Corollary to the Monroe Doctrine

December 6, 1904
Annual Message Before Congress
(abridged)

...The steady aim of this Nation, as of all enlightened nations, should be to strive to bring ever nearer the
day when there shall prevail throughout the world the peace of justice. There are kinds of peace which
are highly undesirable, which are in the long run as destructive as any war. Tyrants and oppressors have
many times made a wilderness and called it peace. Many times peoples who were slothful or timid or
shortsighted, who had been enervated by ease or by luxury, or misled by false teachings, have shrunk in
unmanly fashion from doing duty that was stern and that needed self-sacrifice, and have sought to hide
from their own minds their shortcomings, their ignoble motives, by calling them love of peace. The
peace of tyrannous terror, the peace of craven weakness, the peace of injustice, all these should be
shunned as we shun unrighteous war. The goal to set before us as a nation, the goal which should be set
before all mankind, is the attainment of the peace of justice, of the peace which comes when each
nation is not merely safe-guarded in its own rights, but scrupulously recognizes and performs its duty
toward others.

..Itis not true that the United States feels any land hunger or entertains any projects as regards the
other nations of the Western Hemisphere save such as are for their welfare. All that this country desires
is to see the neighboring countries stable, orderly, and prosperous. Any country whose people conduct
themselves well can count upon our hearty friendship. If a nation shows that it knows how to act with
reasonable efficiency and decency in social and political matters, if it keeps order and pays its
obligations, it need fear no interference from the United States. Chronic wrongdoing, or an impotence
which results in a general loosening of the ties of civilized society, may in America, as elsewhere,
ultimately require intervention by some civilized nation, and in the Western Hemisphere the adherence
of the United States to the Monroe Doctrine may lead the United States, however reluctantly, in flagrant
cases of such wrongdoing or impotence, to the exercise of an international police power.

...If every country washed by the Caribbean Sea would show the progress in stable and just civilization
which with the aid of the Platt amendment Cuba has shown since our troops left the island, and which
so many of the republics in both Americas are constantly and brilliantly showing, all question of
interference by this Nation with their affairs would be at an end. Our interests and those of our
southern neighbors are in reality identical. They have great natural riches, and if within their borders the
reign of law and justice obtains, prosperity is sure to come to them. While they thus obey the primary
laws of civilized society they may rest assured that they will be treated by us in a spirit of cordial and
helpful sympathy. We would interfere with them only in the last resort, and then only if it became
evident that their inability or unwillingness to do justice at home and abroad had violated the rights of
the United States or had invited foreign aggression to the detriment of the entire body of American
nations. It is a mere truism to say that every nation, whether in America or anywhere else, which desires
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to maintain its freedom, its independence, must ultimately realize that the right of such independence
cannot be separated from the responsibility of making good use of it.

In asserting the Monroe Doctrine, in taking such steps as we have taken in regard to Cuba, Venezuela,
and Panama, and in endeavoring to circumscribe the theater of war in the Far East, and to secure the
open door in China, we have acted in our own interest as well as in the interest of humanity at large.
There are, however, cases in which, while our own interests are not greatly involved, strong appeal is
made to our sympathies.... In extreme cases action may be justifiable and proper. What form the action
shall take must depend upon the circumstances of the case; that is, upon the degree of the atrocity and
upon our power to remedy it. The cases in which we could interfere by force of arms as we interfered to
put a stop to intolerable conditions in Cuba are necessarily very few.
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