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His Most Basic Beliefs: an Investigation of Theodore Roosevelt’s Support for U.S. Involvement in the Philippines

Introduction
During the late nineteenth and early twentieth century, the United States stood poised to become one of the great world powers. The glory of victory in the Spanish-American War made the U.S., and Theodore Roosevelt, noticed around the world. But, both the United States and Roosevelt’s recognition on the world scene did not end with the victory in the Spanish-American War. By a strange turn of events late in the war, the United States had come to acquire the Pacific islands of the Philippines, a former colony of Spain. The U.S. proceeded to be deeply involved in the Philippines until the mid 1940s, and connections between the two countries continue to this day. However, despite excitement over the development of the U.S. as a world power, Americans were not of one mind concerning the acquisition of the Philippines. Some considered this to be blatant imperialism, while others embraced the acquisition of and rule over the islands. One of the most vocal people who supported U.S. rule in the Philippines was Theodore Roosevelt, who was the Governor of New York (1899-1901), Vice President (1901), and President of the United States (1901-09).

What led Theodore Roosevelt to support and defend the cause in the Philippines? This paper will attempt to answer this very question. After examining U.S. involvement in the Philippines and how Roosevelt supported it, the paper will identify and evaluate the values and beliefs that Roosevelt held in his personal life. Subsequently, it will consider Roosevelt’s support for U.S. involvement in the Philippines within the context of these beliefs. In the end, one will find that following the Spanish-American War, Theodore Roosevelt based his support for and defense of U.S. military and civilian involvement in the Philippines on his most basic beliefs, including the need for a strong work ethic, an intense masculinity, an expansion of U.S. hegemonic power, and an acceptance of immutable racial differences. 
The Spanish-American War, Acquiring the Philippines, and Roosevelt’s Support

  To effectively appreciate the argument that is to be presented, one must first understand how the United States acquired the Philippines and became a military and civilian power in the islands. As this is explored, this paper will examine Theodore Roosevelt’s support at each stage of the United States’s growing interest in and acquisition of the islands. 

The very first battle of the Spanish-American War started in the then Spanish colony of the Philippines in May of 1898. Commodore George Dewey, the American commander sent to the Philippines, led a naval battle against the Spanish in the Philippines’ Manila Bay on May 1, 1898. After only six hours of battle, the United States Navy was victorious against the Spanish fleet, giving them the first triumph in the short war. Prior to the U.S. Navy’s arrival in the Philippines, the Spanish government sent a Filipino independence leader, Emilio Aguinaldo, into exile. However, after defeating the Spanish fleet at Manila Bay, Commodore Dewey arranged for the transport of Aguinaldo and a group of Filipino rebels to the main island of Luzon, where they were more than willing to help the Americans topple the Spanish.
 Here, with arms that were provided by the United States, Aguinaldo and the Filipino rebels launched an insurrection against the Spanish government in the Philippines. The surprise attack left little way out for the Spanish, and the Philippine rebels were victorious. This victory against the Spanish added to the war effort for the United States. It also made the Filipino people believe that the U.S. was on their side; Aguinaldo believed the work that the Filipino rebels did for the Americans would lead to Philippine independence.
 However, such was not the case.

After several more triumphs in the war against Spain, the United States proved victorious in the war itself when Spain pursued peace in late 1898. Subsequently the U.S. and Spain signed the Treaty of Paris in December 1898. This treaty, which declared a peace between the two countries, also ceded the Philippine Islands to the U.S. for the price of twenty million dollars.

Theodore Roosevelt followed this treaty signing process avidly. His main concern regarding the treaty was his great for support of the United States’s acquisition of the Philippine Islands. Being governor of New York at the time, he even thought about having the State Legislature pass a resolution to ensure that the treaty was accepted by Congress.
 When the treaty was accepted on February 6, 1899, Roosevelt was thankful to the great minds involved in the acceptance of the document for seeing the importance of the issue in the Philippines.
 This would prove to be just the first instance in which Roosevelt showed support of U.S. involvement in the Philippines.

The United States’s acquisition of the Philippines did not result in peace. From the outset, the U.S. refused to recognize the Filipino independence and government that was declared by the rebels. Consequently, the Filipinos felt angered and betrayed by the Americans who used them to win a war. They felt as if they were merely being passed from Spain to the United States; from one imperial power to another. This led to the Philippine Insurrection, also known as the Philippine-American War, which began in February of 1899.
 
With the insurrection, the Filipino people declared war on the United States because the U.S. government refused to honor the sovereignty of their nation. The United States responded with increased military action in the islands and claimed that the army would remain until the insurrection was successfully subdued.
 Roosevelt supported all of this. As a means of defense, he would mention how completely necessary it was for the U.S. Army to be in the Philippines to ensure a restoration of order and peace. Further, as Oscar M. Alfonso indicated, Roosevelt clearly supported the American cause in the Philippines because he had such deeply-rooted beliefs on who should be in control of the forces in the Philippines and how many troops should have actually been there.
 He had a true interest in putting down the rebels’ opposition in the islands and was continuously “uneasy that not enough soldiers had been sent.”
 Also, Roosevelt continuously praised the men who were already in the Philippines for doing the work that the United States was called to do. In one of his speeches, he referred to the soldiers as “those gallant fellow-Americans of ours to whom so great a debt is due.”
 
Indeed, Roosevelt believed, U.S. pacification of the Philippines was a great cause. He claimed that Americans were doing something good, and they needed “to put down violence – to establish peace and order – and then to introduce a just and wise civil rule accompanied by a measure of self-government.”
 The second part of Roosevelt’s statement would be fulfilled in 1901, after the insurrection was almost completely quelled, with the installation of an American civil government in the Philippines. 

