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SPLENDID ISOLAKTION
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A
. .
¥ ’ - . 9 ,

. The texm '"splendid igolation" has ;long been uset?' +to describe

. 1

; . the political position .of England-at the time of this study, that is,
ciuring the years from 1894 to 1904. Most contemporary analysts and

tw“entieth century historiang- have acknowledged that Englanli was

-

s -+ isolated or withoUt allies. However,,uncertainty and confusion arise

!E 3 . ‘ f
E 3 when one tries to determine the date of the beginning of this policy. Co.
° The aim Qf this chapter\, therefore; is to,é&kamine some of the opinions |

- ’ ex?pressed by observerg of the era and those of later historians on the’

4

@ .
: . - ' problem of isolation and its existence as a form of government policy.
, . )

There has been little debate on the question of when the

. term"'splendid‘ igolation” came into populér usage. One would presume
that ;Ln F:nglishmén was the originator,of\thi‘s .phra;e, but this was not '
.~ s0. On January 16, 1896, Sir Richard Cartwr'ight, a m,ember of the
Canadian Parliament, spoke of the splendid iso'lation of Great Britain.
He argfxed that it\ was not splend;'.d bu;:. da'ngerous for England to be
without allies. ‘Two ddys 1at‘er this phrase was reported in the London

. f 1
‘ . " ° Times and soon enjoyed wic.iesp‘»read usage.

In English periodicals the earliest mention of this term seems

’

. to be in the March 1896 edition of The Review of Reviews. In his

3 "Progress of the World", W.T. Stead quotes a British Member of Parlia-
' ment referring to the "splendid isolatio?'n",of Great Britain. This ' ’ .

A4

isolation was not that "of an o0ld maid, who was unmarried'because she °
. ~ '

A

lChristopher Howard, Splendid Isolation (London: Macmillan,
1967) , pp. 14-15. - - ' : .

o
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had ho suitors, but rather that of a beautiful heiress, who has no.

. 4 ‘ - —

wish to sacrifice her independence by marrying any of the numerous °
lovelrs who sue for her hand".z From ‘then on this phraee received more
frequent mention in the periodical 'px:ess. For example, E.J. Dillon, .
who was given credit as being the "ablest ‘an& most eg(perienceci of all.
the special correspondints now engaged :m the ‘Engli‘eh press"3 used

this term in April 1896. In The Contemporary Review he wrote that

N

( . 4
tl}e "policy of government is splendid isolation". In November of

-

1896, another reference was made to splendid isolkat:ion.5 .
One would naturally aek the question, when did England adopt

this polic'y of isolation? Even today we canpnot answer this question

correctnly., Tl"lis un'certair;ty was definiltely held by, contemporary .

observers as 4 study of the periodical _prese of the time indicates,

Writers ceuld‘not‘ pinpoint the beginnings of English i‘solationl Some n

argued that it began'as long ago as the 1800's, while others believed

it was more of a recent 'developmen{:, for example, during the late

- 1860's. In 1902, Lucieh Wolff, a staff member of the Daily Graphic and v
1 0

writing under his pen-name of Diplomaticus ,6 referred to the nineteenth

(%)

©

?‘w T. Stead, "The Progress of the WOrld,“ The Review of
Reviews, XIXII (Marxch, 1896), 199.

3W.T. Stead, "Leading Articles in the Reviews,” The Review
of Reviews, XXIII' (January, 1901), 43.

4E J. Dillon, “'Dhe Quadruple Alliance," The Contemporary Review,
LXIX (Aapril, 1896), 462,

5Fram:is de Pressensé, "England and the Contmental Alliances,"
The Nineteenth Century, Xb (November, 1896), 684.
6W T. Stead, "Leading Articles in the Reviews ," The Review of
Reviews, XXI (May, 1900), 450.
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century as an "era of British isolation".7 ,

Other authors believed that isolatlon was of a more recent

origin. One writer credited the English experienqe with the Napoleonic

' Wars as the chief cause of isolation. These wars taught the Eng\ish

people to avoid European affairs. He, therefore » plaéed lt.he date of the
( A
beginnings of isolation at about 1818.8 Another source wrote that the

A

"policy of the free hand" was "declared by Cenning". the foreign

R ’
minister of England from 1807 to 1809 and serving another term in
e1822.9 For others, isolation began towards‘,the middle of the nine-

teenth century.lo It appears -that the late 1860's are the .last seiies

[
'

of dates given by writers for the origins of British isolation.
These dates correspond with the dramatic- rise of Prussia resulting in

the creatio%f the German Empire under Bismarck.ll These examples

’ illustrate that co;xtemporary observers could not establish an exact

. -
Diplomaticus, "The Foreign Policy of Greater Britain," The
Fortnightly Review, LXXVII (March, 1902), 381.

8T.E. Kabhel,“ "England at War," The Nineteenth Century, XL'.‘[II

. " (March, 1898), 338. A similar view was expressed by N. Shiskkoif,

"A Russian Comment on England at War," The Nineteenth Century, XLIV
(July, 1898), 16. [

9Author Unknown, "The Concert of Europé," The Contemporary .
ReView, LXXI (May, 183\ 615) 619, e ¢

10A B C, "British Foreign Policy," The National Review, XLITII®
(July, 1904) , 731. '

llAuthor Unknown, "Our Relations with Odman " The Quarterly
Review, CLXXXIII (April, 1896) , 568; Author ynknown, "A Note on the Peace
Conference,” The Quarterly Review, CXC (October, 1899), 545-546; Sidney
Low, "The Military Weakness of England and the Militia Ballot," The -
Nineteenth Century, XLVII (January, 1900), 20-21. -
A ;
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- i:hat ’this Aprinciple( was developed during the iéng Victorian Era and

. WY ] ) ' % »
dat? for the béginniﬁgs of ,i's-olation. This uncertainty is also evident '~ ’

when One ‘examines the views of twentieth century historians. .

.Modern historians gave various dates for the ofigins of ' T
isolatic;n. For example, like some of the conte@rm *observg.t"s of the

r1890‘:3, Hans Herzfeld believes it start‘eci in 1815 or as a result of the
N\apoleonic Wars, Others, like Hajo Holbornm, qcfnsider the 1:|.k‘e1y1

starting point to be in the 1860'5..!12 It was also a common opinion
‘ N . .

' ¢

illustrated England's power and ,self—suffi{giency‘ 13 An 'outsta.ndiné

historian argued that the “Age of Imperialism" or the history of

international relations after 1880 was respohgible for the policy of

\

* isolation. It was during this period that England greatly accelerated
her colénial commercial activities and ambitions and withdrew from

European affairs.14 Such are the conflicting'opinions held by many / ¥
> , N

' { .
of “the worlgi's famous historians. N ’ [ nok

.

Many contemporary writers and ffistorians did not attempt‘to

pinpoint the beginr\nings of isolation; rather, they qonsidefed it to be
a traditional and long-lasting English policy. 1In many gecondary accounts,

“therefore, referen\ce was made to splendid isolation being the "guiding

\ .

