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Readings

Unit 15

• Introduction—Global Politics: USA and the World

• Tocqueville, Democracy in America: “The Present and Probable Future Condition of the 
Indian Tribes That Inhabit the Territory Possessed by the Union” and “Why Democratic 
Nations Naturally Desire Peace, and Democratic Armies, War”

• The Monroe Doctrine

• The Marshall Plan

• Twain, “The War Prayer”

Questions

1. What nasty “modern” discovery destroyed the way of lives of many native Americans?

2. How did Tocqueville believe the American government treated the native populations? How did
the federal government’s treatment compare to the treatment offered by the states?

3. What are the differences, according to Monroe, between the interests of Europe and those of the
western hemisphere?

4. Compare the discussion of production and distribution of goods and materials in the Marshall
plan with Jefferson’s Query 19 (Readings, Unit 13).

5. What was Mark Twain trying to convey about war?
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Introduction—Global Politics: USA and the World
“We will not renounce our part in the mission of our race, trustee, under God, of the civilization of the world,” said
President McKinley in his 1898 speech concerning the Spanish-American War and the American occupation of the
Philippines. “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, henceforth to lead in the generation of the world.” Similarly, George W. Bush at a prayer break-
fast, February 6, 2003, said, “One thing is for certain: We didn’t ask for these challenges, but we will meet them. I
say that with certainty, because this nation has strong foundations that won’t be shaken.” Or his father, on
announcing his attack on Iraq for invading Kuwait in 1991: “We have before us the opportunity to forge for our-
selves and for future generations a new world order—a world where the rule of law, not the law of the jungle, gov-
erns the conduct of nations. When we are successful—and we will be—we have a real chance at this new world
order, an order in which a credible United Nations can use its peacekeeping role to fulfill the promise and vision
of the U.N.’s founders.” What these presidential war statements have in common is the suggestion of American
hesitancy to war, the reluctance to accept the responsibility of war, and finally, the redemptive power of military
violence. They also, regrettably, suggest the commonplace of war in American politics.

“There are at the present time two great nations in the world,” wrote Tocqueville of the Americans and the Rus-
sians in a passage that was often quoted during the cold war. “The Anglo-American relies upon personal interest
to accomplish his ends and gives free scope to the unguided strength and common sense of the people; the
Russian centers all the authority of society in a single arm.... Their starting-point is different and their courses are
not the same; yet each of them seems marked out by the will of Heaven to sway the destinies of half the globe.”
Today, one could say that he perhaps underestimated the influence of the United States.

If Americans are serious about making the world, and themselves, more democratic they need to reflect on the
role of force in American nationalism and examine the problems for democracy that exist in the vast international
power that the United States now wields. American power touches the lives of virtually everyone in the world—
through inaction as well as action. Democracy suffers when people’s lives are affected and, to some extent, con-
trolled by powers over which they have no control. This is a serious intellectual and political problem for a nation
such as the United States which is identified as democratic yet occupies a position of undemocratic power and
influence over so much of the world. Such power presents a great challenge to democracy in the world and in the
United States, a challenge that this collection has tried to meet by providing readings in every chapter demon-
strating that America has always been an active international power and the ways in which America has
attempted to utilize this power for democracy.

From its very inception as the product of British expansionism, the United States has consistently relied on terri-
torial and non-territorial adventures to solidify national identify and affiliation, to facilitate commerce, to secure
resources, to expand markets, divert attention from domestic crises, respond to outrageous or tyrannical political
behavior of other states, and to inject capital into the economy. The importance of the Native American border
threat for national unification in the earliest period of nation building should not be forgotten. Many of the read-
ings collected here attempt to shed some light on all these reasons for war and international meddling and to
highlight the value in confronting the problems of democracy and power in the world.

Examining historical accounts of the international power of the United States can make American citizens more
aware of how they are viewed from other places. Readers can also begin to examine, hopefully, the central role
that violence, war, expansion, and control has played in their own notions of national freedom, national destiny,
and the nation itself.

The readings in this chapter relate to many of the readings in earlier chapters. For example, throughout the book
the readings have consistently utilized such things as the border disputes with Native Americans and the 
American control of the Philippines to place international questions in a variety of contexts. There are other con-
nections to earlier chapters, such as Henry David Thoreau’s connections to Jefferson. In the Declaration of 
Independence, Jefferson suggested that at some point honest people should proclaim their lack of affiliation with
the political body that governs them; Thoreau directed a similar statement at the United States, when he sug-
gested that the government must stop supporting slavery and stop making war on Mexico or its ties of respect
should be dissolved.
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The opening reading of this reader was Pericles’s speech to the citizens of Athens, proclaiming to them the glory
of those who had died in battle. In conclusion, this reader can offer no such stirring call to arms and blood, but it
can offer the unspoken part of Pericles’s speech as Mark Twain might have heard it. In “War Prayer,” a short anti-
war story by Twain, an angel explains the cost of military glory—the inglorious nature of that glory—in the death
of others. If nationals in a powerful nation-state like the United States are going to avoid the fate of the gathered
parishioners who ignored the words of the angel, that is, if they can see the other side of power and the chal-
lenges it presents to democratic life, then there is hope that the United States and the world can become 
democratic.

Introduction—Global Politics: USA and the World, cont’d.
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Alexis de Tocqueville, Democracy in America: “The Present
and Probable Future Condition of the Indian Tribes That
Inhabit the Territory Possessed by the Union” 

In “The Present and Probable Future Condition of the Three Races That Inhabit the
Territory of the United States” (Volume I, Chapter XVIII)

Gradual disappearance of the native tribes—Manner in which it takes place—Miseries accompanying the forced
migrations of the Indians—The savages of North America had only two ways of escaping destruction, war or 
civilization—They are no longer able to make war—Reasons why they refused to become civilized when it was in their
power, and why they cannot become so now that they desire it—Instance of the Creeks and Cherokees—Policy of the
particular states towards these Indians—Policy of the Federal government.

NONE of the Indian tribes which formerly inhabited the territory of New England, the Narragansetts, the 
Mohicans, the Pequots, have any existence but in the recollection of man. The Lenapes, who received William
Penn a hundred and fifty years ago upon the banks of the Delaware, have disappeared; and I myself met with the
last of the Iroquois, who were begging alms. The nations I have mentioned formerly covered the country to the
seacoast; but a traveler at the present day must penetrate more than a hundred leagues into the interior of the
continent to find an Indian. Not only have these wild tribes receded, but they are destroyed; and as they give way
or perish, an immense and increasing people fill their place. There is no instance upon record of so prodigious a
growth or so rapid a destruction; the manner in which the latter change takes place is not difficult to describe.

When the Indians were the sole inhabitants of the wilds whence they have since been expelled, their wants were
few. Their arms were of their own manufacture, their only drink was the water of the brook, and their clothes con-
sisted of the skins of animals, whose flesh furnished them with food.