In July of 1901, the United States instituted a new form of rule in the Philippines, not based on military power, but rather on civilian rule.
 This was the date that the first American civil governor, William Howard Taft, was inaugurated in the Philippines. The stated goal of this new American civil government was to establish a good governmental framework for the Philippines; a government that would ultimately be beneficial to the Filipinos.
 Roosevelt once said that when Congress solidified the civil rule in the Philippines, the legislation that it passed was of “high importance and great wisdom.”
 His support of this civil government is evident in the two quotations mentioned above, but was also clearly reflected in his deepest desire to become civil governor of the Philippines himself. He was even cited telling many of his closest associates that he would have rather been the civil governor of the Philippines than Vice President of the United States because he believed in the Philippine cause so strongly.
 Moreover, Roosevelt’s support of the idea of American civil government in the Philippines is shown through his insistence that the United States stay steadfast to its principles and “put the best man possible in charge and then give him the heartiest possible support.”
 Oscar Alfonso claimed that affairs of the United States’s Philippine civil administration were of utmost importance to Roosevelt, who wanted to be acquainted with every person in the administration in order to ensure good governing and to have ultimate knowledge of events taking place in the islands.
  Roosevelt’s praise for the first civil governor, Taft, also suggests strong support for the Philippine cause. If there was one person whom Roosevelt commended repeatedly, it was Governor Taft. He was quoted with saying that there was “not a higher or finer type of public servant than Governor Taft,” and that Taft really undertook the most “admirable work.”


Other factors also reflected Roosevelt’s support for the U.S.-Philippine policy. One of these, most appropriately, was his advocating further legislation regarding the islands. Surely he would not have supported this if he did not favor U.S. involvement in the Philippines. Even though he thought that the wisdom of Congress was evident through the legislation on the civil government, he believed that more legislation for the Philippines was essential. Among other things, when he was President, Roosevelt suggested that the nation decrease the tariff on Filipino goods coming to the United States by twenty-five percent.
 Roosevelt was going so far as to propose less protectionism for the American people and goods to the benefit of the Filipinos, suggesting great pride in the U.S.’s position in the islands.

While there is far more history that can be recounted about the United States’s involvement in the Philippines, for the purpose of this paper it is sufficient to have an understanding of the origins of the Philippine situation up until the installment of a working civil government.
 From the very beginning of U.S. interest in the Philippines, one can see that Roosevelt was a great proponent of it. He was involved in a movement to ensure that the Treaty of Paris was accepted by Congress. He was also a vocal advocate of U.S. military involvement in the Philippines when the insurrection escalated. After this, Roosevelt supported, praised, and wished to be apart of the civil government instituted in the islands. From all of this, one can conclude that Roosevelt championed the United States’s Philippine policy.  
 Roosevelt’s Beliefs

To delve deeper into discovering the basis of Theodore Roosevelt’s support for U.S. military and civilian involvement in the Philippines, one must first have an understanding of his everyday values and beliefs. Four of Roosevelt’s main beliefs included: the need for a strong work ethic, an extreme manliness, an expansion of U.S. hegemonic power, and an acceptance of racial differences. Roosevelt was timeless in carefully articulating all of these beliefs in his writings and public speeches.

Throughout his whole life, both in and out of public office, Roosevelt was known for his robust work ethic. He believed everyone should strive for success, even if it meant taking the long, hard road to do so. In one of his many speeches, “The Strenuous Life,” he made it a point to advocate “the life of toil and effort, of labor and strife; to preach that highest form of success which comes, not to the man who desires mere easy peace, but to the man who does not shrink from danger, from hardship, or from bitter toil.”
 Roosevelt claimed that the most disdainful life one could lead was one of sloth. Ease of life did not bring anything but weakness, whereas hard work brought manliness and accomplishment. He said that it was not a person’s duty to avoid whatever was hard, but to “go down into the hurly-burly of actual life and win glory in the arena, heedless of the dust and the sweat and blood of the contest.”
 To Roosevelt, success only came with hard work. With his work ethic, Roosevelt also believed in perseverance. He insisted that once some work was picked up, it should not be put down until it was rightfully finished or accomplished. He believed in the “iron resolution never to abandon any task once begun until it had been brought to a successful and triumphant conclusion.”


It is a popular saying that as goes the individual, so goes the group. Roosevelt believed in this. He did not merely think that it was acceptable for individual Americans to have a strong work ethic. He believed that the nation should live up to the individual belief of working hard. Roosevelt once said that work was the most fundamental factor of the U.S.’s being. According to Roosevelt, the “only national life which is really worth leading” is the “strenuous life.”


Roosevelt’s strong beliefs about a hearty work ethic may have sprung from many factors in his life. First, as his speech “Grant” suggests, his work ethic may have developed from his study of and passionate respect for past American icons, such as Abraham Lincoln and Ulysses S. Grant. He alleged that U.S. citizens living subsequent to these men had to meet the standards they set and “show [themselves] not unworthy of them.”
 Second, Roosevelt’s work ethic was probably somewhat rooted in his father’s beliefs that were thereby transmitted to him. His father, Theodore Roosevelt Sr., always said that one of the worst things in the world was idleness.
 Having claimed that his father was one of the best men he ever knew, Roosevelt would clearly have been susceptible to his influence in this area. Third, Roosevelt’s belief in work ethic probably came from his actions in his own life. When he was a child, he was plagued with asthma and was very weak and sickly. However, by working diligently through exercise and intellectual endeavor, Roosevelt overcame his body and reached his goal of becoming stronger. Also, at an earlier time in his life he was a dude rancher in the American West. With this occupation, he had to work hard both day and night to protect his cattle, and even just to survive. Roosevelt’s belief could have come from his actual practice of the strenuous life here in these two cases.
Along with a strong work ethic, Theodore Roosevelt believed in an intense masculinity. For Roosevelt, it was necessary for a man to be brave, shirk cowardliness, and undertake challenges. Roosevelt claimed that manliness essentially was “sobriety, steadfastness, the sense of obligation toward one’s neighbor and one’s God, hard common sense, and, combined with it, the lift of generous enthusiasm toward what is right.”
 A true man needed to have “rugged courage, rugged honesty, and high resolve.”
 It is clear that that his ideal of a strong work ethic was also a central component in the definition of Roosevelt’s manliness. If a man did not work diligently, he was not really a man. 
At the core definition of Roosevelt’s manliness was a sense of taking on risks. Men needed to experience new things and the inherent risks involved in these new experiences were a necessary component in a man’s life. Comfort and convenience played no role in Roosevelt’s definition of a man. Real men, according to Roosevelt, did not know the meaning of these words.  And, like work ethic, all of Roosevelt’s individual feelings on manliness applied to the nation. Roosevelt wanted the United States to be considered the manliest power in the world, both by the United States’s inhabitants and other nations. To Roosevelt, nothing could be worse for the country, or the individual, than to be seen as unmanly, weak, or cowardly. 

