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ABSTRACT

On September 7, 1901, President McKinley
was assassinated at Buffalo, New York. With the
inauguration of Theodore Roosevelt we are presented
with a unified eight-year period to gather observa-
tions and reflections of America by friends and foes
alike.

This study attempts to identify and correlate
these perceptions and interpret to what extent the

Manitoba Free Press' portrait of America reflects

the contemporary perceptions of the United States. In
the process it attempts to establish criteria for such
a difficult study; examines several unified views of
America, that is, continental European, British,

Canadian and the Free Press' portraits of contemporary

America; indicates the similarities as well as the
contradictions between the different composité
portraits; and by inference reflects and points out
some contemporary perceptions of Canada from within
and from without the country. For in interpreting
another we lay open ourselves and in contrasting
perceptions we perceive, interprete and evaluate

ourselves.
Constantine J. Tsekouras

1978.



INTRODUCTION

The dawn of the twentieth century witnessed
the rise of many nations in the international arena.
Some like Germany, Japan and the United States were
flexing their muscles and expanding their imperial
possessions in Manchuria, Africa or the South Pacific.
Others like Canada were becoming more noticeable
internationally as havens for the OppreSSed, or as
a bright hope for an easy land claim. As the millions
began to pour into Western Canada from Europe and the
United States a new focus was placed on the future ofl
the Dominion. Not only native Canadians but American,
British, as well as continental European observers
began to foresee one inevitable outcome: Canada was
to be the next viéfim of American imperialism.1

It was therefore intellectual curiosity that

spurred this investigation of contemporary perceptions

of Roosevelt's America. If Canada's future belonged with

1S.E.Moffet, The Americanization of Canada,

Toronto: U. of T. Press, 1972. Also H. Munsterberg,
The Americans, McClure & Phillips, 1904, and W.T.
Stead, The Americanization of the World or the Trend
of the Twentieth Century, N.Y.: Horace Markley, 1902.




the United States, how did contemporary Canadians
perceive their neighbours?

Questions are easier to raise than to-answer.
While there has been a lot of research done on Canadian-
American political, economic, and diplomatic relations,
however, no precise study exists on contemporary
Canadian perceptions of Roosevelt's America. Perhaps
with the new intgrest by historiaps in Canadian social
and intellectual studies thés inadeqﬁasy will be cor-
rected. This study attemps to begin‘the process by

looking at the Manitoba Free Press and its perception

of Roosevelt's America.

The Manitoba Free Press was selected with

several considerations in mind. First, it was the
largest Western Canadian contemporary daily; it had

a reputation as an influent;al, informative and com-
prehensive newspaper; it was printed in Winnipeg,

the metropolis of Western Canada. Winnipeg, was a

city bursting with activity, composed of a cosmopolitan
population and situated far from the old, established
and tradition-bound Canadian provinces of Ontario,
Quebec and tpe Maritimes. Perhaps in this isolated
Canadian daily a more objective portrait of Amgrica

could be found.



The period 1901-1909 was chosen with several
thoughts in mind. The Rooseve1£ age, as is known,
appeared long enough and unified enough through the
strong leadership and impact of President Roosevelt.
Internationally, through his involvemgnt in Cuba,
the Panama canal, the Alaskg boundary dispute, the
Portsmouth peace treaty, the sailing of the White fleet,
or the Root-Takahira agreement Roosevelt with his "Big
Stick" was leaving his mark on the international com-
munity. At the same time, domestic reforms, legal bat-
tles'against the American giant corporations like
Standard 0il, the attempts to expose and condemn Ameri-
can political corruption, emphasis on conservation,
education, and social responsibility indicated a new
reviva} in American civilization. Finally, this was an
opportune period marked by Canadian politica;.stability
under Laurier's 1eadership;,by Canadian economic optimism
resulting from the wheat boom, the increasing development
of”Canad;an_naturalﬁresources‘and inﬁthe.exﬁansion of '
Canéda's transportation systems; finally, it was
an opportune period'marked,by the literary growth in
Canéda seen in the many periodicals of the period and
in the vitality of many Canadian newspapers, such as

the Manitoba Free Press.




The closing date, 1909, was also selected
with seVgral reasons in mind. It appeared as a water-
shed in Canadian-American relations. It marked the
first concrete steps to repair the damages of war,
fear of war,’and continental political expansion by
establishing a new basis, amity and co-operation, as
seen in the establishment of the International Joint
Commission. It demonstrated Canadian maturity in
external affairs with the establishmentjof the Depart-
mgpt of External Affairs. It marked the end of the
Roosevelt era associated with thé:"Big Stiqk" and the
bitter memories of the Alaska decision. Finally, it/
marked the reappearance of sensitive Canadian issues,
such as Imperial defence and reciprocity, culminating
in the 1911 defeat of the Laurier ministry.

Now the ac? of perception involves the cognition
of a single, distinct and unified essence obtained
from the sensory processes while confronted by a
s’cimulus.2 The perception of a complex, synthetic and
abstract civilization liké’the United States during

the first decade of the twentieth century involved

2C.L.Barnhart, ed., The American College

Dictionary, N.Y.: Random House, 1966, p. 899.
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the interprefation of thousands of individual descrip-
tions, opinions, beliefs and comments in a kaleidoscopic
mosaic. It involved the examination of on the'spot
opinions, well thought out judgements and academic
reflections. It:-is freely admitted, however, that many
of these opinions were biased, based on incomplete
information and in some cases representative’ of .only an
individual point of view. Therefore the validating
criterion for this study was as follows. A wide scope

of contemporary sources were used, approximately 36 peri-
odicals for the whole eight year period, unless other-
wise noted in the bibliography; several dozen contempo-—
rary and later interpretative books were searched for
such opinions; most contemporary official papers on
Canadian-American relations at the Public Archives in
Ottawa were examined for viewpoints of Americaj; the

Manitoba Free Press' editorial page was read for the

period along with several other newspapers read at

specific dates for correlatiné and evaluating percep-
tions; finally, several foreign and American serious
interpretative studies were read as a further control

for the Free Press' perceptions of Roosevelt's America.

Over the past seventy years several historians

have left isolated reflections of Roosevelt's America.



From the 1920's Sir R. Falconer left an interesting
perception of Americans as a people and as potential
immigrants to Western Canada:

They are alert and shrewd in business, with
an eye to money-making whether by trading
in land, booming real estate, pushing the
sale of farm implements, developing the
lumber industry, or advertising for oil.
They show their initiative and common sense
by their use of labour-saving devices and
practical conveniences on the farm and in
the home.5

During the next decade another brief perception
from Canadian opinions during the dramatic Alaska bounda-

ry dispute. reads as follows:

For us the significant fact is that Canadians,
under provocation, lost their tempers and that
the press gave expression of their annoyance.
Once again they accused Americans of allowing
demestic politics to play too great a part in
their public actions. Once again they denounced
bullying and bluff. Once again they felt that
their great neighbor was unreliable and unac-
countable. There was added a suggestion of

sharp practice, of ‘duplicity, of want of

3Sir R.Falconer, The United States as a neigh-
bour from a Canadian point, Cambridge: at U. Press,

1925, p. 53.




sportsmanship.4

In the last few years a more generalized
description of Roosevelt's America can be found.
R.C.Brown and R.Cook summarized the Canadian views
in a brief paragraph as follows:

The U.S5. attracted an equal variety of
attitudes from Canadians. In one sense,
the U.S. was what most Canadians were
striving for: wealth, power, and at least
approximate equality of opportunity. Yet,
in another sense, the United States was
everything many Canadians abhorred: impe-
rialism, lack of discipline, and moral
relativism. Canadians feared and envied
the U.S. But they knew that probably no
country, not even Great Britain, was as
important to them as their immense,'fre-
quently turbulent neighbour. The task for
Canadians was some how to obtain the bene-
fits of American society without its faults,
while at the same time assuring that
Canadian society remained distinct fro

the nation to the SOuth.5'

4H.F.Angus, ed, Canada and her Great Neighbor,

Sociological surveys of opinions and attitudes in Canada
concerning the United States, Toronto: The Ryerson Press,
1938, p. 79.

5R.C.Brown, and R.Cook, Canada 1896-1921: A
Nation Transformed, Toronto: McClelland & Stewart

Ltd.’ ,]974, p. 6.




These tﬁree brief composites reflect the
-Canadian pefceptions of Roosevelt's America. They
illustrate the difficulty a historian faces in
establishing criteria for a study such as this.
Therefore, in attempting to evaluate to what extent

the Manitobe Free Press reflected the contemporary

views of America the following sequenbe will be
presented. First a brief outline of continental
Eufopean opinions will be presented; this will be
followed by a portrait composed of cbgtempéfary British
observations; a composite of Canadian perceptions of
Roosevelt's America will then be presented; finally,
after the general background of contemporary perceptions

has been presented the more detailed portféit of

America from the editorial page of the Free Press
will be presented. It is hoped that by comparing

the Free Press'views with those of other contemporaries

we can estimate the validity of its portrait. In the
process we may well gather a few insights and colour-

ful descriptions of Canada, its people and institutions

at the turn of the century.



A NEW GIANT

Emergence of the United States as a major
world powerwy meant that continental Kuropeans, many
of them for the first time, focused attention on a
possible ally or rival. Some of the views of Amer-
ica were distorbted by distance and ignorance of
the variety existing in a vast country, and the in-
creased reporting of American eveats in continental
newspapers often illustrated the misinformation and
reinforced stereotypes. At the same time continental
writers with some experience of the United States and
its history provided Europeans with a generally
sympathetic but sometimes critical assessment of .t
Roosevelt's America.