The Europeans introduced among the savages of North America firearms, ardent spirits, and iron; they taught
them to exchange for manufactured stuffs the rough garments that had previously satisfied their untutored sim-
plicity. Having acquired new tastes, without the arts by which they could be gratified, the Indians were obliged to
have recourse to the workmanship of the whites; but in return for their productions the savage had nothing to
offer except the rich furs that still abounded in his woods. Hence the chase became necessary, not merely to pro-
vide for his subsistence, but to satisfy the frivolous desires of Europeans. He no longer hunted merely to obtain
food, but to procure the only objects of barter which he could offer. While the wants of the natives were thus
increasing, their resources continued to diminish. From the moment when a European settlement is formed in the
neighborhood of the territory occupied by the Indians, the beasts of chase take the alarm. Thousands of savages,
wandering in the forests and destitute of any fixed dwelling, did not disturb them; but as soon as the continuous
sounds of European labor are heard in their neighborhood, they begin to flee away and retire to the West, where
their instinct teaches them that they will still find deserts of immeasurable extent. “The buffalo is constantly
receding,”say Messrs. Clarke and Cass in their Report of the year 1829; a few years since they approached the base
of the Allegheny; and a few years hence they may even be rare upon the immense plains which extend to the base
of the Rocky Mountains.” I have been assured that this effect of the approach of the whites is often felt at two hun-
dred leagues’ distance from their frontier. Their influence is thus exerted over tribes whose name is unknown to
them, and who suffer the evils of usurpation long before they are acquainted with the authors of their distress.

Bold adventurers soon penetrate into the country the Indians have deserted, and when they have advanced
about fifteen or twenty leagues from the extreme frontiers of the whites, they begin to build habitations for civi-
lized beings in the midst of the wilderness. This is done without difficulty, as the territory of a hunting nation is ill
defined; it is the common property of the tribe and belongs to no one in particular, so that individual interests are
not concerned in protecting any part of it.

A few European families, occupying points very remote from one another, soon drive away the wild animals that
remain between their places of abode. The Indians, who had previously lived in a sort of abundance, then find it
difficult to subsist, and still more difficult to procure the articles of barter that they stand in need of. To drive away
their game has the same effect as to render sterile the fields of our agriculturists; deprived of the means of sub-
sistence, they are reduced, like famished wolves, to prowl through the forsaken woods in quest of prey. Their
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instinctive love of country attaches them to the soil that gave them birth, even after it has ceased to yield any-
thing but misery and death. At length they are compelled to acquiesce and depart; they follow the traces of the
elk, the buffalo, and the beaver and are guided by these wild animals in the choice of their future country.
Properly speaking, therefore, it is not the Europeans who drive away the natives of America; it is famine, a happy
distinction which had escaped the casuists of former times and for which we are indebted to modern discovery! 

It is impossible to conceive the frightful sufferings that attend these forced migrations. They are undertaken by a
people already exhausted and reduced; and the countries to which the newcomers betake themselves are inhab-
ited by other tribes, which receive them with jealous hostility. Hunger is in the rear, war awaits them, and misery
besets them on all sides. To escape from so many enemies, they separate, and each individual endeavors to pro-
cure secretly the means of supporting his existence by isolating himself, living in the immensity of the desert like
an outcast in civilized society. The social tie, which distress had long since weakened, is then dissolved; they have
no longer a country, and soon they will not be a people; their very families are obliterated; their common name is
forgotten; their language perishes; and all traces of their origin disappear. Their nation has ceased to exist except
in the recollection of the antiquaries of America and a few of the learned of Europe.

I should be sorry to have my reader suppose that I am coloring the picture too highly; I saw with my own eyes
many of the miseries that I have just described, and was the witness of sufferings that I have not the power to 
portray.

At the end of the year 1831, while I was on the left bank of the Mississippi, at a place named by Europeans 
Memphis, there arrived a numerous band of Choctaws (or Chactas, as they are called by the French in Louisiana).
These savages had left their country and were endeavoring to gain the right bank of the Mississippi, where they
hoped to find an asylum that had been promised them by the American government. It was then the middle of
winter, and the cold was unusually severe; the snow had frozen hard upon the ground, and the river was drifting
huge masses of ice. The Indians had their families with them, and they brought in their train the wounded and the
sick, with children newly born and old men upon the verge of death. They possessed neither tents nor wagons,
but only their arms and some provisions. I saw them embark to pass the mighty river, and never will that solemn
spectacle fade from my remembrance. No cry, no sob, was heard among the assembled crowd; all were silent.
Their calamities were of ancient date, and they knew them to be irremediable. The Indians had all stepped into
the bark that was to carry them across, but their dogs remained upon the bank. As soon as these animals per-
ceived that their masters were finally leaving the shore, they set up a dismal howl and, plunging all together into
the icy waters of the Mississippi, swam after the boat.

The expulsion of the Indians often takes place at the present day in a regular and, as it were, a legal manner. When
the European population begins to approach the limit of the desert inhabited by a savage tribe, the government
of the United States usually sends forward envoys who assemble the Indians in a large plain and, having first eaten
and drunk with them, address them thus: “What have you to do in the land of your fathers? Before long, you must
dig up their bones in order to live. In what respect is the country you inhabit better than another? Are there no
woods, marshes, or prairies except where you dwell? And can you live nowhere but under your own sun? Beyond
those mountains which you see at the horizon, beyond the lake which bounds your territory on the west, there
lie vast countries where beasts of chase are yet found in great abundance; sell us your lands, then, and go to live
happily in those solitudes.” After holding this language, they spread before the eyes of the Indians firearms,
woolen garments, kegs of brandy, glass necklaces, bracelets of tinsel, ear-rings, and looking-glasses. If, when they
have beheld all these riches, they still hesitate, it is insinuated that they cannot refuse the required consent and
that the government itself will not long have the power of protecting them in their rights. What are they to do?
Half convinced and half compelled, they go to inhabit new deserts, where the importunate whites will not let
them remain ten years in peace. In this manner do the Americans obtain, at a very low price, whole provinces,
which the richest sovereigns of Europe could not purchase.

These are great evils; and it must be added that they appear to me to be irremediable. I believe that the Indian
nations of North America are doomed to perish, and that whenever the Europeans shall be established on the
shores of the Pacific Ocean, that race of men will have ceased to exist. The Indians had only the alternative of war
or civilization; in other words, they must either destroy the Europeans or become their equals.

At the first settlement of the colonies they might have found it possible, by uniting their forces, to deliver them-
selves from the small bodies of strangers who landed on their continent. They several times attempted to do it,
and were on the point of succeeding; but the disproportion of their resources at the present day, when compared
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with those of the whites, is too great to allow such an enterprise to be thought of. But from time to time among
the Indians men of sagacity and energy foresee the final destiny that awaits the native population and exert
themselves to unite all the tribes in common hostility to the Europeans; but their efforts are unavailing. The tribes
which are in the neighborhood of the whites are too much weakened to offer an effectual resistance; while the
others, giving way to that childish carelessness of the morrow which characterizes savage life, wait for the near
approach of danger before they prepare to meet it; some are unable, others are unwilling, to act.

It is easy to foresee that the Indians will never civilize themselves, or that it will be too late when they may be
inclined to make the experiment.

Civilization is the result of a long social process, which takes place in the same spot and is handed down from one
generation to another, each one profiting by the experience of the last. Of all nations, those submit to civilization
with the most difficulty who habitually live by the chase. Pastoral tribes, indeed, often change their place of
abode; but they follow a regular order in their migrations and often return to their old stations, while the dwelling
of the hunter varies with that of the animals he pursues.

Several attempts have been made to diffuse knowledge among the Indians, leaving unchecked their wandering
propensities, by the Jesuits in Canada and by the Puritans in New England; but none of these endeavors have
been crowned by any lasting success. Civilization began in the cabin, but soon retired to expire in the woods. The
great error of these legislators for the Indians was their failure to understand that in order to succeed in civilizing
a people it is first necessary to settle them permanently which cannot be done without inducing them to culti-
vate the soil; the Indians ought in the first place to have been accustomed to agriculture. But not only are they
destitute of this indispensable preliminary to civilization, they would even have great difficulty in acquiring it. Men
who have once abandoned themselves to the restless and adventurous life of the hunter feel an insurmountable
disgust for the constant and regular labor that tillage requires. We see this proved even in our own societies; but
it is far more visible among races whose partiality for the chase is a part of their national character.