But, where did Roosevelt’s intense masculinity originate? Like his work ethic, it is viable to say that Roosevelt’s deep value for manliness stemmed from his sickness as a child. After becoming physically stronger in his youth, Roosevelt realized that he hated his old weak state. An extreme hate for the weakling that he was before may have driven him to hold deeply-rooted values regarding manliness. If he stayed committed to masculinity, he could forget the state that he had cast off earlier in his life. It is also important to remember that Roosevelt overcame his weak state only through what were considered “manly” activities, such as weight-lifting and boxing.
 Thus, he probably developed his strong belief in manliness because the manly activities helped him overcome his abhorrent feeble state.

Similar to the strong work ethic, it is viable to say that Roosevelt’s father had an immense impact on the development of his convictions about manliness. His father’s ultimate hate of cowardice probably had a huge impact on Roosevelt’s eventual development of the same idea. However, attempts to compensate for his father’s shortcomings seem to have had the largest impact on the development of Roosevelt’s manliness. This is especially illustrated with Roosevelt’s intense disappointment in his father for paying a substitute to fight for him during the Civil War. His father shirked the manly duty of participating in war and physical action when he did this. As David McCullough pointed out, Roosevelt saw this as the single flaw in the life of his father.
 Roosevelt undoubtedly felt a need to prove something or compensate for his father’s flaw, which would have led him to develop his infamous manly virtue.

One of Roosevelt’s beliefs that he is probably most well-known for today is his belief in the expansion of U.S. hegemonic power. Roosevelt had a genuine wish to expand the United States’s power across the globe. He wanted to “make this republic the mightiest among the peoples of mankind.”
 While Roosevelt believed that the U.S. was already a power to be reckoned with during the early twentieth century, he also believed that it was necessary to always strive for increasing power – politically, economically, and socially. 
Roosevelt believed that the most effective way for the United States to gain power was to expand into different territories. Also, because the U.S. was already a great civilized nation, it had the right to expand over others. He said that if the United States was going to have great power, it needed to build and expand itself outside of its own borders. In touting this, Roosevelt urged the nation’s people, “We must grasp the points of vantage which will enable us to have our say in deciding the destiny of the oceans of the east and the west.”
 Only by having strategic locations around the world would the nation be powerful. Clearly Roosevelt was an expansionist in his own right. His great desire to build up the U.S. military forces, especially the navy, is further evidence of this goal. Roosevelt wanted a great navy to ensure a dominant position of power for the U.S. in the modern world.


However, Roosevelt also believed that with an expansion of U.S. power came greater world responsibilities and duties. Greater power would bring even greater responsibilities. He best expressed this belief in his inaugural address in 1905, “Much has been given us, and much will rightfully be expected from us. We have duties to others and duties to ourselves; we can shirk neither…we must behave as beseems a people with such responsibilities.”
 The duty to ourselves of which he spoke is the duty to expand U.S. power across the globe. But, the duties to others which Roosevelt articulated are more ambiguous. Here he meant that United States had a duty to civilize the uncivilized places. He also meant the United States had a duty to the world as a whole to bring peace by civilizing the uncivilized. Roosevelt truly believed that every expansion of a civilized power meant a triumph of peace, justice, and order that benefited the whole world.


Roosevelt maintained that the U.S. would increase its honor when it expanded its power. It would increase its internal honor by making the American population feel respectable for doing good deeds. Also, the nation would gain honor and prestige in the world arena, and in history, by embracing its responsibilities as a world power. Likewise, if the U.S. did not assume its duties, it would lose its honor and ultimately falter. In the end, Roosevelt voiced his opinion clearly, “Nations that expand and nations that do not expand may both ultimately go down, but one leaves heirs and a glorious memory, and the other leaves neither.”


Examination of his writings and speeches reveals that Theodore Roosevelt clearly had extensive beliefs concerning the expansion of U.S. power. These beliefs emerged from several circumstances in his life. The beliefs could have started with his interactions with the imperialists, both in the United States and Great Britain. However, the most probable and reasonable place to assume that he developed these beliefs from was on his voyages around the world with his family in his younger years. Here young Theodore would have seen the extensiveness of the great British Empire all across Europe, Asia, and Africa, suggesting how wonderful hegemonic expansion was for the great powers and the people being ruled. It can be assumed that Roosevelt held the British Empire in mind when he thought about the expansion of the United States. 