Charles Wagner, the French author of My Impressions

of America tried to discover the inmost sources of

her extraordinary activity. He perceived American

life as homogeneous and believed that homogeneity

had resulted from the democratic ideal which was

the foundation of her institutions. He saw the American
public school as the great organ of assimilation

and digestion, "the stomach of America" that imbued

the children of every race with the spirit of demo-

cracy. This democratic spirit elevated, gave dignity

2
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and inspired a just pride in the whole of which the

newcomer had become a part to the extent that he could
proudly expound the conviction "I am an American".'l
Wagner eloquently summarized the aim of American edu-

cation:

each pupil should be a somebody, be conscious
of his dignity, take upon himself. the respon-
sibility for his acts, and preside over the
republic within him- this is the aim towards
which education is directed. It is education
for freedom, conducted thfough a personal
discipline, the education of "self-control"?

He was amazed by America's preoccupation
with industry. He claimed that everybody in America
worked not for the money but mainly for the respect
and admiration that it brought. America, he insisted,
was definitely not %he land of "King Dollar" as many
had described her because to Americans wealth was a
social charge involving a responsibility of the highest
degree both to man and to God. "If she had her money-
madmen to whom the end justfies the means", he commented,
‘2, "her selfish hoarders, her corruptionists who

try to rule by buying men's consciences with gold,

1c. Wagner, My Impressions of America, N. Y.:
McIure Phillips and Co., 1906, p. 164.

21pid, p. 169.
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- she has also raised to the height of a principle,

an institution, the duty of using one's wealth well".5
It was because Americans worked and honoured-work
that they’had become very resourceful, inventive and
persevgring. They had also developed industrial
schools and genefally speaking renumerated labour
well,

Among the many “strongholds" he observed in
America, Wagner included, her religious faith, faith
in liberty, good faith among citizens in:their mutual
dealings, respect for women and, most important, the
ideal of simplicity.4

Certain European Journals had depicted artifif-

5 but he argued

ciality as the badge of American life
that this artificial and complicated life which pre=-
vailed in America to a disquieting degree was only
"accidental” and did not belong to the American cha-
racter. Its presence, however, constituted one of

the greatest dangers the nation was facing because

it was permitting itself to be drawn into a life of

5Wagner, P. 146.

“Ibid, pp. 263-7.

>Tbid., p. 280.
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superficiality, a life forgetfgl of the soul and scorn-
ful of simplicity. America, in fact, was running the
danger of destroying its true ideal "the realization
of a beautiful life, inspired by concern for the best
things", that is he explained, "of a broadly human
life, energetic and benevolent, powerful and pacific,
in which conscience never loses its rights".6

In his sympathetic view of America Wagner was
certain that her normal conservatism, her courage,
her ardour for the future and her simplicity were an
assurance of victory in the moral crisis of the time.7
America loved the life that was genuine and substan-
tial, the life in which the things most highly wvalued
were moral qualities, uprightness, energy and kindness
as well as those fundamental family sentiments that
were the cement of society.8

Wagner was by no means the only foreign obser-
ver to find in America support for his own preconceived
views of what a twentieth century society should be.

D'Estournelles de Constant claimed thst visits to

America in 1902, 1907, and - 1911 had removed his earlier

6Wagner, P. 283.
7Ibid‘, p. 2860

81pid, p. 283.
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prejudices. By the time he wrote America and its

Problems in the early months of the first World War,
any fear he had once felt of an American peril had
been altered to a view of the "world's best hope".9
To him America was like an eagle because of her
dominating international influence as well.as a star
because of the guiding international role which she

10

was destined to perform. As a result he observed

that it was America's duty and interest to become
Europe's guide and master.qq
De Constant applauded the "pious and patriotiec
spirit" in which Americans were keeping the memory
of "our French forefathers alive" and warned that
France would be guilty of criminal folly if through
ignorance she permifﬁed such bonds of friendship
existing between the two nations to slacken.,]2 Youthful

t
industrial America was commig@ng many errors but she

was duly chastised for 1:hem."3
In a paternalistic fashion he described the

American youth as open-minded but innocent and in

9P.H.B.D'Estournelles de Constant, America and
her Problems, N.Y.: The Macmillan Co., 1915, p. X.

107514, p. 521.

M1pid, p. 313.

/lelbid', p. 8.

51pia, pp. 8-9.
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‘need of proper guidance:

All these young people have no thought of
evil; but it will be all the more easy to
deceive them and lead them astray, and

how necessary it is to put them on their
guard, not only against their own mistakes,

but against those committed by governments.ﬂ4

He was hopeful, however, that American schools
would provide the answer.

The ideal of the American man and the
American woman is to instruct, enlighten
and guide the young, and through them the
nation, towards gdod, by all possible means
and regardless the cost. Everything is for

the young and for the future.15

Perhaps the most lasting impression on de
Constant was that of the American society woman. In
a poetic description he revealed his awe and admira-
tion for what he called "the greatest~ornament" and

16

the "highest expression of luxury" in America. She

wes also carefree, beautiful, self-confident and
"glad to be alive". Perplexed he explained,

O American woman, elective queens, an

14D'Estournelles de Constant, p. 57.

151bid" po 3’]60

101pid, p. 284.

———ossme——
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aristocracy in a democracy, what sums of
money your husbands, your fathers and the
whole of your country must make to go on

supplying you with dress.q7

It was this youthful vitality in her men and
women that would be the instrument to overcome all
her difficulties and dangers and perhaps save western
Europe as well.

While these French authors wrote ffom personal
visits to America Ostrogorski, the Polish author well
known for his classic critique of American democracy,
made an academic analysis of America and her institu;
tions. Unlike de Constant he was not convinced that -
American virility was the solution to America's pro-
blems. He observed that the American nation had demon-
strated "the admirable spectacle of a creative force,
of an indomitable energy, of a tenacious will that
had no parallel"”. But he argued that this achievement
sprang from ss admirable roots. He though that Amer-
‘icans believed that "to make money" was the destiny

of mankind and they had poured all their strength in

47D'Estournelles de Constant, p. 284.
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18 In the process they had sa-

achieving this goal.
crificed their democratic government to plutocracy
‘and the party "Machine". Perhaps, he admitted, go-
vernment by bosses was not administratively speak-
ing more destructive than plutocracy but both plu-
tocracy and bosses together had tended to "eat out
the heart of the commonwealth“.19 This process was
accelerated by the exaggerated generosity of the
American which had put a premium on public plundering
and had blunted civic sensibility.eo
Ostrogorski also believed that of "all races"
in an advanced stage of civilization the American was
the least capable of long views. The American, he de-
clared, was more bent on enjoying the present without
wondering about the future because he looked at all
difficulties and evils as transitory. To be otherwise

meant to be held in contempt by his fellow man as un-

practical and as a pessimist.

a singular power of forgetfulness, the events

1805tr0gorski, M. Democracy and the Organization
of Political Parties, II, Chicago: Quadrangle Books,

1964, p. 301. {First published in 1902, by Mcmillan Co.,).

191pia, p. 300.

207pid, p. 302.
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.

of the day before are to him ancient history.
Confident in the future, he exhibits a remark-
..able endurance of present evils, a submissive
patience which is ready to foregé not only
the rights of the citizen, but sometimes the
rights of man. He does not remember, he does

not feel, he lives in a materialistic dream.zl

Ostrogorski saw a contradiction between the
apparently low secial*ﬁarriers and the isolation of
individuals. Material civilization, advance of know-
ledge and the levelling tendency had produced an atom-

istic society.

The American lives morally in the vagueness
of space; he is, as it were, suspended in

the air, he has no fixed groove. The levelled
society, without traditions, without a past,

in which he lives, does not provide him

with one.22f

It was his Qpinion that America could overcome
her political formalism and mechanism, the "two evils

in American democracy", by granting women a vote, and

iby mounting a vigorous offensive against the destructive

"Caucus regime". The task, he explained, was a

2105trogorski, p. 303,

227pid, p. 307.
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gigantic one because,

the citizen must be re-invested with his
power over the commonwealth, and the com=
monwealth must revert to its proper objects;
the separation between society and politics
must be put an end to, and the divorce be=~
tween politics and morality annulled; civic
indifference must give place to an alert
and vigilant public spirit; the conscience
of the citizen must be set free from for-
malism which has enslaved it; electors and
supreme depositaries of power must be guided
in their political conduct by the reason in-
herent in things, and not by the conventional
meaning attached to words; superiority of
character and intelligence, that is to say
the real leadership, dethroned by political
mechanism, must be reinstated in its right
to direct the government of the Republic,
authority as well as liberty, now usurped
by the men who traffic in the public weal
under the party flag and in the name of
democracy, must be rehabilitated.25

It was evident that Ostrégorski's condemnation
of certain tendencies he perceived in the United States

was linked with a sincere concern for democratic

2305trogorski, P. 314.
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institutions and a sympathy for many American aims.
He was convinced that the futqée of American democracy
depended. on the improvement of America's general
culture and politicél methods.

