1. To what degree were the guiding ideals shaping the foreign policy of the United States in the years 1890-1920
a continuation of the earlier policy ideals of the years 1790-18207?

Document 1

Source: President George Washington, Neutrality Proclamation, April 1793.

Whereas it appears that a state of war exists between Austria, Prussia, Sardinia, Great Britain, and the United
Netherlands, of the one part, and France on the other; and the duty and interest of the United States require,
that they should with sincerity and good faith adopt and pursue a conduct friendly and impartial toward the
belligerent powers:

I have therefore thought fit by these presents to declare the disposition of the United States to observe the
conduct aforesaid towards those powers respectively; and to exhort and warn the citizens of the United States
carefully to avoid all acts and proceedings whatsoever, which may in any manner tend to contravene such
disposition.

Document 2

Source: Secretary of State John Quincy Adams, an address delivered at the request of the Committee of the
Citizens of Washington, on the occasion of reading the Declaration of Independence, July 4, 1821.

America, in the assembly of nations, since her admission among them, has invariably, though often
fruitlessly, held forth to them the hand of honest friendship, of equal freedom, of generous reciprocity. She
has uniformly spoken among them, though often to heedless and often to disdainful ears, the language of
equal liberty, of equal justice, and of equal rights. She has, in the lapse of nearly half a century, without a
single exception, respected the independence of other nations while asserting and maintaining her own. She
has abstained from interference in the concerns of others, even when the conflict has been for principles to
which she clings, as to the last vital drop that visits the heart. . . .

But she goes not abroad, in search of monsters to destroy. She is the well-wisher to the freedom and
independence of all. She is the champion and vindicator only of her own. . . .

She well knows that by once enlisting under other banners than her own, were they even the banners of
foreign Independence, she would involve herself, beyond the power of extrication, in all the wars of interest
and intrigue, of individual avarice, envy, and ambition, which assume the colors and usurp the standard of
freedom. The fundamental maxims of her policy would insensibly change from liberty to force. . . . She
might become the dictatress of the world. She would be no longer the ruler of her own spirit.




Document 3

Source: Theodore Roosevelt. Annual Message to Congress, December 6, 1904.

It is not true that the United States feels any land hunger or entertains any projects as regards the other nations of
the Western Hemisphere, save such as are for their welfare. All that this country desires is to see the neighboring
countries stable, orderly, and prosperous. Any country whose people conduct themselves well can count upon our
hearty friendship. If a nation shows that it knows how to act with reasonable efficiency and decency in social and
political matters, if it keeps order and pays its obligations, it need fear no interference from the United States.

Chronic wrongdoing, or.an impotence which results in a general loosening of the ties of civilized society, may in
America, as elsewhere, ultimately require intervention by some civilized nation, and in the Western Hemisphere
the adherence of the United States to the Monroe Doctrine may force the United States, however reluctantly, in
flagrant cases of such wrongdoing or impotence, to the exercise of an international police power. If every country
washed by the Caribbean Sea would show the progress in stable and just civilization which, with the aid of the
Platt amendment, Cuba has shown since our troops left the island, and which so many of the republics in both
Americas are constantly and brilliantly showing, all question of interference by this Nation with their affairs would
be at an end.

Document 4

Source: Supreme Court Decision. Downes v. Bidwell, (one of the Insular Cases) 1901.

We are also of opinion that the power to acquire territory by treaty implies, not only the power to govern such

- territory, but to prescribe upon what terms the United States will receive its inhabitants, and what their status shall
be in what Chief Justice Marshall termed the “American empire.” . . . Indeed, it is doubtful if Congress would ever
assent to the annexation of territory upon the condition that its inhabitants, however foreign they may be to our
habits, traditions, and modes of life, shall become at once citizens of the United States. In all its treaties hitherto
the treaty-making power has made special provisions for this subject. . . . In all these cases there is an implied
denial of the right of the inhabitants to American citizenship until Congress by further action shall signify its
assent thereto. . . .

It is obvious that in the annexation of outlying and distant possessions grave questions will arise from differences
of race, habits, laws and customs of the people, and from differences of soil, climate and production, which may
require action on the part of Congress that would be quite unnecessary in the annexation of contiguous territory,
inhabited only by people of the same race, or by scattered bodies of native Indians.




Document 5
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Source: United States Foreign Trade, 1790-1812, from Historical Statistics of the United States, Colonial
Times to 1970.
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