The last belief of Roosevelt’s that should be discussed is his acceptance of immutable racial differences. Roosevelt believed that some races were just naturally superior and others were naturally inferior. David Burton put it best when he stated that “Roosevelt’s often expressed opinions on domestic and foreign issues continue the outline of a man influenced by elementary propositions associated with natural selection.”
 To put it simply, Roosevelt was a Social Darwinist. 
In Roosevelt’s mind, the inferior races included Latinos, Orientals, Hawaiians, African Americans, and Native Americans. He believed that the Anglo-Saxon race, what would be called WASP in the present day, was the most superior, strongest – and most manly race on the earth. Because the whites were inherently superior to the other races, the whites had an ultimate right to rule over them. The white race was civilized, and the inferior races clearly were not. However, Roosevelt believed that the white race, or the Anglo-Saxons, had a duty towards the lesser races to civilize them and ensure their eventual betterment. Roosevelt clearly did not believe that racial categories would stay the same forever. Unlike many who held the belief that the racial hierarchy of superior and inferior races would never change, Roosevelt could be called an evolutionist because he believed in the inferior races’ “ultimate ascension up the ladder of evolutionary development toward the state of “social efficiency”” or civilization.
 But, only after a long period of Anglo-Saxon guidance could these races evolve. The superior races also had a duty to the world and civilization as a whole to civilize the lesser races of different lands. And, as was mentioned before with great powers, Roosevelt believed that when the United States, or any other white nation, brought civilization to inferior-race nations, the world would have more peace and justice.


Like all of the other beliefs that Roosevelt had, his beliefs on racial inferiorities could have stemmed from many events in his life. Howard Beale suggested that Roosevelt’s idea on white races civilizing or evolving the inferior races came from the idea of noblesse oblige that he grew up with in his aristocratic family.
 His family always taught him to look after the poorer people in the world because he was well off. His father’s deep involvement and commitment in the home for poor newsboys is an example of this.
 Roosevelt may have taken this idea of noblesse oblige farther as he grew up to understand that he had to take care of the lesser races. 
Another possible source for Roosevelt’s racial beliefs was his college education. After graduating from Harvard in his early twenties, Roosevelt attended the Law School at Columbia University in New York, where he met a particularly influential professor, John W. Burgess, who held that certain races were more fit to rule than others.
 Roosevelt was said to have admired this man greatly, thereby picking up some of his ideas on race.
 But, it is most important that one not forget the historical context in which Roosevelt grew to manhood. It was a time when racial differences and inferiorities were held as a norm in popular culture and society. As much as anyone condemns it today, the fact is that it was normal in Roosevelt’s time for Native Americans, African Americans, and many other minority groups to be considered inferior. A man is as much a part of his time as he is an individual. The societal beliefs on race during Roosevelt’s time were probably the biggest factor in defining his own view of race.
Beliefs as a Basis for Support

As one can see, Roosevelt held a variety of beliefs on both the human situation and on life in general. Further seen, Roosevelt surely supported the U.S.’s military and civilian involvement in the Philippines. But, these two factors in Roosevelt’s life cannot be viewed in isolation. Like anyone’s beliefs and actions, they necessarily coincide. Roosevelt was not content to indulge in mere rhetoric concerning his beliefs, but rather implemented those beliefs in his actions. As a man of principle, Roosevelt lived his life and supported causes by basing his decisions on his own basic beliefs. If something did not fit with his beliefs, he rejected the idea. However, if he could see a parallel between a certain situation and his values, he supported that situation. This was what framed his support for the U.S. cause in the Philippines; from Roosevelt’s understanding, the United States’s involvement in the Philippines had deep connection to his own views on work ethic, masculinity, U.S. hegemony, and racial differences. Roosevelt’s most basic beliefs, as discussed above, undergirded his support of the United States’s intense involvement in the Philippines in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries.   
-Work Ethic-
As indicated earlier, Roosevelt said that the “only national life which [was] really worth leading” was the strenuous life, or the life of toil, effort, and hard work.
 It was not acceptable for the nation to have a mere comfortable existence in the world. There is no question that Roosevelt saw the work to be done in the Philippines as an example of the strenuous life that he was so passionate about. To Roosevelt, the Philippine cause was one more great way for the United States to fulfill its strenuous life. There is no doubt that protecting the American strong work ethic was a justification for supporting the taking up and the continuing of the work in the Philippines. He believed that the work that was to be done in the Philippines was one of the most difficult problems that that the United States had faced so far, but the nation could not shrink from its work just because the work was demanding. If the U.S. shrank from all of the hard work it had done in the past, none of the success that it enjoyed in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries would have ever been possible. 
Roosevelt compared the effortless work done by the Civil War soldiers to the work that was to be accomplished in the Philippines.
 Surely if the United States accomplished the acquisition, pacification, and civilization of the Philippines, it would bring great success to the nation, just as the work of the Civil War soldiers preserved the Union. But, what if the Civil War soldiers decided that they did not want to take on the work of the nation? Surely nothing good would have come from this – and the nation would have been far worse off. This would be the same for the Philippine cause. According to Roosevelt, “The people who wish to abandon the Philippines because we have had a heavy skirmishing out there, or who think that our rule is a failure whenever they discover some sporadic up growth of evil, would do well to remember the two long years of disaster this nation suffered before…Vicksburg had fallen in the west…” during the Civil War.
 Roosevelt claimed that the work of war in the Philippines was justified because it would bring great success later, just as it did in the Civil War and just as a normal strong work ethic would for any individual. Work in the Philippines was essential to bring the fruit of accomplishment to the United States. But, if the U.S. avoided the work that needed to be done in the Philippines, according to Roosevelt, “we would have shown that we were weaklings and that we were unfit to stand among the great nations of the earth.”