{
leOh'rard, p. 13, : ) -

]

‘ J?J.A.S. Grenville, Tord Salisbury and Boreign Policy; The
Close of e Nineteenth Century (London: The Athlone Press, 1964), p. 3; -
George Monger, The End of -¥solation; British ¥oreign Policy, 1900 -
1907 (Londgn: Thomas Nelson and Sons, Ltd., 1963), p..l.
L
N 14Arthur J. Marder, The Anatomy, of British Sea Power; A History

of British Naval Policy in the Pre-Dreadnought Era, 1880-1905 (Hamden:
Archon Books, 1964), p. 13.
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principle in foreign policy” ~or, being England's "traditional policy"”.

y ~ In the periodicals of the era many similar phrases could :jtlso b; found.
The mosi popular desgribed England's- isolation as forming part of her
Mtraditional polii:y".”' Other slogans, such as "our settled pol:i.cy"18

2 ‘ 19 » .
. . or "our old beaten:path"" ~ were also common. In conclusion, we can

'

say that the ’mys_t':,ery of the origins of isoclation remains unsolved. -

. Ve o
s The important fact to remember is that the reading and writing public
of the 1890's and the early years of 'the .twentieth century were greatly

involved in the problem of isolation This wag due to the growing

12

_international tensions of the time. The end of splendid J,solatlon came

e

. i . ' “ .
: < about as a result of the world events between 1894 and 1904.

lsE.E. Reynolds and N.H. Brasher, Britain in the Twentieth

Century, , 1900 - 1964 (Cambridge: The University Press, 1966), P. 25.

. lGSydney H. Zebel, A History of Europe Since 1870 (Chlcago
” - J. B Lippincott Co., 1948), p. 320.

L3
'

§ . ‘ 7Freder1\:k Greenwood, "The Question of Alliances ," The
Contemporary Review, LXIX (February, 1896), 157;: Archibald R. Colquhoun s
. ‘ "Our German Ally," The Monthly Review, VI (January, 19062), 86; Author
3 . RN Unknown, "The Changing East,” The Quarterly Review, CXCVI (July , 1902),
' 218. There are also many others. . 8s .
3 . ; laW T. Stead, "The Progress of the World," The Review of |
- Reviewé, XXV (March, 1902) , 229.

19!1 W W, "England and Germany," The Westminister Review, i
CXXXVI (December, 1891), 652. ) . . '
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~Month," The National Review, XXII (February, 1894), 731; André Le Bon,

g

Upon-analysis of the pei:iodical press from 1894 ﬁp to and

jhcluding 1897, one can arrive at several conclusions. This was an era
v -

. ¢ T . .
in which{\@jhe validity or wisdom of the policy of isolation was most ~

qtzestioned. Article upon article appeared which\ debated the imerits or v ’ ,
flaws in this policy. ' The most important event J\.i'\ leadinc_;j the English |

nation to evaluate tI{e government action was the forinat-;ion of the Franco-

Russian alliance. This chapter will study the effecté\ that this alliance

had upon the splendid isolation of Great Britain and her search for'allies. .

Iﬁ’;t\bi'y has shown that a definite Franco-Russian alliance
was formed in January of 1894, 'Contemporary periodicals were also able
to dete\mine very early the existex;ce of this alliance. For example, ., ;

in the early months of 1894, frequent mention was made of this Franco-

Russian alliancé.l ‘Even prior to 1894 there was speculaf}on that the

French and Russians had arrived at some form of agreeme}}t. In July; of

1890, a Frenchman, writing in The Contemporary Review, wrote of an .

alliance based "on a common hostility to Germany".2 Another writer

in October of 1890 wrote "that in any, great future European struggle, .
v ' Y

the French and Russian armies will fight side by side". An

historical account of Franco-Russian relations also mentioned

ISome of these are: W.T. Stead, "The Progress of the World,"
The Review of Reviews, IX (January, 1894), 10; Editors, "Episodes of the

—"
A

"French Feeling Towards England,” The National Review, XXIII (March,
1894), 56. . )

2Ga.'briel Monod, "French Affairs," The Contemporary Review,
LVIII (July, 1890), 32. ' : ’

¢

» . .

BAuthor: Unknown, "Politics at Home and Abroad,” The National
_Review, XVI (October, 1890), 267,
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1890 as the beginning of this real and intimate friendship. A later ‘
account designated 1891 -as the ‘time of this pact. In this year, France

and Russia agreed to come to each other's aid if either one was attacked

5
by Germany. Henry Norman, assistant editor of The Daily Chronicle,

declared in the November 1896 edition of Cosmopolis, that his newspaper

had scorec} a scoop by publishing the dates and facts of the/Franco-

_Russian alliance. According to /this re;rt the alliance was signéd

»

in December lé93. An important feature of the alliance was the
recognition of the status quo as established by the Frankfurt Treaty

in 187’1.6 This was a gsignificant disclosure because mariy Engli‘shmen ¢
felt that a basic motive for the alliance 'w\nas French revendge agginst
Germany. In conclusion, one can accur;'zttel); judge that by July of

1895 most Englishmen believed in the existence of a definite formal

. . 7
Franco-Russian alliance. L%, v2y e : ~
~ .

2 :
' J. Buxton Latham, "The Fétes for the Czar;," The Westmlruster
Review, CXLVI (December, 1896), 655.

.

Editor, "Episodes of the Month,." The National Review,
XXXVIII (October, 1901), 168-169. a

o

b
-

i
6Hem:y Norman, "The Globe and the Island," CosmoEolis, IV
(November, 1896), 406. . B

-

7 N , ) .

. Much comment was' made concerning a speech given by Hanotoux,
the Foreign Minister of France, in July of 1895, when he spoke of an
alliance between France afd Russia. This speech was taken to be the
"official announcement" of the alliance. For example, see: Editor,
"Episodes of the Month," The National Review, XXV (July, 1895), 591;
Frederick A. Maxse, "Fraternal France,” The National Review, XXV
(August, 1895), 653. There were many journalists who did not believe
that.an alliance existed or, at least, were uncertain as to how far the
alliance went. See: W.T. Stead, "Leading Articles in the Reviews," The
Review of Reviews, XTI (August, 1895),-141; Author Unknown, "The -
Apotheosis of Russia,"” Blackwoods Edinburgh Magazine, CLX (July, 1896),
137; {T Stead, "The Progress of the World," The Review of Rev1ews,

XVI (September, 1897), 220.
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_of Alsace-Lorraine in 1871.

- . -10-

+

One could ask -- how did the Franco-Russi alliance affect

"~

the English attitudes to the policy of Isolation? is could be

! J

_answered by noting the various theories and opinions formed in Epgland

i
upon hearing of the creatioq of the alliance.

~

Three basic theories were

presented in the periodical press: Firs#¥ly, the alliance was a danger
[

to the peace of Europe because of the French desire for revehge

against Germany; secoqdly, many Englishmen felt that the alliance was

[

directed specifically against their country; thirdly, the alliance upset
4

the balafice of power in Europe and, as a result, changed the circumstangﬁs

. by which England could pursue isolation. These factors helped to

convinqglpeople of the danger of spleqdiq isolation. The§g theories
will now be examined more carefully. | ‘

A dominant view presented in the periodical_press.from 1894
to the last few months of 1896 was that France sought the alliance -

.

with Russia as a means of éeeking revenge against Germany. After 1896,
less mention was ﬁade/of this as a basic principle of the alliance.8
The caﬁse of the French desire for revenge was Germany's annexation
This move was referred to as the biggest
blunder of‘the cen;ury?g

Many articles or stories were reproduced

from the French press which conveyed their anger and humiliation at

1 .

