits 

are never large enough to cover the expense. Such a system would never be defended but for the fact that the expense 

is borne by all the people while the profits are enjoyed by a few. 

Imperialism would be profitable to the Army contractors; it would be profitable to the shipowners, who would carry live 

soldiers to the Philippines and bring dead soldiers back; it would be profitable to those who would seize upon the 

franchises, and it would be profitable to the officials whose salaries would be fixed here and paid over there; but to the 

farmer, to the laboring man, and to the vast majority of those engaged in other occupations, it would bring expenditure 

without return and risk without reward. 

Farmers and laboring men have, as a rule, small incomes, and, under systems which place the tax upon consumption, 

pay much more than their fair share of the expenses of government. Thus the very people who receive least benefit 

from imperialism will be injured most by the military burdens which accompany it. In addition to the evils which he and 

the former share in common, the laboring man will be the first to suffer if Oriental subjects seek work in the United 

States; the first to suffer if American capital leaves our shores to employ Oriental labor in the Philippines to supply the 

trade of China and Japan; the first to suffer from the violence which the military spirit arouses, and the first to suffer 

when the methods of imperialism are applied to our own government. It is not strange, therefore, that the labor 

organizations have been quick to note the approach of these dangers and prompt to protest against both militarism and 

imperialism. 

 

 



Set 2 

Source AA 

Andrew Carnegie, a wealthy steel magnate and Vice-President of the American Anti-Imperialist League, wrote this 

essay (excerpted) in August of 1898.  

To reduce it to the concrete, the question is: Shall we attempt to establish ourselves as a power in the far East and 

possess the Philippines for glory? The glory we already have, in Dewey's victory overcoming the power of Spain in a 

manner which adds one more to the many laurels of the American navy, which, from its infancy till now, has divided the 

laurels with Britain upon the sea. The Philippines have about seven and a half millions of people, composed of races 

bitterly hostile to one another, alien races, ignorant of our language and institutions. Americans cannot be grown there. 

The islands have been exploited for the benefit of Spain, against whom they have twice rebelled, like the Cubans. But 

even Spain has received little pecuniary benefit from them. The estimated revenue of the Philippines in 1894-95 was 

£2,715,980, the expenditure being £2,656,026, leaving a net result of about $300,000. The United States could obtain 

even this trifling sum from the inhabitants only by oppressing them as Spain has done. But, if we take the Philippines, we 

shall be forced to govern them as generously as Britain governs her dependencies, which means that they will yield us 

nothing, and probably be a source of annual expense. Certainly, they will be a grievous drain upon revenue if we 

consider the enormous army and navy which we shall be forced to maintain upon their account. 

 

Source BB 

Excerpt from an article by Theodore Roosevelt titled “Expansion and Peace”, published in The Independent, 1899. 

Again, peace may come only through war. There are men in our country who seemingly forget that at the outbreak of 

the Civil War the great cry raised by the opponents of the war was the cry for peace. […] The men in our own country 

who, in the name of peace, have been encouraging Aguinaldo and his people to shoot down our soldiers in the 

Philippines might profit not a little if they would look back to the days of the bloody draft riots, which were deliberately 

incited in the name of peace and free speech, when the mob killed men and women in the streets and burned orphan 

children in the asylums as a protest against the war. Four years of bloody struggle with an armed foe, who was helped at 

every turn by the self-styled advocates of peace, were needed in order to restore the Union; but the result has been that 

the peace of this continent has been effectually assured. Had the short-sighted advocates of peace for the moment had 

their way, and secession become an actual fact, nothing could have prevented a repetition in North America of the 

devastating anarchic warfare that obtained for three quarters of a century in South America after the yoke of Spain was 

thrown off. We escaped generations of anarchy and bloodshed, because our fathers who upheld Lincoln and followed 

Grant were men in every sense of the term, with too much common sense to be misled by those who preached that war 

was always wrong, and with a fund of stern virtue deep in their souls which enabled them to do deeds from which men 

of over-soft natures would have shrunk appalled. […] 

The same will be true of the Philippines. If the men who have counseled national degradation, national dishonor, by 

urging us to leave the Philippines and put the Aguinaldan oligarchy in control of those islands, could have their way, we 

should merely turn them over to rapine and bloodshed until some stronger, manlier power stepped in to do the task we 

had shown ourselves fearful of performing. But, as it is, this country will keep the islands and will establish therein a 

stable and orderly government, so that one more fair spot of the world's surface shall have been snatched from the 

forces of darkness. Fundamentally the cause of expansion is the cause of peace. 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 