In Theodore Roosevelt’s speech “Grant,” he said of the great general: “While armed foe was in the field, it never occurred to Grant that any question could be so important as his overthrow.”
 Roosevelt compared General Grant to the United States as a whole while it was involved in the Philippines.
 Just as Grant believed in the ultimate goal of work in the Civil War, Roosevelt also believed that nothing was more important to the U.S. than the work that had to be performed in the Philippines. Regarding the Philippine situation, the nation needed to have what Roosevelt routinely called the “stubborn fixity of purpose” that General Grant had when he was battling the Confederates.
 All effort had to be focused on the Philippines. Roosevelt first recognized that U.S. efforts should be focused on subduing the insurgency. Subsequent, the work was to focus on the establishment of a good government in the islands. The people who could not understand the magnitude and the value of these efforts were fools. In an 1899 speech, Roosevelt claimed to have “scant patience with those who fear to undertake the task of governing the Philippines, and who openly avow that they fear to undertake it, or that they shrink from it because of the expense of trouble.”
 To Roosevelt, the people who did not want to undertake the Philippine problem were living a disdainful life of sloth. Surely these people knew nothing of the need of the strenuous life or the success that would only come as a result of continuing the hard work.


One could also look at Roosevelt’s immense support of U.S. officials in the Philippines under the lens of his belief in a strong work ethic. He praised and idealized the first Civil Governor of the Philippines, William Howard Taft, because he was the one person who was fulfilling the work and the mission of the United States in the islands. To Roosevelt, Taft was the embodiment of the strenuous life. “Governor Taft left a high office of honor and of comparative ease to undertake his present work…he did not hesitate a moment though he clearly foresaw the infinite labor, the crushing responsibility, the certainty of recurring disappointments, and all the grinding wear and tear which such a task implies.”
 Not only did Taft leave a comfortable life behind, he took on the most difficult work in the Philippines.  Because of his actions, Roosevelt saw Taft as a person who understood the strenuous life and lived it. Taft proved to be showing the same work ethic that Roosevelt had, which is one reason why Roosevelt supported him. 


The aspect of perseverance in Roosevelt’s work ethic provides further insight into the reasons why he supported the United States’s involvement in the Philippines. Roosevelt believed that no work should but put down until it was finished. He said that if the United States was merely going to go into the Philippines, overthrow Spain, and then leave, it may as well have not become involved in the first place. “If we drove out a medieval tyranny only to make room for savage anarchy, we had better not to have begun the task at all.”
 No, there was no reasonable way that the U.S. could leave the Philippines after the Spanish-American War. “The guns that thundered off Manila and Santiago left us echoes of glory, but they also left us a legacy of duty,” claimed Roosevelt.
 The U.S. took up its work, and now there was no justifiable way that it could put it down. The nation had to complete what it started; it was its duty to at least do that. It was not acceptable to leave. 
Roosevelt’s sense of unfinished business also stemmed from his idea of perseverance. He wished fervently that the Philippines would be annexed by the United States after the war with Spain. This was mainly due to his sense of unfinished work in the Philippines that was started when Dewey and Aguinaldo defeated the Spanish Armada and administration there. It can be asserted that Roosevelt justified the United States’s acquisition of the Philippines because work had already been started in the Philippines as soon as the U.S. Navy arrived at Manila Bay. Later, when Roosevelt supported army build-up in the Philippines to quell the insurrection, he claimed it was necessary because the Philippines had already been ceded to the U.S., and the nation’s duty to them was unfinished. Further, Roosevelt supported the U.S. civil government in the Philippines because it was fulfilling the duty that was left after the U.S. defeated the Filipino rebels. It seems that in Roosevelt’s eyes, a chain of unfinished work was left to be finished after every action that the U.S. took in the Philippines. Leaving and becoming uninvolved with the islands before completing all of the work that continued to present itself would be deplorable.
-Manliness and Masculinity-

Roosevelt also used his basic belief in an intense masculinity to form a support for the U.S. Philippine policy. As was said before, as goes the individual, so goes the group. There is no question that Roosevelt wished for the United States to be the manliest nation in the world, just as he wished to be the manliest of all men. He believed that annexing the Philippines, putting down the insurrection, and establishing civil rule in the islands was the nation’s ultimate chance to prove how manly a country it was. 
Roosevelt strongly believed that a central component to manliness was taking up one’s duties and responsibilities to his neighbor without second guessing. He said of work in the Philippines, “We have got to see the work through, because we are not a nation of weaklings; we are strong men, and we intend to do our duty.”
 The Americans were proving themselves masculine in taking up their duty to their neighbors, the Filipinos, both by suppressing the dangerous radical factions in the country through the counterinsurgency and by establishing a good government that would be beneficial to the Filipino people. 
One of the most important characteristics of Roosevelt’s idea of manliness was taking risks. As he understood it, military and civilian involvement in the Philippines was the ultimate risk that the people of the United States had been presented with. Yes, taking on this risk would be difficult and the results would be unknown, but work in the islands would provide Americans with the experience of something new that would add to their masculine character. The Americans in the islands were on untrodden ground and they would be the first to experience the new age of U.S. international involvement and intervention. Why not support the excursion that would provide the setting for individual and American manliness to thrive?
Because of his strong hate for any weak condition, stemming from his weakling state as a child, it is viable to say that Roosevelt would have had a passionate wish for the United States and its inhabitants to not be weaklings. Just as Roosevelt overcame his weakling state through “manly” activities, the U.S. could prevent becoming a weak nation through “manly” activities. As was shown, the involvement in the Philippines was, to Roosevelt, a manly activity. This would especially be illustrated with the battles against the rebels in the insurrection. What could be manlier than participating in a war for a just cause? Or, what could be better for forging manliness than guiding a more effeminate people into the context of good government? The involvement in the Philippines would act as a preventive measure against weakness and build the nation’s manly character.
It was an assurance that Theodore Roosevelt would see a person that did not support the Philippine cause as unmanly and weak; and, he surely would call them out on it. If the people of the United States did not believe in continuing the U.S.’s position in the Philippines – for fear of the loss of life, human dignity, or money – they would have been deemed cowardly and effeminate. Speaking to the nation’s public, Roosevelt commented that, “Unless we show ourselves weak, unless we show ourselves degenerate sons of the sires from whose loins we sprang, we must go on with the work that we have undertaken.”
 The people of the U.S. had to live up to the manly disposition that had been a tradition of the men that lived before them. Men like Lincoln and Grant did not discard the manly duties that they had been presented with regarding the Civil War, and the American people could not discard their manly duties in the Philippines.
 Americans who wanted to give the islands sovereignty were letting down the men before them who committed their lives to difficult, manly endeavors. Yes, he conceded, the work in the islands was difficult and Americans were on foreign ground, but a man had to be brave. There was no way to be a manly nation if the United States did not face the challenges that it was presented with.