A,J.Torrielli cites two Italian observers
of the Roosevelt era. Sormany, the psychologist turned
economist, compared American millionaires to their
national bird the “golden eagle". They were pitiless.
Their minds were always fixed on the seizure of new
prey, with the satisfaction of an insatiable appetite

/
as their only purpose for which they were quite willing

<o . . 4
to sacrifice every other cons1derat10n.2

It was the evaluation of America from an
Italian viewpoint by Ugo Ojetti that Torrielli con-
sidered excellent.rin his lecture on "America and the
future" at the Collegio Romano on January 26, 1905,

OJjetti stated:

The true American was the real abode of
the fabulous risk, the undying faith in
the future and the intense life which
plunged into work as if into an orgy.

-

He feared a real disaster if the world should

25

24A.J.Torrielli, Italian opinion on America

as revealed by Italian Travellers 1850-1900, N.Y.:
Kraws Reprint Co., 1969, p. 268.

257bid., p. 294.
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. accept the American philosophy of life:

The whole of Europe had become imbued with
American ways after the Spanish War..The
doctrine of work for the sake of work, of
money for the sake of money, was sweeping
away the seasoned idealities of centuries.

The absence of any moral value was no more

of any consequence.26

While one Latin nation in Europe was exalted
by the American example, another saw America as un-
dermining Western civilization.

In Germany, an industrial rival, the contempo-
rary view of America was hardly sympathetic. It was
largely to correct what he considered the mistaken
views of his countrymen that Hugo Minsterberg, =a
German professor of Psychology at Harvard University,
attempted to systematically interpret the democratic
ideas of America, the nature of the American man and
the forces shaping his civilization.

He explained that in the German mind America

was the land where gold was lying in the streets, and

27

where the newcomer still found a chance of a free life.

26qorrielli, p. 294.

27y, Munsterberg, American Traits from the
Point of view of a German, N. Y.: Houghton, Mifflin

& Co., 1901, p. S.
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As for the adjective "American" in the German language,

it was ﬁsually associated with three things, American

stoves,

flourished in Berlin Jjust as in Chicago.

American duels, and the American humbug which

28 Then he

presented to American readers the well known German

stereotype of the American man:

strated

He is a haggard creature, with vuigar tastes
and brutal manners, who drinks whiskey and
chews tobacco, spits, fights, puts his feet

on the table, and habitually rushes along in
wild haste, absorbed by a greedy desire for
the dollars of his neighbors. He does not

care for education or art, for the public
welfare or for Jjustice, except so far as

they mean money to him. Corrupt from top to
toe, he buys legislation and courts and govern-
ment; and when he wants fun, he lynches inno-
cent negroes on Madison Square in New York,

or in the Boston Public Garden. He has his
family usually in a skyscraper of twenty-four
stories; his business is founded on misleading
advertisements; his newspapers are filled with
accounts of murders, and his churches swarm

with hypocrites.29

A bit far-fetched, he observed, but it illu-

very clearly how Germans perceived America.

28Mﬁnsterberg, P. 3.

291bid, r. 9.
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His perspective, however, was entirely different. He
saw the American as "an idealist through and through".Bo
If the American, he argued, chased after money it was
for the pleasure of the chase. He was essentially honest

and helpful as illustrated from his charity, hospitality

and from his projects in educational improvement.31

America's idealism hid beneath a mask of selfish-
realism and he urged his readers to consider the-

.American's gratefulness and generosity,
his elasticity and his frankness, his
cleanliness and his charity, his humor
and his fairness; Consider the vividness
of his religious emotion, his inerest in
religious and metaphysical speculation,
his eagerness always to realize the best
results of science... in short, look
around everywhere without prejudice, and
you cannot doubt that behind the terrifying
mask of the selfish realist breathes the
idealist, who is controlled by a belief

in ethical values.52

To Munsterberg idealism shone through the
American spirit of self-determination resulting from
the war of Independence, the spirit of self-activity

in his economic life resulting from the pioneer

3OMﬁnsterberg, p. 24.

311bid, p. 29.
521pid, p. 29.
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‘experience,—and his spirit of self-perfection in his
intellectual 1life resulting from American Puritanism
and Utilitarianism.>> Emphatically he reiterated that
the Ameripans were not "corrupt and materialistic and
brutal".34 As for the American woman, he observed,
she was beyond complimentary epithets:

The American woman is clever and ingenious
and witty; she is brilliant and lively and
strong; she is charming and beautiful and
noble; she is generous and amiable and
resolute; she is energetic and practical
and yet idealistic and enthusiastic- indeed,
what is she not?

American Traits from the Point of~view of a

German was after all, an attempt to correct the

German steredtype of the crude American and perhaps

an overstatement. Munsterberg's other book indicates
that he was by no means blind to the deficiencies of
the American system. "It is no accident", he lamented,
"that America has still produced no great world genius";56

Like Ostrogorski, he believed that the rule

5 Minsterberg, p. 31.

41pid, p. 41.

551bid, p. 1%7.

36H.Miinsterberg, The Americans, McClure &

Phillips, 1904, p. 26.




of parties in America had deprived the individual

of his political powers, and feared that the despot- -

~ism of the individual boss could easily turn into
a system of tyranny by capitalists.5'7 In the mean-
time, American democracy was being perceived in
Germany as '"mob-rule, harangues of the demagogue,
and every form of lawlessness and violence“.58 He
found it disheartening to ackowledge such misunder-
standings because he believed that both nations in
the depths of their being were realizing that "in
order to give meaning to 1if§ man must believe in
time%ess ideals".39

In his analysis of American foreign affairs
Munsterberg argued that recent events had divided
America. American imperialists, he told his com-—
patriots had welcomed expansion in the Pacific and
involvement abroad as part of the "fundamental

40

instinct of the nation'. On the other hand, anti-

imperialists claimed that America's underlying prin=°

ciple had been a firm faith in the right of people

2

37Miinsterberg;, American Traits, p. 201.

38

Munsterberg, The Americans, p. 7.

591bid, p. 611.
401p3i4, p. 20u4.

24
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to govern themselves and that the United‘States
"had never exchanged or acquired a foot of land
without the consent of those who dwelt theré on".44
He clearly delineated the two main streams of Amer-
ican thought concerning foreign affairs.
Imperialists, he observed, insisted that
they were dding their moral duty in educating the
Philippinos in self-government as they had.done in
Cuba; America's honour demanded that they remained
in the Islands; and American self-interest demanded
the possession of the Islands. The anti-imperialists,
however, repudiated these claims and argued that
nofone in the "world was deceived into supposing that
our boasted civil rule in the Philippines was anything
more than a name";rthat the adventure had disgraced
the American army by teaching tﬁem to conquer by
deception and trickery, to be cruel and revengeful,
and to return torture for tqrture.42 He concluded,

Thus the opinions are waged against one
another, and so they will continue to
be. We must emphasize merely again and
again that the majority which today is

41

Munsterberg, The Americans, p. 204.

%21vi4, p. 207.
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on the side of the imperialists believes

at the same time enthusiastically in the
international movement for peace, and

guite disinterestedly favours, as far as.
possible, the idea of the peace tribunal.
Most of all, the treatment of Cuba certi-
fies to the honourable and peaceful tenden-
cies of the dominant party.43

It was very clear to him that with the acqui-

sition of Panama American expansion was inevitable.
The methods used might change in the twentieth cen-
tury but American international influence and expan-
sion could not be stopped nor could they be altered

Just by mere citations from their Declaration of In-
dependenoe.44 In this regard it is interesting to
point out that as late as April 25, 1898, Italian schol-
ars were convinced/that America, the land of indivi-
dualism, opportunity and the most "perfect form of
government" would not fight Spain under any circum-
stances because of these noble ideas expressed in
their Declaration of Independence.45

Unlike contemporary Italian writers Minster-

berg was convinced that,

anﬁnsterberg, The Americans, p. 209.

**1bia, p. 210.

*3porrielli, p. 281.



27

It requires no special gift of prophesy
‘to point out that the next expansion will
be toward the North. Just as the relations
in Panama were fairly obvious a half year
before the catastrophy came, the suspicion
cannot be now put by that at a time not
far hence the Stars and Stripes will wave
in the northwestern part of Canada, and

that there too the United States will be

unwilling to lower its flag.46

Munsterberg noted that Canada and Canadian
opinion were divided on the issue of American an-
nexation. In the development of his argument he pre-
sented a clear European perception of contemporary
Canada.

Some Canadians, he claimed, were condemning
America's municipal politics, her boss rule in polit-

ical parties, her negro and her Philippine problems,
and were prqclaiming.that their loyalty to the crown
could not be questioned. Other Canadians saw annexa-

tion to the United States as the only natural course

of action.l‘u7 His estimation of the question was two-

fold: First, it was very unlikely that Eastern Canada

with its established traditions would desert

46Mﬁnsterberg, The Americans, p. 210.

4“’1bid, p. 210.
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the mother country; Western Canada, however, with
its different history, its economic closeness to
the United States and its thousands of American
immigrants in the not distant future would demand

48 He

a transfer of allegiance to the United States.
observed that the Northwest's demand for reciprocity
with the United States had forced the "remarkably
effective and intelligent men" of the Dominion
government to attempt to nip the incipient disaffection
in the bud by its railroad policy.49 However, he felt
that Westerners realized the enormous economic pos-—
sibilities in their area, the great strides that

were being made across the line and the lack of a
spirit of enterprise, industrial energy and independent
action in a colony like Canada. In a penetrating and
interesting paragraph he gave his caustic perception

of contemporary Canada:

Even when a colony like Canada possesses

a certain independence in the administration
of its own affairs, it is still only

the appearance and not the fact of self-
government. One sees clearly how colour-
less and dull the intellectual life of

48Mﬁnsterberg, The Americans, p. 210.