Independently of this general difficulty, there is another, which applies peculiarly to the Indians. They consider
labor not merely as an evil, but as a disgrace; so that their pride contends against civilization as obstinately as their
indolence.

There is no Indian so wretched as not to retain under his hut of bark a lofty idea of his personal worth; he con-
siders the cares of industry as degrading occupations; he compares the plowman to the ox that traces the furrow;
and in each of our handicrafts he can see only the labor of slaves. Not that he is devoid of admiration for the power
and intellectual greatness of the whites; but although the result of our efforts surprises him, he despises the
means by which we obtain it; and while he acknowledges our ascendancy, he still believes in his own superiority.
War and hunting are the only pursuits that appear to him worthy of a man. The Indian, in the dreary solitudes of
his woods, cherishes the same ideas, the same opinions, as the noble of the Middle Ages in his castle; and he only
needs to become a conqueror to complete the resemblance. Thus, however strange it may seem, it is in the forests
of the New World, and not among the Europeans who people its coasts, that the ancient prejudices of Europe still
exist.

More than once in the course of this work I have endeavored to explain the prodigious influence that the social
condition appears to exercise upon the laws and the manners of men, and I beg to add a few words on the same
subject.

When I perceive the resemblance that exists between the political institutions of our ancestors, the Germans, and
the wandering tribes of North America, between the customs described by Tacitus and those of which I have
sometimes been a witness, I cannot help thinking that the same cause has brought about the same results in both
hemispheres; and that in the midst of the apparent diversity of human affairs certain primary facts may be dis-
covered from which all the others are derived. In what we usually call the German institutions, then, I am inclined
to perceive only barbarian habits, and the opinions of savages in what we style feudal principles.

However strongly the vices and prejudices of the North American Indians may be opposed to their becoming agri-
cultural and civilized, necessity sometimes drives them to it. Several of the Southern tribes, considerably
numerous, and among others the Cherokees and the Creeks, found themselves, as it were, surrounded by 
Europeans, who had landed on the shores of the Atlantic and, either descending the Ohio or proceeding up the
Mississippi, arrived simultaneously upon their borders. These tribes had not been driven from place to place like
their Northern brethren; but they had been gradually shut up within narrow limits, like game driven into an enclo-
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sure before the huntsmen plunge among them. The Indians, who were thus placed between civilization and
death, found themselves obliged to live ignominiously by labor, like the whites. They took to agriculture and,
without entirely forsaking their old habits or manners, sacrificed only as much as was necessary to their existence.

The Cherokees went further; they created a written language, established a permanent form of government, and,
as everything proceeds rapidly in the New World, before they all of them had clothes they set up a newspaper.

The development of European habits has been much accelerated among these Indians by the mixed race which
has sprung up. Deriving intelligence from the father’s side without entirely losing the savage customs of the
mother, the half-blood forms the natural link between civilization and barbarism. Wherever this race has multi-
plied, the savage state has become modified and a great change has taken place in the manners of the people.

The success of the Cherokees proves that the Indians are capable of civilization, but it does not prove that they
will succeed in it. This difficulty that the Indians find in submitting to civilization proceeds from a general cause,
the influence of which it is almost impossible for them to escape. An attentive survey of history demonstrates that,
in general, barbarous nations have raised themselves to civilization by degrees and by their own efforts. When-
ever they derived knowledge from a foreign people, they stood towards them in the relation of conquerors, and
not of a conquered nation. When the conquered nation is enlightened and the conquerors are half-savage, as in
the invasion of the Roman Empire by the northern nations, or that of China by the Mongols, the power that vic-
tory bestows upon the barbarian is sufficient to keep up his importance among civilized men and permit him to
rank as their equal until he becomes their rival. The one has might on his side, the other has intelligence; the
former admires the knowledge and the arts of the conquered, the latter envies the power of the conquerors. The
barbarians at length admit civilized man into their palaces, and he in turn opens his schools to the barbarians. But
when the side on which the physical force lies also possesses an intellectual superiority, the conquered party
seldom becomes civilized; it retreats or is destroyed. It may therefore be said, in a general way, that savages go
forth in arms to seek knowledge, but do not receive it when it comes to them.

If the Indian tribes that now inhabit the heart of the continent could summon up energy enough to attempt to
civilize themselves, they might possibly succeed. Superior already to the barbarous nations that surround them,
they would gradually gain strength and experience, and when the Europeans appear upon their borders, they
would be in a state, if not to maintain their independence, at least to assert their right to the soil and to incorpo-
rate themselves with the conquerors. But it is the misfortune of Indians to be brought into contact with a civilized
people, who are also ( it must be owned ) the most grasping nation on the globe, while they are still semi-
barbarian; to find their masters in their instructors, and to receive knowledge and oppression at the same time.
Living in the freedom of the woods, the North American Indian was destitute, but he had no feeling of inferiority
towards anyone; as soon, however, as he desires to penetrate into the social scale of the whites, he can take only
the lowest rank in society, for he enters ignorant and poor within the pale of science and wealth. After having led
a life of agitation, beset with evils and dangers, but at the same time filled with proud emotions, he is obliged to
submit to a wearisome, obscure, and degraded state. To gain by hard and ignoble labor the bread that nourishes
him is in his eyes the only result of which civilization can boast; and even this he is not always sure to obtain.

When the Indians undertake to imitate their European neighbors, and to till the earth as they do, they are imme-
diately exposed to a formidable competition. The white man is skilled in the craft of agriculture; the Indian is a
rough beginner in an art with which he is unacquainted. The former reaps abundant crops without difficulty, the
latter meets with a thousand obstacles in raising the fruits of the earth.

The European is placed among a population whose wants he knows and shares. The savage is isolated in the midst
of a hostile people, with whose customs, language, and laws he is imperfectly acquainted, but without whose
assistance he cannot live. He can procure only the materials of comfort by bartering his commodities for the
goods of the European, for the assistance of his countrymen is wholly insufficient to supply his wants. Thus, when
the Indian wishes to sell the produce of his labor, he cannot always find a purchaser, while the European readily
obtains a market; the former can produce only at considerable cost what the latter sells at a low rate. Thus the
Indian has no sooner escaped those evils to which barbarous nations are exposed than he is subjected to the still
greater miseries of civilized communities; and he finds it scarcely less difficult to live in the midst of our abun-
dance than in the depth of his own forest.

He has not yet lost the habits of his erratic life; the traditions of his fathers and his passion for the chase are still
alive within him. The wild enjoyments that formerly animated him in the woods painfully excite his troubled imag-
ination; the privations that he endured there appear less keen, his former perils less appalling. He contrasts the
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independence that he possessed among his equals with the servile position that he occupies in civilized society.
On the other hand, the solitudes which were so long his free home are still at hand; a few hours’ march will bring
him back to them once more. The whites offer him a sum which seems to him considerable for the half-cleared
ground whence he obtains sustenance with difficulty. This money of the Europeans may possibly enable him to
live a happy and tranquil life far away from them; and he quits the plow, resumes his native arms, and returns to
the wilderness forever. The condition of the Creeks and Cherokees, to which I have already alluded, sufficiently
corroborates the truth of this sad picture.