More importantly, Theodore Roosevelt was clearly concerned about how the nation’s character was portrayed in the world scene as a whole. If the United States left the Philippines after the Spanish-American War and let the people of the islands have sovereignty, he was fearful that the rest of the nations on the world scene would see the United States as effeminate, cowardly, and non-confrontational. This would have been a complete and total disgrace to the nation and the nation’s people. And, if the U.S. left the islands, “some stronger, manlier power would have taken up the task which we in such case would have flinched from performing.”
 Basically, Roosevelt believed that if the United States left the islands in the Pacific, it would mean the creation of an effeminate reputation for the nation on the world scene, and also a rise in the manliness of other nations. Masculine nations did not change their minds about their work just because a task proved to be more difficult than expected. The best possible choice here was to continue the work that the U.S. got itself into and prove its masculinity to the rest of the world.
-Expansion of U.S. Hegemonic Power-


Theodore Roosevelt’s strong belief in expanding hegemonic power was a major factor on which he based his support for and defense of the Philippine policy. Roosevelt saw that the U.S. was becoming one of the great world powers during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Not only did the nation start to industrialize, but it also won an important victory in the Spanish-American War. Roosevelt believed that because the United States was gaining power at home, it had a right to expand its power abroad. When one looks at this factor, it is easy to see why Roosevelt would support intervention in the Philippines; he believed that the United States had a right to be the islands and take control because the U.S. was a great civilized power. The U.S. had a right to decide what was right for the Filipinos and govern them because the nation had already shown that it knew what it was doing at home. 

Roosevelt understood the significance of the United States’s ownership and rule of the Philippines and what it meant for an expansion of U.S. power across the globe. He wanted to communicate this significance to all of the American people to make them realize that the U.S. would become strong and powerful if it only stayed and worked in the Philippines. In a speech after the Philippine insurrection was subdued, Roosevelt expressed the implications of U.S. power in the Philippines, “America’s geographical position in the Pacific is such as to ensure our peaceful domination of its waters in the future if we only grasp with sufficient resolution the advantages of that position.”
 Essentially what Roosevelt was trying to communicate was that U.S. power would increase exponentially as long as the United States continued to occupy the Philippines. The country would become a greater world power because of the political hegemony that owning the islands created. Also, the strategic placing of the Philippines in the Pacific Far East meant increased commercial opportunities for the United States. Whereas the Far East was almost completely closed off from the U.S. before it acquired the Philippines, the nation now had an opportunity to break into the commercial world of the Orient. This would increase trading and investment which would also ensure the United States a growing economic hegemony in the world. Roosevelt said that by staying and governing in the Philippines, the U.S. was securing “a proper share to our people of this commercial future.”
 This growing global hegemony would eventually outweigh the work that had to be done in the islands.

The day that the Treaty of Paris was accepted by the United States Congress was the day that Roosevelt saw the United States gaining more power in the world. After securing a place in the Philippines, Roosevelt wanted to make sure that the U.S. retained its power. This is why he supported an extended stay in the Philippines with efforts to subdue the insurrection and create a civil government. Roosevelt preached that we, as people of the United States, needed to “see to it that we keep our position in the world; for our place is with the great expanding peoples…that accept with confidence a place of leadership in the world.”
 Much like the previous manliness argument, if the United States were to leave the place it carved out in the Philippines and allow the Filipinos independence, the U.S. would lose the power and greatness that it had rightfully gained in the world with the original acquisition of the islands. Roosevelt appealed to nationalistic ideals when he claimed that “the Philippines are now part of American territory. To surrender them would be to surrender American territory,” and thus lose the grip on the world and the country.
 Moreover, if the U.S. left the Philippines, Roosevelt said that the “bolder and stronger peoples will pass us by, and will win for themselves the domination of the world.”
 The U.S. would lose its chance for domination of the world, claimed Roosevelt, if it left its new-found station in the Philippines. And, the worst case scenario would be that the United States’s departure would “invite Japan or an ambitious European power to step in, potentially shutting the United States out of the Far East.”
 If the U.S. did not rightfully acknowledge the great importance of the Philippines, its stance in the world would be lost forever to other nations.

Roosevelt was a strong believer in hegemonic duties. Just as he believed in duties with his strong work ethic and manliness, he believed that hegemonic powers had duties to the rest of the world. When speaking to the U.S. soldiers that successfully put down the Philippine insurrection, he claimed, “You won renown for the country, added to its moral grandeur and to its material prosperity; but you also left duties to be done by those who came after you.”
 Roosevelt meant that the nation now had hegemonic duties to the Philippines themselves and to the world as a whole because of its new position in the islands. To the Philippines, the U.S. had a duty to pacify and bring justice. To the world, the U.S. had a duty to bring peace on a higher level by lessening the number of the uncivilized nations, “promoting the civilization of mankind” and getting rid of “lawlessness and anarchy.”
 If America left the Philippines, it would be shirking the duties that it had already assumed. Not only would this suggest that the U.S. was a poor hegemonic power, but it would also mean that it was shying away from the work that had to be done and the duties that it had assumed on the world scene. In conjunction with Roosevelt’s value of a strong work ethic and manliness, this would be unacceptable.