KA

<

. i -
_ 8For example, note the change of attitude expressed .in,the
article by Henry Norman, Cosmopolis, IV (November, 1896), 406.

#
9Frederick A, Maxse, "The European QOutlook," The National

Review, XXII (Novemberd\1893), 306 ’ -

- o =
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losing these provinces and hinted at actions to recover them.. The

- .

images most frequently used in the press were that these provinces were

part of the flesh'and bones of France or were pait of her family torn

el away violently by Germany. For example, one story represented Alsace as

a "daughter -- ravished away from her mother by a cruel spoiler --

)

who in tears and.anguish constantly stretches out her hands to her

3

¢ mother Francé, imploring release from the'soul—crusﬁing bondage under

<
; : whiclf she is sinkj.ng".10 Another example was given by Andygé*Le Bon, a
Deputy of the French Chamber, when he wrote "the hour will ¢dome when’ the

\ .
,@ brother Frenchmén in captivity will be restored to France".ll These
} :

¥

-; sentiments, therefore, helped to convince Englishmen that a purpose of
_the Franco-Russian alliance was the récoéery of the lost provinces.12

! Since this, would entail a war and disturb the status quo, that the
i : : . chutiohutuvuti: b

Ny

‘pbficy of isolation was based ‘upon, many people began to wonder

if the moment had not arrived when England should acquire a dependable -

, ally. This ally would help mainXain the peace of the world.
f!-

°

U

—
- . "'lOSamuel James Capper, “Alsace??ﬁd Lorraine,”" The Contempora
ReVieW’ LXVI*' (July, 1894) > 17. . . / . :

1

l'André Le Bon, The National Review, XXIII (March, 1894), 52.
- Another example of similar images can be seen in the following. Francig

- Fortnightly Review, LVI (December, 1894), 818; Editors, "Episodes of the
! Month," The National Review XXVI (February,.1896), 721. MNumerous other
examples could 'be given.™

“«




s

.that the Frz;nco—Russian alliance was directed against England, therefore,

“she should seek an ally. The periodical most pre-occupied with this

—’12- ‘ N ﬂ‘

Another view coxmionly expressed in the periodical pgpess was

hypothesis was The National Review. According to this magazine,

' N N }
‘ .
Germany was not the target for this alliance but rather it was England.

The chief cause for this was French hostility towards.England,
particularly in the colonial field. To offset/this situation England
should ally herself with Germany, Austria a_{ld Italy to form a Quadruplec
Alliazfce.l3 However, by July of 1897, the editors seem to have
experienced a change in atFitude as ’j‘.'llust.rated by the following
passage ~- "The Franco-Ruésian alliance is ... not a menace to us. Its
chief /function is to ke;ep e German Emperor in order, and this i%s e;

,/“

14 ‘
serv:.ce to all Eurdpe, in¢luding the German people " However, by
[

this tlme , the damage had been. done and the publ:Lc was busy questioniﬂg Q

»

the V{illdity ofra.solat;;on.

-

l3]5‘1‘L=edefick A. Maxse, The National Review, XXV (August, 1895),

854; Editors, "Episodes of the Month,™ The National Review, XXVI

(October, 1895), 150; Editors, "Episodes of the Month," The National

Review, XXVI (November, 1895), 286; Frederick Greenwood, "The New Drift

in Foreign Affairs," The Contemporary Review, LXVI (September, 1894},

335; H.W. Wilson, "The Strugglegefore Us," The Fortnightly Review,

LXVI (November, 1896), 745; Autfor Unknown, "Francg, Russia and the .
Nile," The Contenporary Review, LXXIV (December, 1 C&B) , 776,

14Editors » "Episodes of the Month," The Natlonal Review,

XXIX (July, 1897), 655. B :

Y
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The Franco-Russian alliance affected Eng]:ish attitudes

b . to isolation in a third way. To a_large extent it ui:éet the
4 . L .

&:ircinnstapces by which she' could engage in her isolationist policy. ' ‘
- . To éxplain this, we shall have to consider how the reading public
- vigwed the Triple Alliance and the changes brought about) by the

®

Franco-Russian alliance. This was brilliantly explained by Frederick

R Greenwood, a frequent contributor to the press and a former editor

[

s g

af the Pall Mall Gazette, in the September 1894 edition of The ) -

\ ,Contemporary Review. He argued that the Triple Alliance had been

responsible for maintaining the peace of Europe since its ihception-

i §

in 1882. Germany pushed for this alliance as a check against the -

e CRRI AR
Tt N T
N .

.. ’ Frénch desire for revenge and against Russian’ attacks. Gemanj('s
. ‘ F4
-\prime motive was to maintain the status quo and form a peace league.
\ i . .
In this way, neither Russia nor‘France woufé.l disturb the peace of )

\

RRe PO,
-

Europe since neither was strong enough alone to defeat the alliance..
Pt \

\ : o .
During this period, there was also little hope of France and Russia

joining together. This policy, therefore, succeeded until the

-

creation of the Franco-Russian alliance.l5 Throughout the period then, ... -

- 3o 4

the Triple Alliance was referred to as the alliance for the.maintenance

of peace .\\16 !
\

\

1§Frederick Greenwood, The Contemporary Review, LXVI (September,
. : 1893), 327-328, -

‘ 16Ef . Lanin, ;'The Triple Alliance in Danger,”" The Fortnightly
Review, LXT (January, 1894), 119; E.J. Dillon, "Our Foreign Folicy,"

The Contemporary Review, LXVIII (Novembex, 1895), 611; Henry Norman,

-f . "The Globe and he Isiand," Cosmopolis, II (May, 1896), 400.

‘\\ \ s
: B
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The Franco-Russian alliance upset this situation and brought
’ N ‘ “@ .
about’'immediate changes in the European scene. In contrast to the

Triple Allippceg the new alliance was considered to be dangerous,
o -aggressive and a threat to the peace-of Europe. France was viewed as

the country most likely to lead in attempting to cﬁgnge the status

/ .
quo, for example, trying to have Alsace-Lorraine returned to her.

b4

. oD
. Such an attempt would result in war. As one writer put it, "the

0 4 . °
standingfmenace to the peace of the world was (is) the Franco-Russian

Alliance';.l7 Together Russia and France would wield a greater political

_ clout than Germany, Austria and Italy, and militarily this power
kY ’ ' . ) <
: apﬁeared-even greater. In combining forces, Russia and France were

. ]
able to unite the largest army in e world with the third largest.

& " Russia was also able to add her fleet to the second largest navy in &

the world. Militarily, therefore; it appeared that the Triple'Alliance

For all intents and purposes, therefore, the Dual

Alliance became the dominant group in Europe.

18
.was out-gunned.

!