The Indians, in the little which they have done, have unquestionably displayed as much natural genius as the peo-
ples of Europe in their greatest undertakings; but nations as well as men require time to learn, whatever may be
their intelligence and their zeal. While the savages were endeavoring to civilize themselves, the Europeans con-
tinued to surround them on every side and to confine them within narrower limits; the two races gradually met,
and they are now in immediate contact with each other. The Indian is already superior to his barbarous parent,
but he is still far below his white neighbor. With their resources and acquired knowledge, the Europeans soon
appropriated to themselves most of the advantages that the natives might have derived from the possession of
the soil: they have settled among them, have purchased land at a low rate, or have occupied it by force, and the
Indians have been ruined by a competition which they had not the means of sustaining. They were isolated in
their own country, and their race constituted only a little colony of troublesome strangers in the midst of a
numerous and dominant people.

Washington said in one of his messages to Congress: “We are more enlightened and more powerful than the
Indian nations; we are therefore bound in honor to treat them with kindness, and even with generosity.” But this
virtuous and high-minded policy has not been followed. The rapacity of the settlers is usually backed by the
tyranny of the government. Although the Cherokees and the Creeks are established upon territory which they in-
habited before the arrival of the Europeans, and although the Americans have frequently treated with them as
with foreign nations, the surrounding states have not been willing to acknowledge them as an independent
people and have undertaken to subject these children of the woods to Anglo-American magistrates, laws, and
customs. Destitution had driven these unfortunate Indians to civilization, and oppression now drives them back
to barbarism: many of them abandon the soil which they had begun to clear and return to the habits of savage
life.

If we consider the tyrannical measures that have been adopted by the legislatures of the Southern states, the con-
duct of their governors, and the decrees of their courts of justice, we shall be convinced that the entire expulsion
of the Indians is the final result to which all the efforts of their policy are directed. The Americans of that part of
the Union look with jealousy upon the lands which the natives still possess; they are aware that these tribes have
not yet lost the traditions of savage life, and before civilization has permanently fixed them to the soil it is
intended to force them to depart by reducing them to despair. The Creeks and Cherokees, oppressed by the sev-
eral states, have appealed to the central government, which is by no means insensible to their misfortunes and is
sincerely desirous of saving the remnant of the natives and of maintaining them in the free possession of that ter-
ritory which the Union has guaranteed to them. But when it seeks to carry out this plan, the several states set up
a tremendous resistance, and so it makes up its mind not to take the easier way, and to let a few savage tribes
perish, since they are already half-decimated, in order not to endanger the safety of the American Union.

But the Federal government, which is not able to protect the Indians, would fain mitigate the hardships of their
lot; and with this intention it has undertaken to transport them into remote regions at the public cost.

Between the 33rd and 37th degrees of north latitude lies a vast tract of country that has taken the name of
Arkansas, from the principal river that waters it. It is bounded on one side by the confines of Mexico, on the other
by the Mississippi. Numberless streams cross it in every direction; the climate is mild and the soil productive, and
it is inhabited only by a few wandering hordes of savages. The government of the Union wishes to transport the
broken remnants of the indigenous population of the South to the portion of this country that is nearest to
Mexico and at a great distance from the American settlements.

We were assured, towards the end of the year 1831, that 10,000 Indians had already gone to the shores of the
Arkansas, and fresh detachments were constantly following them. But Congress has been unable to create a unan-
imous determination in those whom it is disposed to protect. Some, indeed, joyfully consent to quit the seat of
oppression; but the most enlightened members of the community refuse to abandon their recent dwellings and
their growing crops; they are of opinion that the work of civilization, once interrupted, will never be resumed; they
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fear that those domestic habits which have been so recently contracted may be irrevocably lost in the midst of a
country that is still barbarous and where nothing is prepared for the subsistence of an agricultural people; they
know that their entrance into those wilds will be opposed by hostile hordes, and that they have lost the energy of
barbarians without having yet acquired the resources of civilization to resist their attacks. Moreover, the Indians
readily discover that the settlement which is proposed to them is merely temporary. Who can assure them that
they will at length be allowed to dwell in peace in their new retreat? The United States pledges itself to maintain
them there, but the territory which they now occupy was formerly secured to them by the most solemn oaths. The
American government does not indeed now rob them of their lands, but it allows perpetual encroachments on
them. In a few years the same white population that now flocks around them will doubtless track them anew to
the solitudes of the Arkansas; they will then be exposed to the same evils, without the same remedies; and as the
limits of the earth will at last fail them, their only refuge is the grave.

The Union treats the Indians with less cupidity and violence than the several states, but the two governments are
alike deficient in good faith. The states extend what they call the benefits of their laws to the Indians, believing
that the tribes will recede rather than submit to them; and the central government, which promises a permanent
refuge to these unhappy beings in the West, is well aware of its inability to secure it to them. Thus the tyranny of
the states obliges the savages to retire; the Union, by its promises and resources, facilitates their retreat; and these
measures tend to precisely the same end.

“By the will of our Father in heaven, the Governor of the whole world,” said the Cherokees in their petition to 
Congress, “the red man of America has become small, and the white man great and renowned. When the ances-
tors of the people of these United States first came to the shores of America, they found the red man strong:
though he was ignorant and savage, yet he received them kindly and gave them dry land to rest their weary feet.
They met in peace and shook hands in token of friendship. Whatever the white man wanted and asked of the
Indian, the latter willingly gave. At that time the Indian was the lord, and the white man the suppliant. But now
the scene has changed. The strength of the red man has become weakness. As his neighbors increased in num-
bers, his power became less and less; and now, of the many and powerful tribes who once covered these United
States, only a few are to be seen—a few whom a sweeping pestilence has left. The Northern tribes, who were once
so numerous and powerful, are now nearly extinct. Thus it has happened to the red man in America. Shall we, who
are remnants, share the same fate? “The land on which we stand we have received as an inheritance from our
fathers, who possessed it from time immemorial, as a gift from our common Father in heaven. They bequeathed
it to us as their children, and we have sacredly kept it, as containing the remains of our beloved men. This right of
inheritance we have never ceded nor ever forfeited. Permit us to ask what better right can the people have to a
country than the right of inheritance and immemorial peaceable possession? We know it is said of late by the state
of Georgia and by the Executive of the United States that we have forfeited this right; but we think this is said gra-
tuitously. At what time have we made the forfeit? What great crime have we committed whereby we must forever
be divested of our country and rights? Was it when we were hostile to the United States and took part with the
King of Great Britain during the struggle for independence? If so, why was not this forfeiture declared in the first
treaty of peace between the United States and our beloved men? Why was not such an article as the following
inserted in the treaty: ‘The United States give peace to the Cherokees, but, for the part they took in the late war,
declare them to be but tenants at will, to be removed when the convenience of the states within whose chartered
limits they live shall require it’? That was the proper time to assume such a possession. But it was not thought of;
nor would our forefathers have agreed to any treaty whose tendency was to deprive them of their rights and their
country.”

Such is the language of the Indians: what they say is true; what they foresee seems inevitable. From whichever
side we consider the destinies of the aborigines of North America, their calamities appear irremediable: if they
continue barbarous, they are forced to retire; if they attempt to civilize themselves, the contact of a more civilized
community subjects them to oppression and destitution. They perish if they continue to wander from waste to
waste, and if they attempt to settle they still must perish. The assistance of Europeans is necessary to instruct
them, but the approach of Europeans corrupts and repels them into savage life. They refuse to change their habits
as long as their solitudes are their own, and it is too late to change them when at last they are forced to submit.

The Spaniards pursued the Indians with bloodhounds, like wild beasts; they sacked the New World like a city taken
by storm, with no discernment or compassion; but destruction must cease at last and frenzy has a limit: the rem-
nant of the Indian population which had escaped the massacre mixed with its conquerors and adopted in the end
their religion and their manners. The conduct of the Americans of the United States towards the aborigines is
characterized, on the other hand, by a singular attachment to the formalities of law. Provided that the Indians
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retain their barbarous condition, the Americans take no part in their affairs; they treat them as independent
nations and do not possess themselves of their hunting-grounds without a treaty of purchase; and if an Indian
nation happens to be so encroached upon as to be unable to subsist upon their territory, they kindly take them
by the hand and transport them to a grave far from the land of their fathers.