The last thing that should be mentioned about Roosevelt, hegemony, and the Philippines is that Roosevelt was a deep believer in national honor that came from hegemony. He believed that if the hegemonic duties were performed, if the United States gained material prosperity, and if it gained political power, then Americans would have more national honor. To Roosevelt, the situation in the Philippines provided a route to an exponentially increased national honor: “if we do our duty aright in the Philippines, we will add to that national renown which is the highest and finest part of national life.”
 The Philippine cause would make Americans look and feel good because of what they were accomplishing there. But, if the U.S. left the Philippines, the glorious page in the future history books would not be created, and the true chance at national honor that would come from world hegemony would be lost.

-Racial Differences-

There is no question that Roosevelt based his support for the U.S. Philippine policy on his belief in immutable racial differences. The Filipino people were grouped with those races that Roosevelt believed were innately inferior to the Anglo-Saxons. Roosevelt supported intervention in the Philippines because the U.S. was a civilized nation populated and ruled by whites, and had an inherent right to rule over the less-civilized islands. According to Roosevelt, the Philippines were a backward nation with a population of “half-caste and native Christians, warlike Moslems, and wild pagans…utterly unfit for self-government.”
 He also referred to them as “a wild and ignorant people” and “Chinese half-breeds.”
 They were savages and people who clearly did not know a good government from a bad one. Further, Roosevelt had no patience for the people who did not realize this. Roosevelt commented to Rudyard Kipling once that “in dealing with the Philippines I have first [to deal with] the jack-fools who seriously think that a group of pirates and head-hunters needs nothing but independence in order that they be turned forth-with into a dark-hued New England town meeting.”
 The people who seriously believed that the Filipinos could rule themselves were ignorant in the racial ways of the world.
The people of the U.S., being a civilized and white people, not only had a right to rule, but they also had the responsibility to civilize the barbarians in the Philippines. They had to pave the way for a new, more organized nation. Roosevelt believed, as Alfonso put it, that “it was the duty of the white man to civilize them [the Filipinos], even against their will.”
 By even starting relations in the Philippines, the United States had a duty to perform for the Filipinos themselves. The race of Philippines could become civilized, Roosevelt believed, but the only way for this to be accomplished was through an extended period of Anglo-Saxon tutelage. It was necessary for the Americans to be in the Philippines and subdue the insurrection because these actions were “a prerequisite to introducing the reign of justice.”
 The people of the U.S. were ultimately doing the Filipinos the greatest service by acting as their racial guiders. If Americans did not undertake this duty, the Filipinos would resort to anarchy. According to Roosevelt, the United States was “governing the Filipinos primarily in their interest, and for their very great benefit.”
 If the United States did not undertake this duty, who knows what horrible things would happen to the islands.  Further, if the U.S. ignored its role as a racially superior guardian in the Philippines, it would reflect poorly on its work ethic and masculinity. 

In 1902, just four years after the United States became involved with the Philippine cause, Roosevelt gave a speech in which he said that “Each inhabitant of the Philippines is now guaranteed his civil and religious rights, his rights to life, personal liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, subject only to not infringing on the rights of others.”
 Yes, Roosevelt claimed, the great race was performing well for the lesser race in the Philippines. Clearly there was a bigger purpose behind the U.S.’s presence in the islands.

Not only did the Philippines benefit, but the whole world was benefited because of the U.S. role in the Philippines. Fitting into Roosevelt’s carefully constructed hierarchy of racial duties, the United States was taking up the role of the bringer of peace and greater civilization to the whole world. As long as the nation took its racial duties in the Philippines seriously and performed its work, “one more fair spot of the world’s surface shall have been snatched from the forces of darkness.”
 The world was going to become a better place to live in because the great white race of the Unites States were civilizing the backward, “pagan” race of the Philippines. The U.S. was “promoting the civilization of mankind.”
 In other words, Americans were practicing “collective uplift” of the world that would benefit all people.
 This would, without a doubt, justify the U.S. presence in the islands.
Historiography

In the literature that studies Roosevelt’s ideas and beliefs, there has been a tendency to concentrate on the controversial topics of racial superiority and imperialism. Howard Beale was the first historian to examine Roosevelt’s ideas on racial superiority and connect them to his feelings on duty to the lesser people.
 Later, David Burton discussed this topic more fully and suggested that Roosevelt had an ideal of evolutionism but also believed that responsibilities and privileges came to those races that were superior.
 However, in a later work, Burton claimed that progress mattered to Roosevelt more than race.
 Both of these authors view the race question as the key to his imperial policy, while Thomas Dyer asserted that race was the central idea of Roosevelt in many other facets of his life, not solely imperialism.


Of all the works that focus on Roosevelt, key themes in each are his feelings and actions pertinent to imperialism. This has been a hotly-contested subject by many authors. Some, like David Burton, claimed that Roosevelt was, if nothing else, the definition of an imperialist. Roosevelt wished for the expansion of the United States across the globe. However, he does concede that Roosevelt had a method behind his imperialism, most intensely focused on progress of other nations. Other authors, especially Richard Collin, have claimed that Roosevelt was not the imperialist that he has been made out to be.
 Collin claimed that Roosevelt was not in favor of growing political and economic hegemony, but rather of finding a place for new American culture, literature, and art in the world. He did not want to rule over the other peoples of the world. Later, Matthew Frye Jacobson contested this view, instead depicting Roosevelt as a bloody imperialist who loved war and the conquests it brought with victory.
 