491pi4, p. 115.
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Canada is, and how in comparison with
" the very different life of England on

the one hand, and of the United States

on the other, the colonial spirit saps

and undermines the spirit of initiative.
The people do not suffer under such a
rule; they do not feel the political‘
lack of fresh air, but they take on a
subdued and listless way of life; trying
to adapt themselves to an alien political
scheme, and not having the courage to
speak out boldly. This depression is evin-
ced in all their doingsj; and this is not
the spirit which will develop the resources

" of Western Canada.so

Munsterberg's firm conviction was that Just
as the Philippine agitation had extended American
influence in the t;opics, "the climatic equilibrium
will be restored by another extension in the Canadian
Northwest".51
What an interesting opinion on such a sensi-
tive.Canadian-American issue from a continental Euro-

pean scholar! It was an opinion shared by many other

contemporary writers both British and Canadian but

a view clearly denounced by the Manitoba Free Press.

50Mﬁnsterberg, The Americans, p. 215.

2V 1bid, p. 216.



ANGLO-AMERICAN UNDERSTANDING

Across the chantiel by 1900 Great Britain
was clearly conscious of the rising aspirations of
Imperial Germany's "World Policy", her industrial
growth and the rapid growth of her navy. She watched
with great anxiety Germany's invasion of the former
British spheres of influence in the Near East, the
Far East, and on the high seas. As a result Britain
repudiated her policy of isolation for new ententes
and alliances with France, Russia and Japan.

Besides Germany's great emergence as a compe-
titive world power Great Britain had to deal with the
rise of Imperial United States. Like Britain the United
States had also repudiated her isolationist policy
in favour of international involvement, expansion,
and recognition. As a result the two nations were
facing each other diplomatically more frequently,
gradually laying the foundation for the "Anglo-Ameri-
can understanding".

This officialldiplomatic understanding, how-
ever, between the two nations did not eliminate the
fact that by 1900 the United States was seriously
challenging Great Britain's commercial world supe=-

riority. In fact it seemed to many Britons that not

20
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only their own domestic market but their civilization
as well was being Americanized; American customs had
been the subject of much often unfavourable attention
by British travellers throughout the nineteenth cen-
tury; with the new conditions of the twentieth century
British writers undertook the task of re-~assessing and
interpreting America and her civilization to their
fellow countrymen.

It seems very clear from their comments that
Britons, like the continental Europeans, perceived Amer=-
rica as an imperialistic nation. For some writers early'
apprehension changed to an acceptance of the inevitabia.
lity of American dominance. Richard de Barry, echoing
de Constant's account of how once he talked of the
American "peril" observed in 1908 "only a few years
ago all the world dreaded America as a nightmare threat-

ening to Americanize society, culture, commerce, rail-
ways, shipping, trade".1 Other writers, as well, seen
to have noted the expansionist tendencies of the
United States and argued that accommodation was the

only course to follow.

The eccentric Jjournalist W. T. Stead stated an

1R. De Barry, The Land of Promise, An Account
of the material and spiritual unity of America, London:

Longman's Green & Co., 1908, p. 20,

©
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extreme view but one that received a good deal of pub-
licity in the early years of the twentieth century. He
claimed that a process was already visible, the United
States was Americanizing the world.2 This process, he
felt, had needlessly excited some resentment in Great
Britain since the Americanization of the world was
only its Anglicizing.5 He advised his fellow country-
men that instead of "chafing against the inevitable
supersession"}4 they should cheerfuliy acquiesce to
this American conguest, this means of unifying the
English-speaking race.5

This process of Americanization, he perceived,
was encircling the world. England, for example, was
"more American than Anglican".6 Using a vivid descrip-
tion of a Briton's déily life he reinforced this view
of the extensiveness of American infiltration of Great
Britain:

The average man rises in the morning from
his New England sheets, he shaves with

2W. T. Stead, The Americanization of the World

or The Trend of the Twentieth Century, N. Y.: Horace
Markley, 1902, p. 2.

31bid:, p. 4.

41bidy, p. 5.

51bidey p. 13.
©1pig.,

De

161.



"Williams" soap and a Yankee safety razor,
pulls on his Boston boots over his socks
from North Carolina, fastens his Connecticut
braces, slips his Waltham or watérbufy watch
in his pocket, and sits down to breakfast...

On the continent, according to Stead, there
were no more Americanized cities than Hamburg and
Berlin. They were Americanized in "their rapidity
of growth, their Nervous energy, and their quick ap-
propriation of the facilities for rapid transporta-
tion'.'.8

In Asia, the annexation of the Philippines
had created in America a feverish imperialistic spir-
'-it.9 It was very clear to him that no power on earth
would be able to arrest the advance of the American
ships, nor indeed, "is there any power in Europe that
would evén attempt to do so".,lo
Like Munsterberg, he also observed that

Canadians were Americanized in their tastes and goods

through American imports which were readily consumed

in Canada.’M

3%

7

American settlers were steadily colonizing

7Stead, PP. 354-5.
81bid, p. 164.

e

91bid, p. 202.

107514, p. 19.

q"Ibid\, p. 98.
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and Americanizing the Canadian Northwest. American
capital was pouring into Canadé resulting in the
"industrial annexation" of the country.q2 It appeared
to him that industrially Americans were "setting
the pace" in Canéaé.q5 He conceded, however, without
any elaboration that the one great obstacle to this
Americanization process and to Canadian annexation
seemed to be the French Canadians.14
According to Stead, the instruments of Ameri-
canizatidn throughout the world were many and varied
but their end result was everywhere the same., Missio-
naries carried with them not only religious concepts
but ideas of social reform from America, such as the
temperance movemen’c.15 American authors like Héwthorne,
Cooper, Parkman, Mark Twain and Henry James were widely

16

read throughout the world. On a practical level, the

world was Americanized through a multitude of ingenious
inventions, such as, the typewriter, the sewing machine,

the linotype, and the elevator.17

125tead, p. 101.

1big, p. 102.

1pia, p. 106.

151vid, pp. 169-71.
61pia, p. 276.

7 1bid, p. 350.
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This process Stead perceived as beneficial
to the world. It was the result of many causes co-
operating to convert the modern American "into a

dynamo of energy" and to make him the supreme "type

18

of a strenuous life", America, he concluded, trium-

phantly,

as a great amalgam of heterogeneous ener-
gies constitutes a new composite race,
which found itself free to face all the
problems of the universe without any of
the restraints of prejudices, traditions
or old-established institutions which
encumber the nations of the Old World.

19

Stead was not alone in such adulation. A. M.

Low was impressed by American unity in language, po-

20

litical loyalty and social institutions. Richard

De Barry agreed, calling America a "civic theocracy":

It is a great democratic union of half a
hundred races, made one not in any ties of
blood relationship, but in the common civic
principles, like civic freedom, equality
and brotherhood are as immutable as the
Eternal One, and that if these are acted
upon they covenant a people with its safety,

185tead, p. 381.

191vid, p. 382.

20A.M.Low, The American People: A Study in

National Psychology, II, N.Y.: Houghton Mifflin, Co.,
1909, p. 314.
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seodrity, unity, prosperity, endutance.eq
De Barry was the most explicit of all in
his prediction for the future. Greater America would
become a "mightier, holier, brotherlier, comradeship"

in the world.22

Before this Greater America the choice
for Great Britain was crystal clear: either to merge
with America .as a part of a dominant world power,
or to stay free from the United States and to become
an English—speaking_Belgium.25
Other Britons were more likely to see the
dangers in American expansion and counselled resistan-
ce to a process that need not be inevitable. In his

work., American Invasion, Sir Christopher Furnes ex-

pressed confidence in the future of British industry.
British industrial resourcefulness was illustrated

by the spirited competition organized by the Imperial
Tobacco Company against the American attempt to cap-
ture the British retail tobacco trade in 1902.°% Other

writers sounded an alarm bell. MacMillan's Magazine

21

22Tbidy p. 297.

De Barry, p. 89.

23Stead, p. 396.

24R.TI.Heindell, The American Impécf'bn Great
Britain 1898-1914, A Study of the United States in World
History, N. Y.: Octagon Books Inc., 1968, p. 170.
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.warned Britons in 1903 that if the great American
speculators continued to embark on English enter-
prises "it will behoove this community to watch very
carefully lest‘they import not only their capital and
their energy but also their familiar methods".25 The
danger was clearly spelled out. "If these vast com-

mercial successes of America", cautioned MacMillan's
?

"are inextricably bound up with municipal and polit-
~ical corruption... then we may perhaps be content
with an inferior degree of this development".26
The recognition of corruption, especially
in New York, the provision of details for the British
public, and even illustrations of the way“Tammany Hall
techniques were being exported as far as Japan were
common features of British writing at this time. In
the midst of condemnation S. Brooks did praise the
efficiency of the New York administration, while
noting that the London administration was, generally

speaking, honest but incapable. Perhaps some American

know-how should be welcomed, he advised, if it could

25"Tammany and the Puritans", MacMillan's
Magazine, 88, 1903, p. 308.