)

Given this new situation, the very fouxdati s of isolation

& had been an easy one to follow. This group demanded peace and was
17J W. Gambier, "The Foreign Policy of England," The
s . Fortnightly Review, LXIV (October, 1895), 544,
18

“Henry Norman, "Russia and England: 'bPown the Long Avenue',"
. The Contemporary Review, LXXI (February, 1897), 154; In a French
perlodical, figures were produced which compared the world's armies
‘as of September, 1896. This article was reproduced in the English
press (Lieutenant Colonel John Adye, "The Limits of French Armament,"
The Nineteenth Century, CCXLIV (June, 1897), 943). In terms of standing
> ) armies and trained reserves, the Russian army numbered 8,677,000, the.
) German army 7,200,000, and the French army 4,700,000. - It was obvious
that in any war between the Dual and Triple Alliances their armies
would play the kgy role.

)

, ' 3

LR R B iR e e b bbbt D g
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. : L3
were in danger. Since the formation of the Triple Alliance, this policy
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"

able to k:éep ‘both Russia and France %in check. Peate would appear to.

' .

be a necessary component if "splendid isolation" was to b7/ a

- " successful policy. The Triple Alliance became the guarantor of

European peace; therefore, the presence of England was not needed. .

She could remain aloof from European affairs and concentrate on colonial

)

Y ' . . :
? development. However, as_we have seen, the periodical press considered
. \\ * -

y that the Dual Alliance had chanéed these circ;umstances and replaced the

Triple Alliance as the dominant group in Europe. It i:ad,- in their s

. view, disturbed the previous balance of power that isolation was based

upon. British writers feared it would now attempt to change the m

quo. This would mean war and English involvement. .These fears led

. ‘ .
3 ¢ many Englishmen to believe that "splendid.isolation" had run its course

¥

and ,it was now time to form an alli‘au'xce.19 : LI

L'\ By 1897, the situation was considered to be critical and

I3

L}

the contributors presented two alternative forms of action or policy ‘

to replace isblation. The most commenly accepted was that England

should ally herself with a Europgan country, either Gemmany, France

~

. 2
or Russia. If this was not possible, then E‘ngland should adopt

7

a policy of military rearmament. This program would be on an
unprecedented scale and would enable her to offs/et the militgry

power of all the Eurocpean countries. "Splendid isolation", therefore,

<@ M . )

~

lgE.B. Lanin, "The Triple Alliance in Danger," The Fortnightly

Review, LXI ‘' (January, 189%94), 119, 127. " ; , <

L b R TP ) -
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was no longer considered a safe policy but a "barren tradition" full '

of dange:r.20 gx’:gland must either acquire an al]ly or be prepared

toarx(/ herself to the teeth.21 ‘ ' )
. 0f the two optlong expressed in the periodA\al press, the

idea of Britain arming herself to the hllt was not as widely accepted

as the other. However, it was an important theory and. should be

.

examined. One writer who entertained these ideas expressed them in the

r

followirfg manner. He wrote, "if France and Russia were (are) spending

]

five millions a year on new construction, Great Britain should spend

' -
0

ten, twenty -- even Cobden's famous hundred millions would be qui'te-

justifiable, in order to put a stop to all rivalry, and leave her in

. 2 ; N '
an undisputed supremacy. 2 In other words, military stren&'th would be

the key “to the safety of England. Critics pointed out two main,
]

weaknesses to this argument. First of all,; the programme was just “too

costly. Secondly, this would not eliminate the military rivalry but

& -
20Bal.:-mce .0of Power, "Should We Seek an Alliance," The Rational
Review, XXVII (March, 1896), 24.

21Although the majority of authors held such opinions, there

were exceptions. For example, the opinion expressed in the statement, <

"isolated we are, and isolated we must remain." Edward Dicey, "The
Isolation of England,"” The Fortnightly Review, LXV (February, 1896),
340; J.W. Gambier, "The Foreign Policy of England," The Fortnightly
Review, LXIV (October, 1895), 556; Reginald B. Brett {(Viscount Esher),
"The Far-Eastern Questlon," The Contemporary Review, LXVII (June, . «
1895) , 821. .

22

Author Unknown, "The Navy and Its Duties," Backwoods Bdinburgh

Magazine, CLV (March, 1894), 431. }

e
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would stimulate the countries to build furt:.her. ‘Such ‘a situation
{ [

would b&\ dangerous and probably lead to war because countries could - ' '

, 2 . f
deal from strength. 3 Most people, therefore, believed that the only *

14
effective pg_licy for England to follow was one of alliances. This

.Y ! '

" search for allia:ges will now occupy our time. -

A gy . .

N - In theiy quest to suggest an allj.for England,.the periodical %
. A « \ .
press was particularly active from January of 1894 to December of 1897.

During this period the vast majority of writers suggested either

3 France, Russia, or Germany as an ally for Great Britain. The present |
: ~

o analysis, therefore, will concentrate on these three cofintries. It

should also I;e noted that when writers spoke of "formal arrangements"

i : '.
g , . or entente cordiale, these were also taken to mean that they
|

suggested an alliance. 'In t)(;ir usage, these terms appeared to be

&

substitutesg, having a meaning similar to that of the word alliance. '
- For example, "entente cordiale" was a phrase coined ‘to describe’ a
i ~

v
‘ situation in which "two or more powers sincerely desire to be in
: : 5 . .

| . harmony with pach other; they know that they are guided, in the main,
: - : by the’same political principles, and, as each new question in

European affairs arises, they endeavor from the beginning to come to
iy * & x

~

an understanding and to find means of acting in concert".24‘ Of forty: ™

- T
r, o

: 23w, "The Two Eastern Questions,"” The Fortnigfztly Review, LXV

(February, 1896), 200.

a ' ‘ .

24Veteran. "An Entente with France," The Fortnightly Review,
LXVII (February, 1897), 314.
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separate articles dealing with the choice of allies, Russia wag named
- . as the most popular by eighteen writers. Next in line came Germany with

. a7 Nl
“ fifteen, while France was the choice of seven writers. .

o

—

There were periods spanning several months when one gountry .
. R - " ) .
wag looked upon more‘gavourably than others as a poténtial ally. Germany

/ © -
" can serve as a usefuh(?llustration of this point. Frem 1894 to the

¢

\\ v .
end of 1897, there werg‘f“total of fifteen articles calling for an

prior to' the pféss uproar against Germany .as a result of her'involvemént

~

in the JamesoQNAffair and the Kruger Telegram. The British indignation

.came to a sudden and ‘dramatic high in February of 1856. After this date,-.

’

the periodical press exhibited a definite anti-German attitude. As a

v result, only.three articles from March of 1896 to December of 1897
» % § 25

S

suggested Germany as an ally.

Examining the articles published prior to the anti-German -

'pampaign, on§ can accurately establish why the idea of an Anglo-German

k4 ‘alliance was so popular. English writers were thoroughly alarmed by
- the formation of the Franco-Russian alliance. It was considered to be

an aggressive and war-like pact designed to upset the status guo in

'Europe. Also, there were fears that the alliance'was directed against

<
a

England. As a counter-action, it was suggested that England joir hands

~ ‘-

251n 1894, there were Six articles calling for an alliance .

between Germany and England. In 1895, there were four, while in g
February (published prior to the press uproar), there were two. Qne
“appeared in March of 1896, another in April of 1896 and finally one

" in November of 1897. _ . a

£ : 1 .