While there is an abundance of literature that focuses on the broad topic of Roosevelt’s life and the events that coincided with it, there is a small amount of literature that specifically focuses on the topic of Roosevelt and his support for and defense of the United States’s presence in the Philippines. James Holmes’s work on Roosevelt’s idea of police power in international relations presents a case study of Roosevelt’s involvement with the Philippines, but Roosevelt’s motives are merely touched upon as imperialistic and racial, and the politics of the islands are given greater consideration than his motives.
 The only book that has really been found to go in depth on the United States’s situation in the Philippines and Roosevelt’s involvement in it is Oscar M. Alfonso’s work Theodore Roosevelt and the Philippines 1897-1909. Here Alfonso focused on Roosevelt’s use of presidential power and how it related to what Roosevelt claimed he wanted to accomplish in the Philippines. In the end, Alfonso concludes that although Roosevelt professed a great interest in the Philippines and their people, his inability to accomplish anything that was really beneficial to the Filipino people reflects the fact that he really did not care about the Philippine situation as much as was claimed. 

Most of the literature that explores Roosevelt’s role in foreign policy only devotes a mere chapter to the Philippine situation, and sometimes even less to the values that were inherent to understanding Roosevelt’s thinking regarding the Philippines.
 What all but a few of these books on foreign policy lack is a sufficient insight into the larger life of Theodore Roosevelt. Most works give some explanation of Roosevelt’s feelings on racial superiority or imperialism, as indicated previously, but most are prone to focus on these aspects of his life alone. And, it is evident that the literature on Roosevelt’s foreign policy attempts to group all of his foreign involvement into one category. It needs to be recognized that it would be impossible for Roosevelt to have the same ideas and handle event on the world scene in the same way. When researching the Philippine situation, these overgeneralizations can lead to a limited understanding of Roosevelt’s motives. Roosevelt is one of the most complex characters in U.S. history. It is impossible simply to focus on a single aspect of his life and to claim that that single aspect motivated him to support the Philippine policy. This viewpoint is not only untrue, but it is unfair. Saying that one or two aspects defined all of Roosevelt’s decisions neglects the complexity of character that Roosevelt is known for. But, this is what seems to have been the popular view with interpretations about Roosevelt and the Philippines. In one piece of literature imperialism reigns, while racial ideas reign in another. It is necessary for a person to see the interplay of reasons for Roosevelt’s support of the United States’s Philippine policy. This is where this paper becomes important. While the paper discussed the two most favored interpretations of Roosevelt’s beliefs as they related to the Philippines – imperialism and racial attitudes – it also focused on two that have never been discussed before with regards to the Philippines – Roosevelt’s work ethic and intense masculinity. While Roosevelt’s notions on imperialism and racial differences have been given the greatest weight in the past, one can now see that an interplay of Roosevelt’s everyday beliefs is just as important in uncovering his feelings on U.S. involvement in the Philippines. 

There are many historians who examine Roosevelt’s involvement in Cuba and Panama to showcase effectively his personal beliefs and ideas on world power. There are few historians that have done the same with the Philippines. With this topic, there has been a tendency to focus more on the events that happened with the Philippines rather than the motives behind them. One could even say that the United States’s situation in the Philippines is one of the least-known American interventions in history.
 For whatever reason, historians have not seen Roosevelt’s feelings on the Philippines as a sufficiently important topic to devote more than a chapter or two to in a book. This is why this paper is especially important. Not only does it provide a better understanding of Roosevelt and his values, but it also illustrates a clearer picture of why Roosevelt was interested in keeping the United States in the Philippines in the first place.


Conclusion


In Theodore Roosevelt’s inaugural address in 1905, he commented on the new challenges that the United States faced as a world power: “though the problems are new, though the tasks set before us differ from the tasks set before our fathers who founded and preserved the Republic, the spirit in which these tasks must be undertaken and these problems faced, if our duty is to be well done, remains essentially unchanged.”
 Seeing the U.S.’s involvement in the Philippines as one of these new tasks and problems, there is no question that Roosevelt supported the effort in the islands. He praised the victory of Dewey in the Philippines, supported the campaign for Philippine acquisition, defended the military actions of the U.S. in the islands during the counterinsurgency, and favored the establishment of a civil government all while other Americans seriously questioned Philippine involvement and wished for the nation to depart from the islands. So, one is directed back to the question that was originally presented at the beginning of the paper: On what did Roosevelt base his support for the Philippine excursion?

It has been made clear that Theodore Roosevelt’s everyday beliefs laid the groundwork for his support for and defense of U.S. intervention in the Philippines. First, it can be seen that Roosevelt’s work ethic played a large part in his basis for support. The Philippine cause was another way to live the glorified strenuous life. Like the Civil War soldiers in the earlier days of the U.S., no great success would come without the hard work that was to be done in the Philippines. It was necessary to stay there and bring the American work and duties to a conclusion. Second, Roosevelt’s high value of masculinity clearly led him to support the Philippine policy. By taking up the problem in the islands, Americans were taking a risk that would inevitably further develop their masculinity while simultaneously proving their manliness to the rest of the world. Next, Roosevelt’s deep belief in the expansion of U.S. power played a part in his support. The U.S. had a right and a duty to be in the Philippines because of its level of power. And, Roosevelt recognized that by being in the islands the U.S. would simultaneously gain economic and political hegemony and honor while limiting rivals’ power. Last, the belief in racial differences also played a part in Roosevelt’s support. The United States had a right and a duty, as with hegemonic power, to be in the Philippines because Americans were the greater race. Not only were Americans helping the lesser race of Filipinos advance, they were performing collective uplift of the civilization of mankind. 

Some historians argue that Theodore Roosevelt’s beliefs on imperialism and Social Darwinism were most important in shaping what causes he supported and what work he occupied himself with. However, as one can see as a result of this paper, this is an overgeneralization. Yes, the “Big Stick” and racism are important, but his basic beliefs are important also. One need not enter into the vast world of Roosevelt’s correspondence and lesser-known writings to acquire a sense of this as it pertains to the Philippines. The source collection of this paper illustrates this point. Even by just looking at Roosevelt’s public speeches one can see how certain beliefs influence his argument for support for the Philippine situation. Essentially, Roosevelt, like any other normal person, allowed his most basic beliefs to guide his decisions and his support for the Philippine cause. 
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