The Spaniards were unable to exterminate the Indian race by those unparalleled atrocities which brand them with
indelible shame, nor did they succeed even in wholly depriving it of its rights; but the Americans of the United
States have accomplished this twofold purpose with singular felicity, tranquilly, legally, philanthropically, without
shedding blood, and without violating a single great principle of morality in the eyes of the world. It is impossible
to destroy men with more respect for the laws of humanity.

The Present and Probable Future Condition of the Indian Tribes, cont’d.
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Alexis de Tocqueville, Democracy in America: “Why
Democratic Nations Naturally Desire Peace, and Democratic
Armies, War” 

(Volume II, Part III, Chapter XXII)

The same interests, the same fears, the same passions that deter democratic nations from revolutions deter them
also from war; the spirit of military glory and the spirit of revolution are weakened at the same time and by the
same causes. The ever increasing numbers of men of property who are lovers of peace, the growth of personal
wealth which war so rapidly consumes, the mildness of manners, the gentleness of heart, those tendencies to pity
which are produced by the equality of conditions, that coolness of understanding which renders men compara-
tively insensible to the violent and poetical excitement of arms, all these causes concur to, quench the military
spirit. I think it may be admitted as a general and constant rule that among civilized nations the warlike passions
will become more rare and less intense in proportion as social conditions are more equal.

War is nevertheless an occurrence to which all nations are subject, democratic nations as well as others. Whatever
taste they may have for peace, they must hold themselves in readiness to repel aggression, or, in other words, they
must have an army. Fortune, which has conferred so many peculiar benefits upon the inhabitants of the United
States, has placed them in the midst of a wilderness, where they have, so to speak, no neighbors; a few thousand
soldiers are sufficient for their wants. But this is peculiar to America, not to democracy.

The equality of conditions and the manners as well as the institutions resulting from it do not exempt a demo-
cratic people from the necessity of standing armies, and their armies always exercise a powerful influence over
their fate. It is therefore of singular importance to inquire what are the natural propensities of the men of whom
these armies are composed.

Among aristocratic nations, especially among those in which birth is the only source of rank, the same inequality
exists in the army as in the nation; the officer is noble, the soldier is a serf; the one is naturally called upon to com-
mand, the other to obey. In aristocratic armies the private soldier’s ambition is therefore circumscribed within very
narrow limits. Nor has the ambition of the officer an unlimited range. An aristocratic body not only forms a part
of the scale of ranks in the nation, but contains a scale of ranks within itself; the members of whom it is composed
are placed one above another in a particular and unvarying manner. Thus one man is born to the command of a
regiment, another to that of a company. When once they have reached the utmost object of their hopes, they stop
of their own accord and remain contented with their lot.

There is, besides, a strong cause that in aristocracies weakens the officer’s desire of promotion. Among aristocratic
nations an officer, independently of his rank in the army, also occupies an elevated rank in society; the former is
almost always, in his eyes, only an appendage to the latter. A nobleman who embraces the profession of arms fol-
lows it less from motives of ambition than from a sense of the duties imposed on him by his birth. He enters the
army in order to find an honorable employment for the idle years of his youth and to be able to bring back to his
home and his peers some honorable recollections of military life; but his principal object is not to obtain by that
profession either property, distinction, or power, for he possesses these advantages in his own right and enjoys
them without leaving his home.

In democratic armies all the soldiers may become officers, which makes the desire of promotion general and
immeasurably extends the bounds of military ambition. The officer, on his part, sees nothing that naturally and
necessarily stops him at one grade more than at another; and each grade has immense importance in his eyes
because his rank in society almost always depends on his rank in the army. Among democratic nations it often
happens that an officer has no property but his pay and no distinction but that of military honors; consequently,
as often as his duties change, his fortune changes and he becomes, as it were, a new man. What was only an
appendage to his position in aristocratic armies has thus become the main point, the basis of his whole condition.
Under the old French monarchy officers were always called by their titles of nobility; they are now always called
by the title of their military rank. This little change in the forms of language suffices to show that a great revolu-
tion has taken place in the constitution of society and in that of the army.
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In democratic armies the desire of advancement is almost universal: it is ardent, tenacious, perpetual; it is
strengthened by all other desires and extinguished only with life itself. But it is easy to see that, of all armies in the
world, those in which advancement must be slowest in time of peace are the armies of democratic countries. As
the number of commissions is naturally limited while the number of competitors is almost unlimited, and as the
strict law of equality is over all alike, none can make rapid progress; many can make no progress at all. Thus the
desire of advancement is greater and the opportunities of advancement fewer there than elsewhere. All the ambi-
tious spirits of a democratic army are consequently ardently desirous of war, because war makes vacancies and
warrants the violation of that law of seniority which is the sole privilege natural to democracy.

We thus arrive at this singular consequence, that, of all armies, those most ardently desirous of war are democratic
armies, and of all nations, those most fond of peace are democratic nations; and what makes these facts still more
extraordinary is that these contrary effects are produced at the same time by the principle of equality.

All the members of the community, being alike, constantly harbor the wish and discover the possibility of
changing their condition and improving their welfare; this makes them fond of peace, which is favorable to
industry and allows every man to pursue his own little undertakings to their completion. On the other hand, this
same equality makes soldiers dream of fields of battle, by increasing the value of military honors in the eyes of
those who follow the profession of arms and by rendering those honors accessible to all. In either case the rest-
lessness of the heart is the same, the taste for enjoyment is insatiable, the ambition of success as great; the means
of gratifying it alone are different.

These opposite tendencies of the nation and the army expose democratic communities to great dangers. When a
military spirit forsakes a people, the profession of arms immediately ceases to be held in honor and military men
fall to the lowest rank of the public servants; they are little esteemed and no longer understood. The reverse of
what takes place in aristocratic ages then occurs; the men who enter the army are no longer those of the highest,
but of the lowest class. Military ambition is indulged only when no other is possible. Hence arises a circle of cause
and consequence from which it is difficult to escape: the best part of the nation shuns the military profession
because that profession is not honored, and the profession is not honored because the best part of the nation has
ceased to follow it.

It is then no matter of surprise that democratic armies are often restless, ill-tempered, and dissatisfied with their
lot, although their physical condition is commonly far better and their discipline less strict than in other countries.
The soldier feels that he occupies an inferior position, and his wounded pride either stimulates his taste for hos-
tilities that would render his services necessary or gives him a desire for revolution, during which he may hope to
win by force of arms the political influence and personal importance now denied him.

The composition of democratic armies makes this last-mentioned danger much to be feared. In democratic com-
munities almost every man has some property to preserve; but democratic armies are generally led by men
without property, most of whom have little to lose in civil broils. The bulk of the nation is naturally much more
afraid of revolutions than in the ages of aristocracy, but the leaders of the army much less so.

Moreover, as among democratic nations (to repeat what I have just remarked) the wealthiest, best-educated, and
ablest men seldom adopt the military profession, the army, taken collectively, eventually forms a small nation by
itself, where the mind is less enlarged and habits are more rude than in the nation at large. Now, this small unciv-
ilized nation has arms in its possession and alone knows how to use them; for, indeed, the pacific temper of the
community increases the danger to which a democratic people is exposed from the military and turbulent spirit
of the army. Nothing is so dangerous as an army in the midst of an unwarlike nation; the excessive love of the
whole community for quiet continually puts the constitution at the mercy of the soldiery.