26114, p. 308.
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27

be extracted from its vices.
Interest in political corruption was only one

example of the attention Britons were paying to the

domestic development of the United States. There seems

to have been a market for reminiscences of life in the

U.S. and analyses of the American civilization. A. M. Low,

like Minsterberg, had lived in the United States for

over twenty years, had observed its political and so-

cial institutions, then announced to the British public

his intention to examine "the origin, growth, and devedld-

28 This people he per-

opment of the American people'.
ceived as "a new race"%9 greatly influenced by the
Puritan emphasis on thrift, order, and commerce. Their
greatest quality, as he saw it, was their commercial
instinct.

R. De Barry saw America as the land of pro-

mise, an idealistic nation believing in the dogma of
perfectability, a faith that was the moving power

behind all her activities. He was sure that,

There would be no such political and social

278. Brooks, "Tammany Hail", The Monthly
Review, V, 1901, p. 103.
28

Low, p. 12.
291pid, p. 1.
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self-gcrutiny, without that profound American
belief that there are ideal American standards
of 1life from which, as by a true criterion,
the nation should choose constantly to judge
itself.”?? -

The essence of this étirring invincible force
of the American national ideal was the "absolute fra-
ternization” of the white races of mankind, both Indo-
Germanic and Semitic and European Mongols into oﬂe com~
mon institutional citizenship.51 America, for De Barry,
had undertaken a revolutionary social experiment aiming
at the abolition of that "one-racial ideal of the modern
nation".32 Thus ineradicable New England idealism had
stamped Amefica as pre-—eminently "the land of vision"
and its people were imbued with the sincere belief in
the infinite perfectability of all institutions, peréons
and peoples in the country. Enthusiastically he pro-
claimed,

This visionary idealism causes all Americans,

as it were, to "live in the future", and to
struggle incessantly for advancement along

yﬁ.DeBmmy,p.vﬁ“
511piqd, p. 82.

521bid,, p. 79.
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+
every line of human activity, not forgeq@ng,

religion, ethics and culture.

A. Francis observed that there were little
Russias, little Italys, little Syrias and great Jeru-
salems in America54 but that the United States "was and
acted as a nation rapidly eliminating sectional iines
and differences". This process of assimilation was
creating an American character established on the ideal
of moral order and based on respect for oneself and for
others, that is, on "personal dignity and worth".35 As
a whole, Americans displayed a faith in humanity, a pas-—

56 They

sion for Jjustice, and a devotion to freedom.
were impressionable, volatile and essentially conserva-
tive. He was convinced that the American was "a new man"
just as he was sure that the master-force behind Ameri-
ca's civilization was "the Anglo-Saxon spirit".37

Such glowing accounts of the American character

went hand in hand with the Stead positibn, the accepta-

»bility of Americanization. But by no means all writers

BBR. De Barry, p. 213 .

34A. Francis, Americans, an Impression, London:
Andrew Melrose, 1909, p. 37.

35Tbid., p. 47.

561bid, p. O.
37 1vig, p. 24.
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shared this view. Certain aspects of life in America
were regarded as appalling. The stereotype American
remained a "particularly tricky, dodgy s;rt of per-
son always on the lookout to take somebody in".38
Sidney Smith described the United States as a Y"crimi-
nal's refuge“,39 a superficial, corrupt and lawless
nation and rhetorically asked,

Can anyone point to anything in the world
that America is accomplishing which is
purely and simply calculated to serve the
highest interests of the human race?40

Other contemporary British writers had harsh.
words for America and her civilization. The socialist

author H. G. Wells in The Future in America (1906)

described America as a trading nation completely
given over to profit-mongering. The basic materialistic
and commercial ideal of their civilization was to "buy

from the needy, sell to the urgent need, and get all

that can possibly be got out. of every transaction. To

do anything else isn't business".qq He also abhorred

58R.H.Heidell, p. 216, quotes S. Low, Indu-
strial Efficiency, (1906).

391pid., p. 416, quotes S. Smith, Abounding
America, (1907).

401pi4, "p. 50.

J.G. Brooks, As Others See Us. A study of pro-
gress in the U.S., N. Y.: The Macmillan Co., 1909, p. 287.

4




42

~the Americanizing influence on the immigrants to the
United States:

It seems to me that the immigrant arrives

an artless, rather uncivilized, pious,
good-hearted peasant, with a disposition
towards submissive industry and rude effec-
tual moral habits. America, it is alleged,
makes a man of him. It seems to me that

all too often she makes an infuriated toiler
of him, tempts him with dollars and speeds
him up with competition, hardens him, coars—
;~ens his manners, and worst crime of all
lures and forces him to sell his children

into toil.42

It was this child labour, he observed, that
permitted "the lavish spending of Fifth Avenue, the
joyous wanton giving of Mr. Andrew Carnegie".q-3 It
was'an unhealthy condition which clearly illustrated
America's inadequate theory of freedom and its undi-
sciplined way of living.

British authors also denounced American law=-

lessness and corruption. A, M. Low claimed that Ameri-

can contempt of law, which threatened the welfare of

425. . Brooks, p. 280.

*31vid., p. 277.
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society, was the result of a "mistaken political
philosophy and the pressure of national expansion
implanted in the American".44 To most Americans, he
claimed, the law did not excite veneration because
there was little mystery about its creation. Further-
more, the illconsidered and hasty action of lawmakers
in the enactment of laws had resulted in the multi-
plicity of American laws which tended to confusion
and,more,importanq,to corruption. This tendency was
accentuated by a naive belief that every evil real
or imaginary could be corrected by the passage of a
1aw.45 Sidney Brooks concurred and called Americans
incorrigiﬁle sentimentalists who believed with all
their might that laws could cure everything.46
Others qfferéd a different explanation for
American corruption. Fortune-building Americans, said
R. De Barry, were absolute liberals with regards to
religion, culture, tastes and interests.47 He defined
the sociable American as the materially resourceful

man who used money as "the scientific equipment of

44A. M._ IJOW, po 5490

451pid, p. 349.

468. Brooks, "American Imperialism", The Fort-

nightly Review, 70, 1901, p. 235.

47R. De Barry, p. 249.
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social beneficence, of social activity in the social

48 He explained that so called "corrupt"

leadership.
Americans were mostly believers in a "God" who was

lax in his sanctions and was too easy in condoning

evil conspirings.49 He perceived that most evils in
American life were the results of inadequate assimi-
lation of masses to the true American idéal.

A. Francis denounced America's social discontent,
poverty and corruption that was camouflaged by the
American dream of "plenty" which had mesmerized
thousands of Europeans into flooding North America.

Even in fairly prosperous years, he claimed, there
were 10 to 20 million people in America who were
always underfed and poorly housed; that there were
close to 4 million public paupers in the United States.
This poverty had forced about 1,700,000 school age
children and about 5 million women to become wage-
earners.so Furthermore, he stated, that one in ten

who died in New York had a pauper's burial, and

that in 1903 in the borough of Manhattan N.Y. 60,463

48R. De Barry, p. 248.
491pia., p. 243.

5OA.Francis, pp. 203-4.
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families were evicted from their homes.51 He was sure
that "the poverty in America that seeks to hide itself
beneath fine apparel may be bitter and more dangerous".52
This condition, he explained, had resulted from the
concentration of wealth into few hands creating a
powerful, selfish and largely unsocial plutocratic

class which was disintegrating America's national
life.s.-5 This plutocratic, corrupt minority was pre-
vailing not because Americans lacked honesty but because
they had lost their courage and their splendid pioneer,
virility. He declared that

the majority weakly shrinks from the strain,
the'stres$, the toil and turmoil, the oppro-
brium and slander, and the prolonged endurance
of these which is the price that must be paid
for the reform which is desired.54

A number of British authors viewed the Ameri-
can educational system as a major cause of many of Amer-
ica's evils and attempted to illustrate the connection.

While education was seen as "immensely practical"55 in
T . .

V). Prancis, p. 205.

>21bid, p. 205.

521bid, p. 213.

**Ibid, p. 147.

55']?'.A.Vaile, f. America's Peril, London:
F. Griffiths, 1909, p. 265.