. . :
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with Gerfian d her allies to form a Quadruple Alliance for the .

paintehance ¥ péaceu' The core of this argument was accﬁrately

presented ¥n the February 1894 edition of The National Review.

In the "Eplisodes of the Month", the editors wrote that it was

-
5

.\. ““\\\\\ - "better to be enta&g%gd in a solid alliance (with Germany), which

secures European peace than to be'precariously isola%ed and exposed -

2 L)

e to the hostility of France and Russia",.26 ) '

»

> By Fébruary of 1896, thersituation had altered and Germany

was no longer’ favoured as an alliance partner, the mdin reason being’

~
-

her actions in the Jameson Affgir”and the sending 6f the Kruger

» Telegram. The press reacted immediaﬁely against Germany's alleged “e

attempts ®o involve herself in South African affairs. One author

.

\ e « considered Germany's actions to be an "absolute menace to our (English)
* South African Empire”. He also established the tone of future press
attitudes towards Germany when hé wrote: We have been accustomﬁg to

rebard France in the light of the most formidable rival we have

| - .
abroad and in our, colonies. This is no longer the case. For the
. /

future, our great rival must be Germany, commercially and politically."27

F - ’ -
.

S

26Editors, “"Episodes of the Month," The National Review,

- XXII (February, 1894), 731. This view can also be seen in the following
- articles. Ex-Diplomat, "Peace aﬂd‘tne Quadruple Alliance,” The
Contemporary Review, LXVI (December, 1894), 763; A. Alisony "Armed
Eurcpe. Sea Power," Blackwoods Edinburgh Magazine, CLV (February, 1894),
-~ 315, =

- - 27William H.P. Greswell, "The Germans in South Africa," The
! . Fortnightly Review,-LXV (February, 1896), 214.

t ) v - '




. L

., =20-

From February, therefore, most writers ignored Germaﬁy as an alliance
s ' b -

mate and looked towards Russia or France.

- In the period from February of 1896 to December of 1897,

0

Russia was viewed as the most deéirable ally for England. Of the

eighteen articles‘calling for an alliance with Russia, twelve were
' !
~written during or afte{ February of 1896. This timing is very

important because it coincides with the anti-German at'titude exHibited

. . . ‘ ) )

by the periodical press. In fact, many authors chose Russia because of"

“their distrust and opposition towards Germany. Various comments can
’ / h
be extracted from these articles to illustrate this point. For

example, Mr.'Strachey, the editor.of the Cornhill Magazine, wrote

that’ Great Britain shéuld adopt a policy "of cutting ourselves

entirely adrift from all clé;ms of German friendship, and-of coming

. 8
to an agreement with Ru551a".2 Another author wrote:"Is not a

rapprochemént desirable in .the interests of both (England and Russia)?
We are fortunately not pledged to.the Triple Alliance,/aﬁd the éermans,

who dislike us, have behaved atrociously to us and’deserve to be

t

thrown o'}er."29

- . ‘

o™

28J. St. Loe Strachey, "The Key—Note of Our Foreign Pollcy,"

The National Review, XXVI (February, 1896), 745..

~ - 29An Official, "An Understanding Between Russia‘ and Great
°* Britain," The National Review, XXIX (August, 1897), B836€.. See also the
following: E.J. Dillop, "Germany's Foreign Policy," The Fortnightly
. Review, LXVI (Decemben, 1896), 772; Henry Norman, "The Globe and the
Is¥and," Cosmopolis, IX (May, 1896),.399.

o
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Another reason for chopsing Russia was the realization of

‘her potential, if not immediate, power. 'Many authors claimed that the
hegemony of Europe had passed to Russia. Given this situation,

1] . ’H

therefore, England should ally herself to this power while there

3
were still few differences or disputes between them. 0 If neither
T oy .
Germany nor Russia was desirable as an ally, some authors looked

. tewards France. \ '
' . )
K ) France was considered to be the least-.important of the three

great European powers, therefore, scant attention was accorded to

her as a potential élly. Reading the periodical press, one gets the
) 13
impression that it was desi_rable to have an Anglo-French alliance merely

to complement the hoped-for alliance between England and Russia.B‘l

©

. The periocdical press was [particularly;active (during this

0
period) in calling for England to abandon her isolation. Thé vast

¢

IS

A
majority of writers who favoured such an idea chose either Russia,

Germany or France as Erigland‘s future partner. Ironically, in 1902

England allied herself not with a European country, but with an Asiatic

.

one. To understand this development, one must examine the period

. leading up to 1902. ' . .

\ ) ) 30w, "The Two Eastern Questions,” The Fortnightly Review,

"LXV (February, 1896), 201; E.J. Dillon, "Russia and Europe'|, The

n Contemporary Review, LXX (Novemher, 1896), 614; Diplomaticus, "The
Triumph of the Cossack,” The Forthightly Review, LXVIII (October, 1897)&
626'.
s 31J. St. Loe Strachey,' "The Key-Note of Our Foreign Policy,"

The National Review, XXVI (February, .1896), 751. , N .
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In demdcratic countries, ‘there have ‘been many compl‘aints, both
in' times present and past, of the apathy exhibited by the general public
towards government affairs and foiei{m policy. Englishmen did not escape

this criticism. Notice the following extraction from the December 1898 -

edition of The National Review: "In ordinary times, the average English-

man, rides his bigycle and does not trouble his head about foreign affairs,

to which he has an insular aversion, ... but every now and then some

4

" external episode strikes his slow imaginhtion and stirs his sluggish

soul. He realizes that some particular foreign question is infinitely
more important than all his; domestic squa.bbles."1 The period ‘i:'}om 1898
to 1902 was dominated by a number of foreign situ‘ations which would
capture the imagination of Englishmen and force them i_:o re-evaluate

>

the policy of "splendid isolatijon”". ‘ ’ -
' : \ .
In studying the periodical press of the era, a most basic

bbservation can be noted.. One detects vefy cl'early the limited time

and effo;:t spent on debating the merits of isolation versus the benefits
available in the alliance system. Most writers favoured t:.h.e end of |
isolation and arguéd for the acquisition of allies.. International events,
such as t};e Fashoda Crisis, tl':e Chinese Crisis, the Boer War, and th;

German Naval ‘Bill, further reinforced these views. The press debate,

therefore, revolved around the suitable choice of allies, ax/\d not

~ whether England should continue to pursue her belief in isolation . 1In

N e d
8

e

lEdit:ors, "Episodes of the Month," The Natioral Review, XXXII

12

(Decembér, 1898), 460-461. g - 'n
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fact, very few writers 5till clung to the idea of isolation _aé a correct