It may therefore be asserted, generally speaking, that if democratic nations are naturally prone to peace from their
interests and their propensities, they are constantly drawn to war and revolutions by their armies. Military revolu-
tions, which are scarcely ever to be apprehended in aristocracies, are always to be dreaded among democratic
nations. These perils must be reckoned among the most formidable that beset their future fate, and the attention
of statesmen should be sedulously applied to find a remedy for the evil.

Why Democratic Nations Naturally Desire Peace, and Democratic Armies, War, cont’d.
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When a nation perceives that it is inwardly affected by the restless ambition of its army, the first thought which
occurs is to give this inconvenient ambition an object by going to war. I do not wish to speak ill of war: war almost
always enlarges the mind of a people and raises their character. In some cases it is the only check to the excessive
growth of certain propensities that naturally spring out of the equality of conditions, and it must be considered
as a necessary corrective to certain inveterate diseases to which democratic communities are liable.

War has great advantages, but we must not flatter ourselves that it can diminish the danger I have just pointed
out. That peril is only suspended by it, to return more fiercely when the war is over; for armies are much more
impatient of peace after having tasted military exploits. War could be a remedy only for a people who were always
athirst for military glory.

I foresee that all the military rulers who may rise up in great democratic nations will find it easier to conquer with
their armies than to make their armies live at peace after conquest. There are two things that a democratic people
will always find very difficult, to begin a war and to end it. Again, if war has some peculiar advantages for demo-
cratic nations, on the other hand it exposes them to certain dangers which aristocracies have no cause to dread
to an equal extent. I shall point out only two of these.

Although war gratifies the army, it embarrasses and often exasperates that countless multitude of men whose
minor passions every day require peace in order to be satisfied. Thus there is some risk of its causing, under
another form, the very disturbance it is intended to prevent.

No protracted war can fail to endanger the freedom of a democratic country. Not indeed that after every victory
it is to be apprehended that the victorious generals will possess themselves by force of the supreme power, after
the manner of Sulla and Caesar; the danger is of another kind. War does not always give over democratic com-
munities to military government, but it must invariably and immeasurably increase the powers of civil govern-
ment; it must almost compulsorily concentrate the direction of all men and the management of all things in the
hands of the administration. If it does not lead to despotism by sudden violence, it prepares men for it more gently
by their habits. All those who seek to destroy the liberties of a democratic nation ought to know that war is the
surest and the shortest means to accomplish it. This is the first axiom of the science.

One remedy, which appears to be obvious when the ambition of soldiers and officers becomes the subject of
alarm, is to augment the number of commissions to be distributed by increasing the army. This affords temporary
relief, but it plunges the country into deeper difficulties at some future period. To increase the army may produce
a lasting effect in an aristocratic community, because military ambition is there confined to one class of men, and
the ambition of each individual stops, as it were, at a certain limit, so that it may be possible to satisfy all who feel
its influence. But nothing is gained by increasing the army among a democratic people, because the number of
aspirants always rises in exactly the same ratio as the army itself. Those whose claims have been satisfied by the
creation of new commissions are instantly succeeded by a fresh multitude beyond all power of satisfaction; and
even those who were but now satisfied soon begin to crave more advancement, for the same excitement prevails
in the ranks of the army as in the civil classes of democratic society, and what men want is, not to reach a certain
grade, but to have constant promotion. Though these wants may not be very vast, they are perpetually recurring.
Thus a democratic nation, by augmenting its army, allays only for a time the ambition of the military profession,
which soon becomes even more formidable because the number of those who feel it is increased.

I am of the opinion that a restless and turbulent spirit is an evil inherent in the very constitution of democratic
armies and beyond hope of cure. The legislators of democracies must not expect to devise any military organiza-
tion capable by its influence of calming and restraining the military profession; their efforts would exhaust their
powers before the object could be attained. The remedy for the vices of the army is not to be found in the army
itself, but in the country. Democratic nations are naturally afraid of disturbance and of despotism; the object is to
turn these natural instincts into intelligent, deliberate, and lasting tastes.

When men have at last learned to make a peaceful and profitable use of freedom and have felt its blessings, when
they have conceived a manly love of order and have freely submitted themselves to discipline, these same men,
if they follow the profession of arms, bring into it, unconsciously and almost against their will, these same habits
and manners. The general spirit of the nation, being infused into the spirit peculiar to the army, tempers the opin-
ions and desires engendered by military life, or represses them by the mighty force of public opinion. Teach the
citizens to be educated, orderly, firm, and free and the soldiers will be disciplined and obedient.

Why Democratic Nations Naturally Desire Peace, and Democratic Armies, War, cont’d.
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Any law that, in repressing the turbulent spirit of the army, should tend to diminish the spirit of freedom in the
nation and to overshadow the notion of law and right would defeat its object; it would do much more to favor
than to defeat the establishment of military tyranny. After all, and in spite of all precautions, a large army in the
midst of a democratic people will always be a source of great danger. The most effectual means of diminishing
that danger would be to reduce the army, but this is a remedy that all nations are not able to apply.

Why Democratic Nations Naturally Desire Peace, and Democratic Armies, War, cont’d.
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The Monroe Doctrine
In response to an attempt by Russia to reoccupy the northwest coast of North America and the holy alliance that
would attempt to capture Latin American states that had recently revolted from Spanish rule, President James
Monroe issued a proclamation, written in part by Secretary of State John Quincy Adams, that North America was no
longer open to European colonial conquest. Issued during Monroe’s seventh annual message to Congress, the mes-
sage also set the stage for American colonial designs in the Americas, particularly in the 1840s when President Polk
reasserted the Monroe Doctrine in order to defend the American invasion of Mexico. In 1904, Theodore Roosevelt
clarified the application of the Monroe Doctrine to American aims by adding a corollary that asserted that the
United States would invade any American government that appeared to be unstable since such appearance might
invite the Europeans to intervene.The doctrine was a significant component of American understandings of itself as
“European” in that like European countries it could justifiably interfere in the business of other states. So significant
was it, in fact, that Woodrow Wilson asked for an exception in the Covenant for the League of Nations.

The Monroe Doctrine

The Monroe Doctrine was expressed during President Monroe’s seventh annual message to Congress,
December 2, 1823:

... At the proposal of the Russian Imperial Government, made through the minister of the Emperor residing here,
a full power and instructions have been transmitted to the minister of the United States at St. Petersburg to
arrange by amicable negotiation the respective rights and interests of the two nations on the northwest coast of
this continent. A similar proposal has been made by His Imperial Majesty to the Government of Great Britain,
which has likewise been acceded to. The Government of the United States has been desirous by this friendly pro-
ceeding of manifesting the great value which they have invariably attached to the friendship of the Emperor and
their solicitude to cultivate the best understanding with his Government. In the discussions to which this interest
has given rise and in the arrangements by which they may terminate the occasion has been judged proper for
asserting, as a principle in which the rights and interests of the United States are involved, that the American con-
tinents, by the free and independent condition which they have assumed and maintain, are henceforth not to be
considered as subjects for future colonization by any European powers....