America, it was also treated w@th all seriousness

and vast sums of money were spent in the process.
Some, like A. Francis, raised questions concerning

the great predominance of women teachers in America.
Their effect on American youth was seen as detrimental
to American manhood. H.B.Watson, for example, felt
that the fundamental laws of progress of the ascend-
ancy of man and the maternity of women were being
seriously undermined in America.56 She explained that
the American college girl was probably the most inde~
pendent and the most confident creature on earth and
had managed to perfect the "cult of pleasure" as no
living being in all of human histor:},f.sl7 The American
woman, she claimed, was determined to get the best she
could for her money, or her father's money, or perhaps
her husband's money. In this endeavour like a "handsome
clothshorse" she rode "over man rough-shod".5SWatsqg's
gmbivalent reaction to tbe liberated American woman

becomes clear in a passage reminishent of De Constant

in which she is pictured as the "most striking"

development of modern society, as an interesting and

56H.B.Watson, "Tﬁe American Woman- An Analysis",

The Nineteenth Century and After, 56, 1904, 444,

571bid., p. 438.
58Ibid, p. 439.
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fascinating figure on the horizon of the twentieth

century:

But it is hardly so much her superiority

of physical charm that has attracted so
many Europeans to the American woman, as
her nimble intellectual equipment and her
enlarged sense of companionship. She is
above all adaptable and fits into her

place deftly, gracefully, and with no
diffidence. She knows not shamefacedness;
she has regal claims and believes in herself
and her destiny. If her fidelity is derived
from the coldness of her nature, she owes
her advancement largely to her zest for
living... she is flawless superficially, and
catches the wandering eye, as a butterfly,

a bright patch of colour, something assertive
and arresting in the sunshine., Her curiosity
is insatiable, and her interest in 1life is
that of a gourmet in his food. She has an
inordinate capacity for enjoyment, and does
not excuse it.5

The American co-educational system by producing
such self-reliant women was, according to another
British writer, undermining the American society:

There seems, in fact, some show of danger
that if the American woman continues to

- 59H.B. Watson, p. 442,



48

enjoy this preferential treatment, she may,
by virtue of her intellectual and artistic
sﬁperiority, and by substituting for the
existing ideals in American life which are
preponderably masculine those to which her
sex attach the greater importance... convert-
‘ing the U.S. to a feminine nation.6o

The detrimental effects of the feminization
of American schools went hand in hand with their secu-
larization. This lack of religious instruction in
American schools, claimed A, Francis, was a distinct
educational weakness because Americans had divided
the historical content of their culture into secular
and religious parts and had assumed that each could
be taught separately. They had divided the student
into parts and had assumed that each part could be
developed independently. They £ad divided the teacher
into parts and had assumed that certain parts of his or her
own culture could be left out of the classroom. These
mistaken assumptions, he observed, meant that only
a part of the child, a part 6f the teacher and a
part of the culture was legally admitted in the

school and the overall result was that the American

600. Brereton, "America, A Bird's eye view

of education®", The Monthly Review, 3, 1901, p. 62.
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.educational system was "a thing of shreds 'and patches"

Y

and that the American éé& was only partially educated.eyl
This practice had resulted in a contradiction between
American ﬁronounced ideals and reality. Whereas, Ameri-
canslclaimed that their nation was based on a religious
idea, they in fact had sepérated this ideal "from the
state and the school".62
Yet the situation was not hopeless. The state
had realized that democracy could not rest on an ignorant
demos and had emphasized a secular education for their
children to ensure a general,enlightenment and a great
increase in material wealth. The American churches had
realized that democracy could not rest on an unspiritual
demos and had therefore emphasized religious education
for their children in Sunday schools.63
Furthermore, he observed, that while the child-
ren were the masters in nearly every home he had vis=:
ited in America, whether rich or poor, and while the
child believed as a general principle that at home

everything turned around him and considered any rare

61
62

A, Francis, p. 150.
Ibid, p. 151,

3 1hid, p. 155.



‘order to limit his encroachments as "an abuse of pow-

&4 in school the children

‘er and an arbitrary act",
learned "obedience, order, integrity in wbrk; stead-
fastness in spite of moods and submission to the right-
ful demand upon each ind.ividual".65 In school they

were called on to think, to observe, to forp their

own Jjudgements even at the risk of error and crudity,

66 In his eyes

and to speak better than they wrote.
the American educational system had vindicated itself
and he was convinced that "many of the worst evils of
American municipal and political life spring from the
remnant of American citizens whom the national system
of education has left untouched".67
Sydney Brooks was critical of America's educa-
tion because the average citizen was elevated to the
point where he was not quite able to think rightly
for himself, and yet resented being told how to do
so by better informed.68

Every American believes that his next door

64A. Francis, p. 1%0.

651bid, p. 131.
01114y pp. 133-4.

671pid, p. 121.

688. Brooks, "American Imperialism", The Fort-
nightly Review, 70, 1901, 2351.
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neighbour is only a little less qualified

than himself to run the U.S., and, as one

of the first consequences of this belief,

he warmly resents any appearance of being

dictated to, of being told how he ought to
think on such or such a question.69

This destructive tendency, claimed Brooks,
had rendered the average American the dominant factor
in American politics and had rendered them as a "mid-
dle-class opinionJ politics.

American politics is middle-class opinion,
left to its own devices. And middle-class
opinion, especially when left to its own
devices, is a fearsome thing. It marks out
the nation over which it has gained control
as a willing slave of words a prey to cap-
rice and unreasoning sentiment and stamps
broadly across its face the hall-mark of
an honestly unconscious»parochiaiism. Such
at least has been its effects on America.’o

Americans as a people were viewed as frank,

resourceful and above all as practical. "It is also
undeniable", claimed A. Francis, "that, as a people,

Americans are not as highly developed as in their

..

698. Brooks, "Some Aspects of the Monroe
Doctrine", The Fortnightly Review, 70, 1901, p.1014.

?01vid, p. 1015.
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‘rational and artistic capabilities as in their prac-
tical powers".71 Low felt that Americans in their at-
tempt to conquer the material had underde@elobed their
"aesthetic sense"™ and their mind had neither depth,
nor breath, nor grasp.72 They excelled in organization
but did not bother with higher thinking, in fact, the
American was satisfied to pay someone to do it for

him and to make it as easy as possible to be readily
assimilated. As a result the American mind Jjust like
the American body was feeding on extracts and concen-
trated foods, whether "canned foods, milk, music,

pork or philosophy, honey or humour, lard or literature",
because they were time~savers and because they repre-
sented the perfection of machinery and business orga-
nization over hard labor and individual effort.75 Even
American politics were essentially practical and the
man who sat at his desk, whether as a writer, econo-
mist, scientist, or professor, and laboriously turn-

ed out a few words at a time, instead of turning the

torrents of his words at a stenographer showed that he

71A. Francis, p. 8.
72A.M.Low, pp. 565-7.
731bid, p. 270.



was unpractical and therefore unfit for the intensely

practical world of politics.74

Even writers like S.G. Hobson who praised the
Americans as a nation of inventors were apt to decry
and also defend their "gospel'of the cultivation of
the scrap-heap".75 He explained %his point thus:

Bridges ought not to fail from faulty de-
sign... but the working of a machine tool
to early destruction is an entirely differ-
.ent matter. Ere its short life is spent
new developments will have been made and
more economical methods discovered. The
policy of throwing out a tool and instal-.
ling a newer one, even if the old one is

as good as ever for its purpose, is a right
one: It pays.76

J. Blount expressed another interesting per-
ception of America and her civilization. He claimed
that Americans were so resourceful industrially be-
cause of their method of starting a job:

The Yankee's first care is to find out what
are the vital and important parts and measu-
rements and what are unimportant, and, by

7M. Low, p. 572.

758.G. Hobson, "Machine Tool Progress in Great
Britain: Have we improved upon America?", The World's
Work, 8, 1906, 26.

76Ibidw P. 26.
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beiﬁg accurate and careful and wasting
as little labour as possible he saves

77

an immense amount of labour.
This tendency, he explained, reflected a
basic difference between England and America and their
economic realities. He elaborated,

The Yankee takes a certain pride in the
quantity of his output and every day tries
to beat his own record... In England...

the longer he takes over his job the longer
it will give him employment.78

While some British writers rejoiced in the
perceived rise of America, others reluctantly praised
her, and others still expressed their concern over the
exploitative system-~ from which Great Britain was by
no means free. Others pondered over America's egali=-
tarianism and the impact of her schools° In perspective,
however, it was evident that they viewed the United ¢
States in optimistic terms admiring her rise to power,

believing that they could work together as friends

in the trouble@&ears ahead.



THE CHARTERED LIBERTINE

Continental European and British observers
revealed a profound sense of admiration for Roose-
velt's America. There were many allusions to the
"New  World", with the "new" race, and the "new" man.
Perhaps the geographic distance from America led to
this feeling of awe and admiration. By contrast Cana-
dians were not so mesmerized by Americans as a "new",
unique, and superior breed but on the contrary they
felt that they themselves were purer, fairer, and
more civilized than their neighbors to the South.

Some contemporary Canadians viewed the Ameri-
can civilization as a "“chameleon", everchanging and
he’cerogenc—eous,l1 They observed that the race fusion
of which Americans sboke with great confidence and
pride and which many Europeans had accepted as a fact
was not taking place. In fact, they argued, the Ameri-
can type was undergoing a steady modification by the
fresh elements. How else, they wondered, could one

explain the "heterogeneous" nature of American socie-

ty, the dissimilarity visible between State and State,

1A.R.Colquhoon, Greater America, N. Y.: Harper

& Brothers, 1904, p. 17.

p>7
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or even city and city.2

J.S8.Woodsworth on the other hand, claimed
that America, in Israel Zangwill's phrase, was "God's
melting pot" fusing all the different people of the
world into a higher and better people.5 R.F. Suther-
land, (M.P. for Essex Nofth), expressed this view
when he said?

Whatever their little differences with

each other may be they have in commercial
matters and in national feeling shown a
united front to the rest of the world. They
have fused into one people the various
elements of which their population is com-
posed and have shown a kindly spirit to

each other.4

With respect to foreign affairs and foreign
entanglements Canadians seemed to view the United
States, politically speaking, as a "sort of chartered
libertine", a nation which was prepared to accept
arbitration, but was "equally determined to dispute

payment in case the arbiter not give a verdict in her

QA.R.Colquhoon, P. 16.

5J.S.Woodswor’ch, "Canadians of To-morrow",
Canadian Club Speaches, Toronto, (March 14, 1910),
P. 141,

QCanada, Parliament, House of Commons, Official
Report of Debates, 1902, p. 1815.
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favour".5 Canadians had been warned about this American
tendency:

It is the unwavering policy of fhe U.S.

to claim, and if possible secure, by hook
or by crook, evéfy additional inch of
territory in North America which may be
obtained by chance, by the indulgent
meekness of the rightful owners, or, where
feasible, by a little gentle buccaneering.
The aim is never lost sight of.