*" policy for England. Between 1898 and 1902 only three instances could be
. ¢

i
4

founid in which authors specifically state that Englangi shoild remain .
) A
aléof from allies.2 It‘:' will be the aim of this chapter to illustrate
ﬁow events, both international and natéynal, helped to convince the
reading and writing public to look for allies. One of the earliest
‘episodes‘ which\ moulded public op:‘Ln,idn occu‘rre@ inoMay 1898,
Jo_seph/Champerlé.in, who'haa been an advocate of’ éplendid
isolation for a long period of time, helped to, discredit phi§ policy
during his Birmingl';am speech on May 13, l>898. As late as 1896, he had
publi;:ly allied himself with timose who supported isolation. For examplé s
: during the Jameson Affair ,"he: wrdte  that "the great mother-empire stood
splendidly iso'lated and ... stands secure i'n the streng}:h of her own
rescaurces,"3 However, by 1898, he apparerftlir sang a different tune.
\ . Il:l his Birmingham speech, Chamber,lain emphasized i‘:hree main
points. Firstly, he commented on the European view that England -acted
\\x solely in her own selfish interests and!'had little regard for the
"
- aspirations of other nations. England was suspected of looking towards
,‘ other peoples only when they could help so}ve her own problems; shé

. v
\
- (Y

/ N
2Diplomaticus » "The Anglo-German Agreemer;t,“ The Fortnightly
Review, LXX (October, 1898), 634; T.A.'Brassey, "Can We Hold Our Own
. at Sea," The Fortnightly Review, LXX (July, 1898), 147; Editors, .
.I © “Episodes of the Month," The National Review, XXXV (May, 1900), 358.

» ' 3Dipiomat:i.cus, "Is There an Anglo-American Upderstanding?,",
The Fortnightly Review, LXX (July, 1898), 164: )

-
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herself took on very few risks or responsibirities. To convey this

. impression, Chanberlain used the analogy of 'having other countries pull
"the chestnuts out of the fire" for England 4 Secondly, he spoke of

xhe dangers of isolation in the following terms:
" 'All the powerful states. of Europe have made

alliances, and as long as we keep outside these

alliances, and as long as we are envied by all,

and suspécted by all, and as long as we<have

interests which at one time or another &onflict

with the interests of all, we are liable to be-

confronted at any moment with a combination of

Great Powers so powerful, that not even the most ’

extreme, the most hotheaded politician, would be . .

able to contemp%ate it without a sense of

urieasiness.' " '

Thirdly, he proposed to conclude an alliance with the United States, -

"" ‘'our kinsmen acrosg the Atlantic' ".6
The English periodical press responded immediately to\
Mr. Chamberlain's Birmingham speech. This can be noted by the

fair number of articles which appeared in the summer months of 1898,

The most prevalent impression formed was that the policy of splendid '
isolation had been declared null and void by government agreement.
It was assumed (probably wrongly) that Mr. Chamberlain spoke for the

government, and more specifically, for the Cabinet on this question.

- » ~ -

4‘Ii:d:rt:ors » "The International Ferment," The Quarterly Review,
CLXXXVIII (July, 1898), 263.

sEditors , "Episodes of the Mont;h," ~The National Review, XXXI
“(June, 1898), 487.

6Di\plomat::i.cus » The Fortnightly Review, LXX (July, 1898),' 163.
J -
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England seemed to bé heading for a period of the "New DiplG'macy".7

Surprisingly, very little comment, either pro or con, was

reserved for Mr. Chamberlain's'call for an alliance with the United States.
A common argument for those who favoured such an alliance was that, if

both their commercial and military strengths were combined, this would

give them an overwhelming superiority'over any other combination, and,

therefore, peace would be guaranteed.a However » detractors from this theory
f £
argued that the United States could not readily help England in Europe

or Asiasbecause of her involvement in Latin 1—‘une:r:3'.ca.9 After August 1898,

very little mention was made of Mr. Chamberlain's speech or of the

L}

possibility of an Anglo-American alliance. The debate during the summer
of 1898 can be seen as yet another step forward in England's formal

.denunciation of isolation. The need for an alliance would become most

evident during the following years of crisis. »
N 7

S

The four year span stretching from 1898 to 1902 was a period
of tremendous danger for Great Britain. During this.time, she was

confronted with crisis upon crisis. During these troubles she had to

°7Diplomaticus, The Fortnightly Review, LXX (July, 1898), 163~
165; Editors, The Quarterly Review, CLXXXVIII (July, 1898), 263~265;
Editors, The National Review, XXXI (June, 1898), 492; for a view that
Mr. Chamberlain understands the public's view of isolation, see: a,
"Mr, Chamberlain as Foreign Minister," The Fortnightly Review, LXX
(August, 1898), 317.

8G.S. Clarke, "England and America,™ The Ninete¢enth Century,
XuIv (August, 1898), 195; Walter Charles Copeland, "An Anglo-American
Alliance," The Westminister Review, CL (August, 1898), 170; W.T. Stead,
"The Topi¢ of the Month, The Anglo-American Alllance," The Rev:.ew of*
Reviews, XVII (May, 1898), 456.

9IS‘J:edeJrJ.c:k Greenwood, "The Anglo-Amer;Lcan Future," The
Nineteenth Century, XLIV (July, 1898), 4-5

[
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.o face either the Dual or Triple Alliance, (more specifically Germany), or

"

both, in her isolationist state. It became clear to the reading-«and writ- .

-

-~ ing public that the policy of isolation was a perilous one to follow.

This group also believed that these international episodes had a common

‘

denominator, that is, German involvement. Germany'became the world's

bogey~man with its tentacles clutching everywhere, be it Asia, Africa or

Europe. To a large extent it was this phobia against German intentions

/

which convinced the public of the need for an alliance. While the

\

writers in the pericdical press could not agree on the choice of a
future ally, they were almost unanimous in their rejection of Germanyl

l 4 * '
as a partner.

The two British periodicals which led the way in this anti-

German campaign were The National Review and The Fortnightly Review.

. -

The more vicious and violent of the two was The National Review; for

example, it refers to Germany as an "octopus" that would "eat up

Europe".lo Its anti~German feeling had been expounded /n—c\e 1896,

but after 1899 it became increasingly violsnt. The Foytnightly Review
7

11

adopted its anti-German character after August 1900. Germany, then,

was believed to be the main disruptive force in the world and the

biggest challenge to England's isolationist stance.

The first international crisis occurred in the Far East,

involving the European powers and China. The Chinese question was made

AN

. ‘ loEditors » "Episodes of the Month," The Naticnal Review, XXXIV
.{February, 1900), 807.

l:"Calchas, "The Crisis with Germany - And Its Results," The
Fortnightly Review, LXXVI (December, 1901), 935.

e
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o . .
up of several parts including the seizure of territory, the Open Door » .

- Policy, the Boxer Rebellion and the European military intervention.
. - -

Not surprising;y, Germany participated in all these manoeuvres and was
congidered to be the leadipg actor (if not the villain) ‘in Fhe pla'y.
Perhaps‘ it was in::rvitable that Germany played a major role in the
Chinese crisis. For example, in February 1898, 'one author notegi that
China was z about the only territory open to colonial dispute. Slnge
Germany was embarking on an ;ctive colonial policy, this would be an
ideal ar;.‘,a to ex]::tlc.\it.l2 Count Bulow, the German Foreign Secretary,
hinted at tht time of the German occupation' of 'Kiao-Chau that. the era
had passed when "other nations could (can) divide the earth and the

Germans reserve for themselves the sky".13 Germany would now become

.more aggressive in colonial affairs.