It was stated at the commencement of the last session that a great effort was then making in Spain and Portugal
to improve the condition of the people of those countries, and that it appeared to be conducted with extraordi-
nary moderation. It need scarcely be remarked that the results have been so far very different from what was then
anticipated. Of events in that quarter of the globe, with which we have so much intercourse and from which we
derive our origin, we have always been anxious and interested spectators. The citizens of the United States cherish
sentiments the most friendly in favor of the liberty and happiness of their fellow-men on that side of the Atlantic.
In the wars of the European powers in matters relating to themselves we have never taken any part, nor does it
comport with our policy to do so. It is only when our rights are invaded or seriously menaced that we resent
injuries or make preparation for our defense. With the movements in this hemisphere we are of necessity more
immediately connected, and by causes which must be obvious to all enlightened and impartial observers. The
political system of the allied powers is essentially different in this respect from that of America. This difference pro-
ceeds from that which exists in their respective Governments; and to the defense of our own, which has been
achieved by the loss of so much blood and treasure, and matured by the wisdom of their most enlightened citi-
zens, and under which we have enjoyed unexampled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. We owe it, therefore,
to candor and to the amicable relations existing between the United States and those powers to declare that we
should consider any attempt on their part to extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous
to our peace and safety. With the existing colonies or dependencies of any European power we have not inter-
fered and shall not interfere. But with the Governments who have declared their independence and maintain it,
and whose independence we have, on great consideration and on just principles, acknowledged, we could not
view any interposition for the purpose of oppressing them, or controlling in any other manner their destiny, by
any European power in any other light than as the manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward the United
States. In the war between those new Governments and Spain we declared our neutrality at the time of their
recognition, and to this we have adhered, and shall continue to adhere, provided no change shall occur which, in
the judgement of the competent authorities of this Government, shall make a corresponding change on the part
of the United States indispensable to their security.
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The late events in Spain and Portugal shew that Europe is still unsettled. Of this important fact no stronger proof
can be adduced than that the allied powers should have thought it proper, on any principle satisfactory to them-
selves, to have interposed by force in the internal concerns of Spain. To what extent such interposition may be car-
ried, on the same principle, is a question in which all independent powers whose governments differ from theirs
are interested, even those most remote, and surely none of them more so than the United States. Our policy in
regard to Europe, which was adopted at an early stage of the wars which have so long agitated that quarter of the
globe, nevertheless remains the same, which is, not to interfere in the internal concerns of any of its powers; to
consider the government de facto as the legitimate government for us; to cultivate friendly relations with it, and
to preserve those relations by a frank, firm, and manly policy, meeting in all instances the just claims of every
power, submitting to injuries from none. But in regard to those continents circumstances are eminently and con-
spicuously different. It is impossible that the allied powers should extend their political system to any portion of
either continent without endangering our peace and happiness; nor can anyone believe that our southern
brethren, if left to themselves, would adopt it of their own accord. It is equally impossible, therefore, that we
should behold such interposition in any form with indifference. If we look to the comparative strength and
resources of Spain and those new Governments, and their distance from each other, it must be obvious that she
can never subdue them. It is still the true policy of the United States to leave the parties to themselves, in hope
that other powers will pursue the same course....

The Monroe Doctrine, cont’d.
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The Marshall Plan
George Kennan, director of a State Department Policy Planning staff, sent a memo to Charles E. Bohlen, a State
Department official, who rewrote it into a speech for George C. Marshall. Marshall’s speech outlined the post-World
War II problem and solution. Europe, he claimed, could not hope to rebuild after the destruction of the war unless
the United States offered massive assistance. In what British Foreign Secretary Ernest Bevin called “one of the
greatest speeches in world history,” Marshall suggested that the European nations should set up a program them-
selves in which the United States would assist in reconstruction. In the following speech at Harvard University on
June 5, 1947, George Marshall initiated the European Aid Program usually called the Marshall Plan.

The Marshall Plan

I need not tell you, gentlemen, that the world situation is very serious. That must be apparent to all intelligent
people. I think one difficulty is that the problem is one of such enormous complexity that the very mass of facts
presented to the public by press and radio make it exceedingly difficult for the man in the street to reach a clear
appraisement of the situation. Furthermore, the people of this country are distant from the troubled areas of the
earth and it is hard for them to comprehend the plight and consequent reactions of the long-suffering peoples,
and the effect of those reactions on their governments in connection with our efforts to promote peace in the
world.

In considering the requirements for the rehabilitation of Europe, the physical loss of life, the visible destruction of
cities, factories, mines and railroads was correctly estimated but it has become obvious during recent months that
this visible destruction was probably less serious than the dislocation of the entire fabric of European economy.
For the past 10 years conditions have been highly abnormal. The feverish preparation for war and the more
feverish maintenance of the war effort engulfed all aspects of national economies. Machinery has fallen into dis-
repair or is entirely obsolete. Under the arbitrary and destructive Nazi rule, virtually every possible enterprise was
geared into the German war machine. Long-standing commercial ties, private institutions, banks, insurance com-
panies, and shipping companies disappeared, through loss of capital, absorption through nationalization, or by
simple destruction. In many countries, confidence in the local currency has been severely shaken. The breakdown
of the business structure of Europe during the war was complete. Recovery has been seriously retarded by the fact
that two years after the close of hostilities a peace settlement with Germany and Austria has not been agreed
upon. But even given a more prompt solution of these difficult problems the rehabilitation of the economic struc-
ture of Europe quite evidently will require a much longer time and greater effort than had been foreseen.

There is a phase of this matter which is both interesting and serious. The farmer has always produced the food-
stuffs to exchange with the city dweller for the other necessities of life. This division of labor is the basis of modern
civilization. At the present time it is threatened with breakdown. The town and city industries are not producing
adequate goods to exchange with the food producing farmer. Raw materials and fuel are in short supply.
Machinery is lacking or worn out. The farmer or the peasant cannot find the goods for sale which he desires to
purchase. So the sale of his farm produce for money which he cannot use seems to him an unprofitable transac-
tion. He, therefore, has withdrawn many fields from crop cultivation and is using them for grazing. He feeds more
grain to stock and finds for himself and his family an ample supply of food, however short he may be on clothing
and the other ordinary gadgets of civilization. Meanwhile people in the cities are short of food and fuel. So the
governments are forced to use their foreign money and credits to procure these necessities abroad. This process
exhausts funds which are urgently needed for reconstruction. Thus a very serious situation is rapidly developing
which bodes no good for the world. The modern system of the division of labor upon which the exchange of prod-
ucts is based is in danger of breaking down.

The truth of the matter is that Europe’s requirements for the next three or four years of foreign food and other
essential products—principally from America—are so much greater than her present ability to pay that she must
have substantial additional help or face economic, social, and political deterioration of a very grave character.

The remedy lies in breaking the vicious circle and restoring the confidence of the European people in the eco-
nomic future of their own countries and of Europe as a whole. The manufacturer and the farmer throughout wide
areas must be able and willing to exchange their products for currencies the continuing value of which is not open
to question.
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Aside from the demoralizing effect on the world at large and the possibilities of disturbances arising as a result of
the desperation of the people concerned, the consequences to the economy of the United States should be
apparent to all. It is logical that the United States should do whatever it is able to do to assist in the return of
normal economic health in the world, without which there can be no political stability and no assured peace. Our
policy is directed not against any country or doctrine but against hunger, poverty, desperation and chaos. Its pur-
pose should be the revival of a working economy in the world so as to permit the emergence of political and social
conditions in which free institutions can exist. Such assistance, I am convinced, must not be on a piecemeal basis
as various crises develop. Any assistance that this Government may render in the future should provide a cure
rather than a mere palliative. Any government that is willing to assist in the task of recovery will find full 
co-operation I am sure, on the part of the United States Government. Any government which maneuvers to block
the recovery of other countries cannot expect help from us. Furthermore, governments, political parties, or
groups which seek to perpetuate human misery in order to profit therefrom politically or otherwise will encounter
the opposition of the United States.