It was during the Alaska boundary dispute
that the Prime Minister and the country had the clearest
illustration of this attitude. So much research has
been done on this spectacular event in Canadian-
American relations that little new information can
be added. Besides, the emotional outburst in Canada
deflates the value of such comments on America as far
as this study was concerned. One example will clearly
illustrate what Canadians felt about America especially
when it comes from the lips of their Prime Minister.
Sir Wilfred Laurier had been deeply wounded by the

American selection of partisans rather than "jurists

5E.Dicey, "The American Armada", Empire
Review, 15, 1908, p. 256.

6N.Patterson, "Alaskan Boundary", The Canadian

Magazine, 20, 1902-3%, p. 59.
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‘of repute” to represent the United States. He told
the Governor General, Lord Grey, that

the United States would never have ventured
to submit such a claim for compensation if

Canada had had 60 or 70 million population

instead of only 6 or 7 million.7

But it was not only in the heat of this most
important controversy that the United States was per-
ceived as a libertine. More important in examining
Canadian perceptions were the myriad incidents in
which public opinion was not so violently inflamed,
when more rational expressions of concern might be
expected. For example, on July 22, 1907, a sentry,
Private Gillette, at Fort Brandy, Sault Ste. Marie,
U. S. while firing at an escaping prisoner shot and
killed a Miss Elizabeth Cadenhead, a Canadian lady
who was visiting at Sault Ste. Marie. The Canadian
Government in behalf of Miss Cadenhead's family sued
the American government for compensation. When no
éatisfaction was forthcoming the Governor General,

Lord Grey, informed Bryce, the British Ambassador

7public Archives of Canada, Ottawa, H.E. to
Mr. Bryce, Dec. 26, 1207, Grey of Howick Papers, M. G.
27 II B. 2 Vol. 8, File K.




at Washington, that Canadians

do not understand yourudelicacy in hesi-
tating to press for compensation. They
are accustomed to the refusal of the U.S.
to pay Canadian claims but they (Govern-
ment of Canada) do not think this want of
international courtesy should save them
from being'pressed.B

Although a minor incident in Canadian-Ameri-
can relations nevertheless Grey's generaliéation
that Canadians were "accustomed to the refusal
of the U.S. to pay Canadian claiﬁs" clearly illu-
strates that this was not an isolated incident.

This lack of international courtesy was de-
tected by Canadians in America's expression of the
New Monroe Doctrine with its Oln;y Corollary. Even
though,, David Mills, Minister of Justice, dismissed
it as "an expression of a fond dream and nothing
more"™ he went on to express Canadian unhappiness
over American assumptions:

The self-complacency of men, often,leads
them to think that Providence is on their
side- that they have a great mission from

8P.A.C., H. E. to Mr. Bryce, Dec. 14, 1908,
Grey of Howick Papers, 1907-8, 8, File Y.
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heavén, in the accomplishment of some scheme
of self-aggrandisement, and that the aspira-
tions of every other state that stands in
way of its realization must be brushed
aside.

According to J.A. Ewan in the Canadian Magazine

Canadians did not even recognize the Monroe doctrine as
applying to them. They did not need nor had they ever
asked for it. Furthermore, Canada was a British country
before there was a Monroe Doctrine or a United States

10

to announce it. Most Canadian papers, claimed the

Canadian Annual Review, had "rejected any kind of U.S.

overlordship or protection so far as the Dominion was

c:oncerned".’M It was clear, claimed the Re?iew, that

Americans had claimed sovereignity over the western
continent without calling any conference to discover
the views of the sovereign states of North and South

12

America. David Millis declared that Americans were

the Y"greatest menace" known to the Spanish-American

states because they had set themselves "above the law"

9D. Mills, "The Foreign Policy of the U.S. The
Monroe Doctrine and International Law", The Empire
Review, 1, 1901, p. 143.

10

J.A:Ewan, “"Current Events Abroad", The
Canadian Magazine, 25, 1904-5, p. 468.

1

1H;J.Castell, The Canadian Annual Review of Pub-
lic Affairs, Toronto: Annual Review Pub. Co., 1905, p. 527.

121pid, p. 527.
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‘and were framing the laws to which all other states

must render obedience.ﬂ5 However, Sir Frederic W.

Borden, Minister of Militia and defence, accepted

the Monroe chtrine as a simple realistic position

for the United States, because the doctrine was backed

by her guns, warships, and the whole power of her

eighty million population. In his mind, it meant

that for better or worse Canada was safe "from

foreign aggression". Apparently he felt that the United
7. States of America did not qualify as a foreign

nation. This American doctrine might not correspond

to the law of the nations but it was reflecting the

law of power and there was no disguising the fact

that the U.S. had told the world that that was their

policy.'}4

The extent to which Canadians would protest

against the "chartered libertine" concept would depend

in part on the motives they perceived- in a good cause

highhandedness might be tolerated. But the actions of

the Roosevelt government often left Canadians with the

12p. Mills, "The Foreign Policy of the U.S.",

P. 147.

14 .A.R., 1906, p. 630.



impression that Américan motives were aggressive and
selfish. For example, on Jaﬁuary 14, 1905, Lord Grey
sumnarized Laurier's comments about Amqriéans in a
crisp and colourful way:

For Americans individually he has a high
regard but for them in their collective
capacity he has the worst opinion. They
are aggressive, grasping, ungenerous and
horse-traders in the worst sense."5

Most Canadians would have echoed Laurier's
words over the negotiations concerning the North
Atlantic fisheries dispute. In March éS, 1906, when
Lord Grey reported to Ambassador Bryce at Washington
on the Canadian proposal concerning the North Atlan-
tic fisheries he contended that Canadians were pre-
pared to meet the Americans "more than half way". It
was, however, necessary to remember that Canadian
national sentiment would cause an outcry in Canada
against any proposal which might be considered as

16

another surrender to the United States. This opi-

nion was reinforced in September when Laurier wrote

15P.A.C., Greywdf”ﬁ6Wi¢k Papers, M. G. 27,
II, B. 2, Vol. 1, Drawer 5, File 1.

16

P.A.C., Grey of Howick Papers, M. G. 27, II,
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B. 2, Vol. 7, 1906~7, Drawer 6, Files A-Jd, nos. 1757-2070.



to Lord Grey outlining Canada's position with regard
to Secretary Root's proposal oﬁ the Atlantic fish-
eries:

The Americans were asking that we should

give up everything that was acknowledged
to be ours by the convention of 1817 for

17

the mere sake of being "good fellows",

Lord Grey claimed that the United States was
not showing the same generosity to Canada that His
Majesty's Government had shown when acting on behalf
of Canada. He continued,

The decision of the people is solid on the
point that no further surrender to the U.S.
should be made from a neighbourly feeling

of good fellowship, until the U.S. furnish

evidence of a desire to show a little reci-

procity in this matter.qB

In a series of letters to Bryce in Washington
Lord Grey further amplified and vividly illustrated
the Canadian position. "I am confident", he wrote,
that Canada will never acquiesce 1n Root's contention

that American fishermen have rights in our territorial

-

17p.A.C., Grey of Howick Papers, M. G. 27, II,
B. 2, Vol. 7, Drawer 6, 1906-8, File C.

18p_4.c., Lord Grey to E. Grey, Oct. 25, 1905,
Grey of Howick Papers, 1906-7, File C.
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waters superior to those enjoyed by Canadian fisher-
men"."9 At a later date, when Canadians were asked
to select their commissioners to the Freshwater Fish-
eries Commission the Hon. L. P. Brodeur, Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, requested information concerning
the "class of men" the United States government pro-
posed to appoint as commissioners. Brodeur's letter
clearly indicates that the memory of "internmational
jurists of repute" appointed to examine the Alaska
boundary was fresh in the minds of both politicians
and public. He informed Bryce that if Americans were
motivated by a "real honest single minded desire" to
protect the fisheries and to maintain them at the
highest possible point of continuous production that
they should follow the Canadian proposal and select
as commissioners men who were "practical experts”.
But,
if on the other hand this Fresh Water
Fisheries Treaty is to be used by foxy
American Diplomats for the purpose of
filling their baskets at the expense of

our own [you will notice the distrust
felt at Ottawa for Washington diplomacj]

19P.A.C., Lord Grey to Bryce, Dec. 29, 1906,
Grey of Howick Papers, 1906, File E.
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to have regard to other qualities than

expert knowledge, in selecting their

commissioners.2o

This mood of distrust was clearly shared by
the Prime Minister as well. In a re&ealing note dated
February 6, 1909, Lord Grey wrote to Bryce after a
discussion with Laurier concerning the Behring Sea
Sealing:

He [Laurier] became quite warm yesterday
in his description of American methods
and instanced this as an illustration of
their "hoggish" desire to get all they
could without paying a fair price.

Not only were Americans viewed as selfish
and ungenerous in diplomatic encounters but also as
intrusive in domestic affairs. In the industrialized
areas of Canada, a number perceived the detrimental
imperialistic influence of American unions on Canadian
labour organizations. For example, in October 1906
Lord Grey wrote to the Prime Minister that

at present B.C. is being tyrannized over
by American Trade Unions! and nobody that

o

20p_p.c., H.E. to Mr. Bryce, May 16, 1908,
Grey of Howick Papers, 1907-8, No. 168, File V.

