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Questions: 

1. According to Albert J. Beveridge, for what reasons should the United States annex the Philippines? 
2. In what ways does Beveridge address the anti-imperialist issues of constitutional authority and intent 

of the Founders? 
3. Why is Beveridge's speech significant to the annexation movement?  

 
In the Philippine annexation debates) one of the most forceful advocates of imperialism was Albert J 

Beveridge) a first-term Republican senator from Indiana. Known for powerful political oratory and Anglo-Saxon 
supremacy before arriving in the Senate), Beveridge broke with tradition and gave a major speech as a freshman 
senator. In order to obtain information about the Philippine issue, Beveridge traveled to the islands and conducted 
a personal investigation. This inquiry added credibility to his annexationist position. Excerpted following is 
Beveridge's eloquent Senate speech on the question of 
Philippine annexation. Beveridge served two terms in the Senate and was often considered one of the original 
Progressive Republicans. He lost a re-election bid in 1911, and became a distinguished historian. His best work 
was The Life of John Marshall (four volumes),for which he received the Pulitzer Prize for historical biography. 
 
 
 

Mr. President, the times call for candor. The Philippines are ours forever, "territory belonging to the United 
States," as the Constitution calls them. And just beyond the Philippines are China's illimitable markets. We will not 
retreat from either. We will not repudiate our duty in the archipelago. We will not abandon our opportunity in the 
Orient. We will not renounce our part in the mission of our race, trustee, under God, of the civilization of the world. 
And we will move forward to our work, not howling out regrets like slaves whipped to their burdens, but with 
gratitude for a task worthy of our strength, and thanksgiving to Almighty God that He has marked us as His chosen 
people, hence forth to lead in the regeneration of the world. 

This island empire is the last land left in all the oceans. If it should prove a mistake to abandon it, the 
blunder once made would be irretrievable. If it proves a mistake to hold it, the error can be corrected when we will. 
Every other progressive nation stands ready to relieve us. 

But to hold it will be no mistake. Our largest trade henceforth must be with Asia. The Pacific is our ocean. 
More and more Europe will manufacture the most it needs, secure from its colonies the most it consumes. Where 
shall we turn for consumers of our surplus? Geography answers the question. China is our natural customer. She is 
nearer to us than to England, Germany, or Russia, the commercial powers of the present and the future. They have 
moved nearer to China by securing permanent bases on her borders. The Philippines give us a base at the door of all 
the East. 

Lines of navigation from our ports to the Orient and Australia; from the Isthmian Canal to Asia; from all 
Oriental ports to Australia, converge at and separate from the Philippines. They are a self-supporting, dividend-
paying fleet, permanently anchored at a spot selected by the strategy of Providence, commanding the Pacific. And 
the Pacific is the ocean of the commerce of the future. Most future wars will be conflicts for commerce. The power 
that rules the Pacific, therefore, is the power that rules the world. And, with the Philippines, that power is and will 
forever be the American Republic. . . .  

Here, then, Senators, is the situation. Two years ago there was no land in all this world which we could 
occupy for any purpose. Our commerce was daily turning toward the Orient, and geography and trade 
developments made necessary our commercial empire over the Pacific. And in that ocean we had no commercial, 
naval, or military base. To-day we have one of the three great ocean possessions on the globe, located at the most 
commanding commercial, naval, and military points in the eastern seas, within hail of India, shoulder to shoulder 
with China, richer in its own resources than any equal body of land on the entire globe, and peopled by a race 
which civilization demands shall be improved. Shall we abandon it? That man little knows the common people of 
the Republic, little understands the instincts of our race, who thinks we will not hold it fast and hold it forever, 
administering just government by simplest methods. . . . 

But Senators, it would be better to abandon this combined garden and Gibraltar of the Pacific, and count 
our blood and treasure already spent a profitable loss, than to apply any academic arrangement of self-government 
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to these children. They are not capable of self-government. How could they be? They are not of a self-governing 
race. They are Orientals, Malays, instructed by Spaniards in the latter's worst estate. 

They know nothing of practical self-government except as they have witnessed the weak, corrupt, cruel, 
and capricious rule of Spain. What magic will anyone employ to dissolve in their minds and characters those 
impression of governors and governed which three centuries of misrule has created? What alchemy will change the 
oriental quality of their blood and set the self-government currents of the American pouring through their Malay 
veins? How shall they, in the twinkling of an eye, be exalted to the heights of self-governing peoples which 
required a thousand years, Anglo-Saxon though we are? . . . 

No one need fear their competition with our labor. No reward could beguile, no force compel, these 
children of indolence to leave their trifling lives for the fierce and fervid industry of high wrought America. The 
very reverse is the fact. One great problem is the necessary labor to develop these islands-to build the roads, open 
the mines, clear the wilderness, drain the swamps, dredge the harbors. The natives will not supply it. . . . 

Senators in opposition are estopped from denying our constitutional power to govern the Philippines as 
circumstances may demand, for such power is admitted in the case of Florida, Louisiana, Alaska. How, then, is it 
denied in the Philippines? Is there a geographical interpretation to the Constitution? Do degrees of longitude fix 
constitutional limitations? Does a thousand miles of ocean diminish constitutional power more than a thousand 
miles of land? . . . 

Mr. President, this question is deeper than any question of party politics; deeper than any question of the 
isolated policy of our country even; deeper even than any question of constitutional power. It is elemental. It is 
racial. God has not been preparing the English-speaking and Teutonic peoples for a thousand years for nothing but 
vain and idle self-contemplation and self-admiration. No! He has made us the master organizers of the world to 
establish a system where chaos reigns. He has given us the spirit of progress to overwhelm the forces of reaction 
throughout the earth. He has made us adept in government that we may administer government among savage and 
senile peoples. Were it not for such a force as this the world would relapse into barbarism and night. And of all our 
race He has marked the American people as His chosen nation to finally lead in the regeneration of the world. This 
is the divine mission of America, and it holds for us all the profit, all the glory, all the happiness possible to man. 
We are the trustees of the world's programs, guardians of its righteous peace. The judgment of the Master is upon 
us: "Ye have been faithful over a few things; I will make you ruler over many things." 

What shall history say of us? Shall it say that we renounced that holy trust, left the savage to his base 
condition, the wilderness to the reign of waste, deserted duty, abandoned glory, forget our sordid profits even, 
because we feared our strength and read the charter of our powers with the doubter's eye and the quibbler's mind? 
Shall it say that, called by events to captain and command the proudest, ablest, purest race of history in history's 
noblest work, we declined that great commission? Our fathers would not have had it so. No! They founded no 
paralytic government, no sluggard people, passive while the world's work calls them. They established no 
reactionary nation. They unfurled no retreating flag. . . . 

Mr. President and Senators, adopt the resolution offered, that peace may quickly come and that we may 
begin our saving, regenerating, and uplifting work. . . . Reject it, and the world, history, and the American people 
will know where to forever fix the awful responsibility for the consequences that will surely follow such failure to 
do our manifest duty. How dare we delay when our soldier's blood is flowing? 
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