' During the last month of ‘1897,' Germany carried out the occupa-
tion of Kiac-Chau. The extent of the takeover could ioe judged by Count
Bulow's remark that Kiao-Chau was now the "German Z'<:»ne“‘.l4 This move
left éeveral long-lastihg impressions in the Bfitish mind. First of

all, during the following years of the Chinese crisis, Germany was

12Henry Birchenough,; "The Expansion of Germany," The Nineteenth

Century, XLIII (February, 1898), 186.

laHolt S. Hallett, "British Trade and the Integrity of Ch1na "
The Fortnightly Review, LXIX (April, 1898), 665, ~
ldlaém. ° . 4
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667; W.T. Stead, "The Topic of the Month: The Crime Against China --

-2

blamgd for initiating the series of episodes which challenged England's ' &

.\

position. It was Germany's acquisition of Kiao-Chau which led to the .

.

. 1 . :
disintegration of China. > One writer also formulated an argumeﬁk

which ‘used thg>"domino théory" to describe the destrucéion of China.

According to wkf:’Stead, "it was Germany's grasp of Kiéo—chau which
precipitated the Russian seizure of Port Arthhr, and that ighats . \
turn brought about the English occupation of Wei—Lai4Wei".16/‘éecpndly,
some writers were so angered by Germany's move Fhat they condoned

similar behaviour by other countries. Russia, France and even England

were excused for occupying parts of China because it was said they

M

were merely following Germany's ekample. Such phrases as "morally

certain" and "perfect right" were used to describe Russia's seizure ‘ -

o )

Finally, Germany's occupation of Kiao-Chau was believed to

of the ice-free port at Port Arthur.

have important repercussions for England. She was weakened politically,

militarily, and commercially because of this German action. Not

°

15

Holt S. Hallett,,The Fortnightly Review, LXIX (April, 1898),

And Ourselves," The Review of Reviews, XVIII (November, 1898), 460-461; K
John Foreman, "The Coming Partition of China," The National Review,

XXXI (March, 1898), 91.

16W.‘I‘. Stead, "The Progress of the World," The Review of
Reviews, XVII (May, 1898), 420.°

° 17Holt S. Hallett, "Lord Salisbliry's Score in China," The ¥
Nineteenth Century, XLIII (June, 1898), 8394; W S, "Wanted: An Imperial

Minimum," The Westminister Review, CXLIX (May, 1898), 483.
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surprisingly, it was thought that Germany was the benefactor of this
Mecline in British pgw;r{“~ln\§ilitary matters, it appeared that
England had lost a strategic advantage by Germany's occupation. Kiao-
Chau would'give Germany an important Qilitary point in China, while
it would also help to make her a great naval power. To offset this
situation, England would be forced to gain possession of Wei—Lai—Wéi.18
In the sphere of commerce, writers feared a reduc;ion in English trade
in the Chinesé area béiause of the German presence. They also were
suspicious of the Kaiser's attempt to secure what they thought woGTd

be "the future great center of the world's commerce".19 Politically,
England was Qeakézed because she had done nothing to/ prevent .the

3
occupation. She would surely lose prestige in the/world because of this

apparent impotence.20

.

: *
Due to thegse feelings, a great deal anger was directed

towards Germany. She had precipit&fed an international crisis which
\/J Ay
was to last for several years. In addition, England's position had been

t

challenged and her power was weakened vis é_vis that of Germany. For

this Germany would not be forgiven and the public was on the alert to

18Diplomaticus, "A Monroe Doctrine for China,” The Foxrtnightly.
Review, LXIX (February, 1898), 327; Holt S. Hallett, The Fortnightly -
Review, LXIX (April, 1898), 668.

Diplomatlcus, "The Breakdown of Our Chinese Polléy,' The
Fortnightly Review, LXIX (May, 1898), 845; Author Unknown, "The German
Emperor and Palestine," The Fortnightly Review, LXX {October, 1898), 522.

20

Editors, "Eplsodes of the Month," The National Review, XXXII

(September, 1898), 12-13. <
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thw\art the German bogey. There was little hope for any futuzef alliance

~

between Germany and England. o

1898 was not the end of the Chinese Crisis because it
’ \
continqefi to threaten world peace for a few more years. German activity

in China increased and this was accompanied by a corresponding rise .in

the English distrust and suspicion of German motives. For example,

BN

during the Boxer Rebellion when the Chinese rose against the foreigners,

a Geman general wag chbsgn to defeat this upris%ng. The National
Review rejected this choice. The editors saw that General Waldersee
would "utilize his position -- under instructions’ from Ber}in -

to make mischief between ourselves (England) and other Powers".21

In 1901, most w;ite;s were further suspicious of Germany because of the
unfavorable terms of the Il\ngls-German Agreement in China. It was felt

v

4
that England had been tricked into giving much while receiving little

’

in return. The pact confirmed "Germany's exclusive riéhts in Shantung"

while England shared its "gphere of influence in the Yangtse Valley with

- Germany”. The wfite_rs were /of the opinion that Germany had not given

.
-

u;S anything to receive these privileges in the Yangtse Valley.22 The

Chinege Crisis was only one in a series of international episcdes

wh:/'tch turned the British public against Germany. 7

21¥:ditors, "Episodes of the Month," The National Review, XXXVI
(September, 1900), 14.

22Igno?:us3 » "Germany and England," The Fortnightly Review, LXXV
(April, 1901), 669; Editors, "Episodes of the Month," The National
Review, XXXVIII (December, 1901), 480; Calchas, The Fortnightly Review,
LXXVT (December, 1901), 939; X, "The German Danger in the Far East,"
The National Review, XXXVI (October, 1900}, 191.
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.that was ;:ag'lng in the periodical press. Speaking at Leicester on

. German Naval Bill, and the growing German Anglophobia, confirmed that

.(Januaril, 1900) , 653; Wemyss Reid, "The Newspapers," The Nineteenth

“a
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Joseph Chamberlain again entered into the alliance debate

November 31, -1899,. he called for England te abandon her isolationist ’

\r ) .
stance and form a partnership with Germany. Considering the anti-

German attitude in England, thif proposal must have taken a great

- [} ’
deal of courage to put forth. Very few writers questioned this sudden

*

admiration for Germany. One who did was Wl.T. Stead, and he suggested  °

that what turned Chambexrlain's head was the Kaiser's family visit to : T
England and their subsequent long con'versation.23 Whatever the reason

for this conversion, Chamberlain spoke in the following terms at
. I S -
Leicester: "... we should not remain permanently isolated on the

;

Continent of Europe, and I think that the moment that aspiration was formed

it must have appeared evident to everyone that the natural alliance is

between ourselves and the great German Emp:l.re."z4 This Leicester speech , L
was greeted with very little enthusiasm in'England. Perhaps this was due

to the realization that Germany should not be considered as a friend but
P

2 ! )
as an enemy or hostile power. 5 Events, such as the Boer War, the

England and Germany were heading on a collision ‘course.‘

The Boer War was anothe? crisig point in England's journey from

.

iy L

23W T. Stead, "The Progress of the World," The Review of

Reviews, XX (December, 1899), 548. .