It is already evident that, before the United States Government can proceed much further in its efforts to alleviate
the situation and help start the European world on its way to recovery, there must be some agreement among the
countries of Europe as to the requirements of the situation and the part those countries themselves will take in
order to give proper effect to whatever action might be undertaken by this Government. It would be neither fit-
ting nor efficacious for this Government to undertake to draw up unilaterally a program designed to place Europe
on its feet economically. This is the business of the Europeans. The initiative, I think, must come from Europe. The
role of this country should consist of friendly aid in the drafting of a European program and of later support of
such a program so far as it may be practical for us to do so. The program should be a joint one, agreed to by a
number, if not all European nations.

An essential part of any successful action on the part of the United States is an understanding on the part of the
people of America of the character of the problem and the remedies to be applied. Political passion and prejudice
should have no part. With foresight, and a willingness on the part of our people to face up to the vast responsi-
bility which history has clearly placed upon our country, the difficulties I have outlined can and will be overcome.

The Marshall Plan, cont’d.
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Mark Twain, “The War Prayer”
“None but the dead have free speech,” wrote Mark Twain in his private notebook, in response to the rejection of “The
War Prayer” by the editors at Harper’s Bazaar on March 22, 1905. Twain complained to friends and 
colleagues about the business of the American press in which they “should not permit laughs which could injure his
business.” Twain wrote the piece in response to the Philippine-American war.

The War Prayer
by Mark Twain

It was a time of great and exalting excitement. The country was up in arms, the war was on, in every breast burned
the holy fire of patriotism; the drums were beating, the bands playing, the toy pistols popping, the bunched fire-
crackers hissing and spluttering; on every hand and far down the receding and fading spread of roofs and bal-
conies a fluttering wilderness of flags flashed in the sun; daily the young volunteers marched down the wide
avenue gay and fine in their new uniforms, the proud fathers and mothers and sisters and sweethearts cheering
them with voices choked with happy emotion as they swung by; nightly the packed mass meetings listened,
panting, to patriot oratory which stirred the deepest deeps of their hearts, and which they interrupted at briefest
intervals with cyclones of applause, the tears running down their cheeks the while; in the churches the pastors
preached devotion to flag and country, and invoked the God of Battles beseeching His aid in our good cause in
outpourings of fervid eloquence which moved every listener. It was indeed a glad and gracious time, and the half
dozen rash spirits that ventured to disapprove of the war and cast a doubt upon its righteousness straightway got
such a stern and angry warning that for their personal safety’s sake they quickly shrank out of sight and offended
no more in that way.

Sunday morning came—next day the battalions would leave for the front; the church was filled; the volunteers
were there, their young faces alight with martial dreams—visions of the stern advance, the gathering momentum,
the rushing charge, the flashing sabers, the flight of the foe, the tumult, the enveloping smoke, the fierce pursuit,
the surrender! Then home from the war, bronzed heroes, welcomed, adored, submerged in golden seas of glory!
With the volunteers sat their dear ones, proud, happy, and envied by the neighbors and fiends who had no sons
and brothers to send forth to the field of honor, there to win for the flag, or , failing, die the noblest of noble
deaths. The service proceeded; a war chapter from the Old Testament was read; the first prayer was said; it was fol-
lowed by an organ burst that shook the building, and with one impulse the house rose, with glowing eyes and
beating hearts, and poured out that tremendous invocation

*God the all-terrible! Thou who ordainest!
Thunder thy clarion and lightning thy sword!*

Then came the “long” prayer. None could remember the like of it for passionate pleading and moving and beau-
tiful language. The burden of its supplication was, that an ever-merciful and benignant Father of us all would
watch over our noble young soldiers, and aid, comfort, and encourage them in their patriotic work; bless them,
shield them in the day of battle and the hour of peril, bear them in His mighty hand, make them strong and con-
fident, invincible in the bloody onset; help them to crush the foe, grant to them and to their flag and country
imperishable honor and glory—

An aged stranger entered and moved with slow and noiseless step up the main aisle, his eyes fixed upon the min-
ister, his long body clothed in a robe that reached to his feet, his head bare, his white hair descending in a frothy
cataract to his shoulders, his seamy face unnaturally pale, pale even to ghastliness. With all eyes following him and
wondering, he made his silent way; without pausing, he ascended to the preacher’s side and stood there waiting.
With shut lids the preacher, unconscious of his presence, continued with his moving prayer, and at last finished it
with the words, uttered in fervent appeal, “Bless our arms, grant us the victory, O Lord our God, Father and 
Protector of our land and flag!”
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The stranger touched his arm, motioned him to step aside—which the startled minister did—and took his place.
During some moments he surveyed the spellbound audience with solemn eyes, in which burned an uncanny
light; then in a deep voice he said: “I come from the Throne—bearing a message from Almighty God!”The words
smote the house with a shock; if the stranger perceived it he gave no attention. “He has heard the prayer of His
servant your shepherd, and will grant it if such shall be your desire after I, His messenger, shall have explained to
you its import—that is to say, its full import. For it is like unto many of the prayers of men, in that it asks for more
than he who utters it is aware of—except he pause and think.

“God’s servant and yours has prayed his prayer. Has he paused and taken thought? Is it one prayer? No, it is two—
one uttered, the other not. Both have reached the ear of Him Who heareth all supplications, the spoken and the
unspoken. Ponder this—keep it in mind. If you would beseech a blessing upon yourself, beware! lest without
intent you invoke a curse upon a neighbor at the same time. If you pray for the blessing of rain upon your crop
which needs it, by that act you are possibly praying for a curse upon some neighbor’s crop which may not need
rain and can be injured by it.

“You have heard your servant’s prayer—the uttered part of it. I am commissioned of God to put into words the
other part of it—that part which the pastor—and also you in your hearts—fervently prayed silently. And igno-
rantly and unthinkingly? God grant that it was so! You heard these words: ‘Grant us the victory, O Lord our God!’
That is sufficient. the *whole* of the uttered prayer is compact into those pregnant words.

Elaborations were not necessary. When you have prayed for victory you have prayed for many unmentioned
results which follow victory—*must* follow it, cannot help but follow it. Upon the listening spirit of God fell also
the unspoken part of the prayer. He commandeth me to put it into words. Listen!

“O Lord our Father, our young patriots, idols of our hearts, go forth to battle—be Thou near them! With them—in
spirit—we also go forth from the sweet peace of our beloved firesides to smite the foe. O Lord our God, help us
to tear their soldiers to bloody shreds with our shells; help us to cover their smiling fields with the pale forms of
their patriot dead; help us to drown the thunder of the guns with the shrieks of their wounded, writhing in pain;
help us to lay waste their humble homes with a hurricane of fire; help us to wring the hearts of their unoffending
widows with unavailing grief; help us to turn them out roofless with little children to wander unfriended the
wastes of their desolated land in rags and hunger and thirst, sports of the sun flames of summer and the icy winds
of winter, broken in spirit, worn with travail, imploring Thee for the refuge of the grave and denied it—for our
sakes who adore Thee, Lord, blast their hopes, blight their lives, protract their bitter pilgrimage, make heavy their
steps, water their way with their tears, stain the white snow with the blood of their wounded feet! 

We ask it, in the spirit of love, of Him Who is the Source of Love, and Who is the ever-faithful refuge and friend of
all that are sore beset and seek His aid with humble and contrite hearts.

Amen.

(*After a pause.*) “Ye have prayed it; if ye still desire it, speak! The messenger of the Most High waits!”

It was believed afterward that the man was a lunatic, because there was no sense in what he said.

The War Prayer, cont’d.
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Notes