2‘13?‘.1!&.0., H.E. to Mr. Bryce, Feb. 6, 1909,
Grey.of Howick Papers, 1909, No. 227, File F.
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I have met, with the exception of Dunsmuir

‘and Mrs. Ralph Smith has the Courage to say

Boo to them.22 |

On an earlier occasion during the longshore-
men's strike in Montreal, the Montreal Branch of the
Canadian Manufacturers Association charged that the
strike was largely brought about by the intervention
of foreign professional agitators whose interests and
aims were antagonistic to the best interests of the
port of Montreal and of Canada.25 Cyrus A. Birge also
regretted that Canadian labour unions were so complete-

~1ly controlled by the "central organizations" having
their headquarters in the United States.= "

When the machine workers went on strike
against the C.P.R. company in 1908 the editor of

Industrial Canada charged American agitators as the

cause:

So long as this international unionism
continues there will be needless trouble
in this country. The Canadian union men,

22P.A.C., Governor General to Laurier, Oct. 4,

1606, Grey of Héwick Papers, M.G. 27, B 2, 2, Sect. 9, #118.

25Indus.’crial Canada, 190%, p. 482.

2%7pid, Oct. 1903, p. 111.
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without knowing it, allowed themselves to

be used... In this inséance it would not

surprise us to learn... that the real cause

of the strike on C.P.R. can be traced back

on Wall street. It would not be the first

time that American labour leaders had feathered
. their own nests by such methods.25

While the remarks by the editor of Industrial

Canada and the Canadian Manufacturer's Association may
contain an element of bias it is important to remember

that R.H.Babcock in his study, The A.F.of L. in Canada

1894-1908. A study in American Labow: Imperialism,

has shown that Americans greatly influenced, power-
fully shaped and controlled the Canadian labour move=-=

ment in Canada:

The A.F.of L. and its affiliates dictated

the structure and direction of the Canadian
labour movement and the Congress was confined
to the status of an American state federation

of 1abour.26

Lord Grey seemed to have sensed this unhealthy

American influence because he wrote to Laurier in

-

251ndustria1 Canada, Sept., 1908, p. 90.

26 .H.Babcock, The A.F.of L. in Canada 1896-1908.

A study in American Labor Imperialism, Ph. D. Thesis,
Duke University, 1969, p. 4.
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November 1906:

I congratulate you on the good news of the
surrender of the Fernis men~ a surrender to
their monstrous pretensions would have been
disastrous. The attempted rule of Canada by
American bosses and Capitalists ought to
make the blood of every Canadian Nationalist
boil.2’

The perception of American diplomacy as inconsi-
stent, riddled with duplicity, and impervious to reason
was apparently a very general one in Canada. The Canada

Law Journal warned Canadians to be on guard against

American questionable tactics, using as evidence "an
unsavory episode" during the Behring sea arbitration
“"ywhen there was produced as evidence a document which

28 The

turned out to contain interpolated forgeries".
Varsity, the University of Toronto's paper, commented
that the United States "as a great country is never sus-
pected of being magnanimous" and warned Canadians that
there was very little to be gained "from negotiating

with them".29 The President of the Canadian Manufacturers

27P.A.C., Grey to Laurier, Nov. 14, 1906,
Grey of Howick Papers, M.G. 27, II B Vol. 1, # 123.

28“The Alaskan Boundary", Canada Law Journal,
XL, Jan. 1904, p. 17.
29P.A.C., Wade Papers, M.G. 30, E. 13, Vol. 1.
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Association, W.K.George, claimed that he did not be-
lieve Americans would enter into any treaty with Can-
ada which "did not give them the long end of the
stick?,Eo The Hamilton Spectator in January 1907 had

expressed the same opinion that they "never go in for
a bargain with another country unless the United States
gets the better of that bargain".aq

Such suspicions had been expressed even
before the Alaska boundary fiasco, and later events

confirmed them. As early as 1901, the Canadian Magazine

asked how civilized nations were going to maintain

fruitful diplomatic relations with the United States

when "for all practical purposes the U.S. attitude will

remain as impervious to reason as that of the Chinese".52
Both political parties and their supporters

in the press seem to have shared this mounting suspi-

cion. The Conservative M.P., W.F.Maclean (Fast York),

had warned the House in February 18, 1901, that the

way the Americans were going to settle the Alaskan dis-

5OW.K.George, "Canadian industries, Preferences
and Reciprocity", Empire Club, 1904-5, p. 5O0.

3¢ A.R., 1907, p. 399.

52N. Patterson, "Alaskan Boundary", The Canadian
Magazine, 1902-3, 20, pp. 59-60.
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pute was going to be the same way the American Senate
attempted to settle the Nicaraguan canal question un-
leés the "Hon. Gentlemen opposite have stiffer backs".35
R.L.Borden, Leader of the Conservative opposition,
while speaking in the House of Commons in February
1902 charged that "the longer the United States remained

" in possession of any portion of Canadian territory,
which we think we can rightfully claim, the greater
will be our difficulty in the future in asserting
our rights".54

The Liberal newspaper, The Toronto Globe

also concentrated on examples of Amerigan inconsi-
stency and duplicity. American tariff policy in the
Philippines, declared an editorial writer in 1201,
was a reminder "of the developmenﬁ of.colonization
in the Republic" and it illustrated their utter dis-
regard for the principle of no taxation without
55

representation.

In the following year the Globe expressed

53House of Commons Debates, 1901, p. 134.

24 . . _
Ibid., Feb. 14, 1902, p. 24.

e rir———

>The Toronto Globe, Oct. 9, 1901, p. 6.
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similar views in its comments concerning the slow
progresé in the Alaska boundary dispute:

The reason why we are not eager to discuss
reciprocity or fisheries, or any other
question with the U.S., is not that we are
trying to force a settlement of the boundary
question in our favour, but simply because
we are tired of negotiating with people who
want to take everything and concede nothing.56
Predictably the press reaction became even
harsher when the Alaska boundary decision became known.
The Conservative Toronto World urged Canada to put
a stop to American encroachments on its frontiers. "We
have been", claimed the World, "slowly but systemati-
cally plundered by the American republic ably assisted
by the British government".37

Speeches before the Empire Club and the

Canadian Club reflected the national mood. The Pre-

sident of the Canadian Military Institute summarized
American history as one of expansion with "a pretty

good record of land-grabbing, a ten fold increase of

56"The Alaska Boundary", The Globe, Oct. 8,
1902, p. 6.

37Fort wWilliam, The Daily Times Journal,
Oct. 30, 1903.
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the original 13 states".58,0ne speaker even detected
an American plot to snatch the.Hudson Bay area~ "“the
finest summer resort in North America"59'and warned
that if "Uncle Sam got his foot in he would soon

40

have the whole body". More significant was another

address delivered to the Canadian Club in 1904 by J.

I.Tarte, Laurier?s'Minister of Public Works, concern-—
ving the American threat:

A good many U.S. people in high positions,
in politics, in commerce, in manufactures,
have in their minds the idea that some day
or other the stars and stripes will wave
over Canada. I say never but we must make
up our minds that they shall not, because
they have it in their minds.

He felt that if Canada were independent from
Britain before long the United States would be repeat-
.ing the Panama incident. Americans, he felt, would
not take part in a revolution directly but "they

would find means of sending troops or arms into this

3BW.H.Merri’ct, "A weak link in the Imperial

ng.F.Maclean, "Hudson Bay the Front Door",
The Canadian Club, 1, 1904, p. 87.

40rpiq., p. 88.

4,]J.I.‘I‘ax'te, "Some Canadian and Imperial Ques-

tions", The Canadian Club, Jan. 6, 1904, 1, p. 40.
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country and Toronto would be one of the first cities

invaded".42

Holding such views of America's diplomatic
record, Canadians might have been expected to view
with some trepidation the influx of American immi-
grants and American capital into the Dominion. But

such was not always the case. The Toronto Globe saw

this influx in simple investment terms. Americans, it
felt, were "shrewd moneyed men“43 looking out for
Canadian investments and knowing a good thing when
they saw it. It was their land hunger, their "master
passion", it continued, that was responsible for the
formation of syndicates of American capitalists to
buy Canadian land cheaply and to sell it to American

i

settlers for a "Quick turn”. a There was no reason

to be excited about these events., It was "futile and
foolish" to try to check either American immigration45

or American capital because political influence did

42J.I.‘I‘arte, "Some Canadian and Imperial

Questions", p. 40.

45"Our Growing Pains", The Toronto Globe,

Feb. 2, 1902, p. 4.
nh

"All eyes to the South", The Toronto Globe,
April 8, 1902, p. 8.

*5nour Growing Pains", The Toronto Globe,
Feb. 2, 1902, p. 4.
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not necessarily follow capital investments. Besides,

it argued, in time Canadians would "buy them out".46

The Globe's advice was simple:

Let the country grow because Canada could
absorb all the American capital and immi-
gration they could get.47

H.C.Osborne, speaking before the Empire Club
in Toronto, concurred with this view and argued'that
American capital was one of those things Canadians
could "not avoid"y and why should they, he asked rhe-
torically, since it helped develop the country?48

The Conservative Mail and Empire, also, wel-

comed the coming of Americans and of American capital.
There was no reason for apprehension. Americ<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>