4Edi‘l:o:z's » "Episodes of the Month," The National Review, XXXIV

Century, XLVI.I (January, 1900), 157~158. -

25Editors ’ "Episodes of the Month," Tlga-National Review, XXV :

(ap#il, 1900), 191: ,
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isolathen to the alliqnce”system. During this perioa{ England faced an

unfriendly Europe becauee of her involvement in South Africa. It appeared
that none _seemed as .hostil‘e as Geimany; therefore, the perio%%a}l press
was violehtﬂly c/ritical and suspicious of German actions. While little .
éxnp};esis was p/i'aced on French and Russian opposition, all German domments

P ;e .
- and threats were publicized. This will be shown later, but first, the

s

- . _),
English reaction to Russian and French criticisms. Scant attention was

paid to the French view. There were a few comments stating that they

, \4

supported the Boers because of the small number of French descendants’

I

' living ix{ South 1\f:;'ic:=1.26

v
) & /
’

(Russian Minister of Foreign Affairs) attempt to organizﬂe a European

By November 1899, the British public knew of Count Muravieff's

intervention in South Africa.27 Even with this i;mformation, the

pe;iodica}. press did not severely criticize Russia. Perhaps this .-
negligence was due to the anti-German attitude of sbme writers.” These
g:

ople saw only Germany as the potential trouble-maker. Those who were

"

not pre-occupied with this German bogey saw that Russia was taking
. §

advantage ‘of England’'s predlcament. Even The National Review acknowledged

that Russia had greatly J.ncreased her influence in Pers:.a while England

was busy in South Afr:Lca.28 For the editors of The National Repiew

26 o {

Karl Blind, "France, Russia, and the Peace of the World,"
The Fortnightly Review, LXXIV (July, 1900), 32.

27Diplomaticus, "Count Muravieff's Indiscretion," The
Fortnightly -Review, LXII (December, 1899), 1036; Editors, "Episodes of .
the Month,™ The Naticomal 'Revlew, XXXIV (December, 1899), 476.

28p31tors, The National Review, XXV (April, 1900), 193;
Charles E.D. Black, "The British Sphere in Asia," The Nineteenth Century,

T
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- atté’mpte to increase thejir prestige in India.29

° (MarCh) 1900) ’ . M

a r ‘.‘ .

. .
this wae a momentar’y di'straction from their aavnti-German attitude. ‘
-Another warning was ;.ssued by Lord ;(intberlgy ‘when he syzoke of Russian
Other than these few
examples thére was sparﬁe criticism of Ru\ssia j.n the periodicefl press.
Germany would not be 80 fortunate. r

' The Boer War was a difficult period for the people of Great e
Britain. Their involvement in thls confllcj: 4ra15ed many moral question‘s,
an_d made them extremely sensitive to ‘foreig'n criticism'. To the British,
it appeared tha‘I; Germé.ny led the .way in this Europea;l onslaught. Tg
tI;e Germans, England'srauct;ion seemed to be that of a bully who was
interested in obtaining the riches ,of SOuth Africa. 1In this enterprise,
force would be available if necessary. Given thls attitude, Englahd was
portrayed as a Goliath who attacked a much’ sma]ller Dav1d Poultney

Blgelow, a London Times Correspondent writing ]}1 The Contemporary Review,

-

surmed up the German feeling in the following way: "The British are the
'tyrants, who for the mere love og gold are: seeking to trample a noble

people from the face of the eélrth."3l This German hostility poisoned :
‘ / -

!

the relations between herself and England.
The English prese reacted violently to these charges and made

several claims that Germany was actively aiding the Boers. In one

e 3

23 Editors, "Eplsodes of the Month," The National’ Review, XXXV

- 3OA German Lady, "The Present Feeling in Germany Towards

England,"” The National Review, XXXIV (February, 1900), 870.
: L ' .
1Pou1tney Bigelow, "Germany, England and Arher a," The
Contemporary Review, LXXVII (June, 1900), 882,

<
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’ instance, the editors of The National Review qrguedwthat 200 German

artillery soldiers had been integrated.into the Boer army and had helped

| ;:o'defgat an English for:ce.32 Another piece of evidence used to supplort

E S the thesis of active German participation in the-war was the t;femendoqs
reception accorded to D‘r. Leyds in Berlin. He was a Boer official who
attempted to p:er‘suade the European countries td interfere in the war.

What was particularly damaging to Germany was“nthe lfact that most' -

countries refused to speak with him. This meeting in Berlin was greatly

played up in the English press and served as a sign of German rfeeling.33

The press campaign waged on both sides played an important part

2y g

in the gxéowing alienation of Great Britain and Germany. Pebple in : I

England realized that a strong anti~-Englfzh feeling existed in the land .

’

of their Teutonic cousins. Many writers agreed that this Anglophobia

13 % a

had been in existence for a short period of time, for example, dating

. from the Bismarckian era. When Germany set out on her career of conguest

a':nd world policy, she came into conflict witﬁ Great Britain who seemed

ﬁ " to be forever standing in hex way.34 Others dated the beginningsm?f this

Anglophobia to the 1760's, when England abandongd Frederick the Great ;

a

/ P

N, 32Edi‘tors, The National Review, XXXIV (December, 1899), 479.

\ O

\ \3\3Editors, The National Review, XXV (April, 1900), 190. T
E \ " = , .
f\ ‘ ) N 34Hénry W. Wolff, "German Anglophobia,™ The Monthly Review, .
| IIT (Apri\l, 1901), 59; Editors, The National Review XXXVIII (December,
! . 1901), 481.\ ‘ ,
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and Prussia during the Seven Years ‘War. For that, Germany never forgave
35 :

England. One cannot underestimate the importance of this Anglophobia

and Gexmany's actions in the war. Germany was now considered to be a

definite threat to England. In fact, more and more people thought of(

{
Germany as the real enemy. From 1900 onwards, there was little talk of

* ' N

an alliance between Germany and England, As the years went by, their

, R 36
relations continued to worsen.

B

The Boexr War, besides heightening Ahglo—German rivalry, had .

3

one further repercussion for England. éhe now became very sensiti\lre to
any military challenge or defeat. England realized that her position
had been maintained because of the respect other nations held for her
military forces. As a result of the series of setbacks in South Africa,
some nations might no longer fear the military strength of Ex;gland.
Thesc;, countries would see that her navy‘r and a@ were below fbfrm and not

as superior as was believed. I;erhaps they would now attempt to challenge'

_her military position.37 This éttitpde could explain the intense anxiety

-

Y e '
3SRowla.nd Blennerhassett, "Great Britain and the Buropean Powers,"

The National Review, XXV ”‘(March, 1900), 21; Rowland Blennerhassett, "Russia '
and England,” The National Review, XXXVII (March, 1901), 22..

36Henry Newbolt, "England and Germany," The Monthly Review, I
(December, 1900), 26; Ignotus, "Great Britain's Debt to Japan," The
National Review, XXXV (May, 1900), 385, ) .

' 37

HW. Wilson, "Are We Misled About the Fleet?,"” The Nineteenth |,
Century, XLVII (April, 1900), 569; J.W. Gambier, "Our Military Prestige
Abroad," The Fortnightly Review, LXXIV (October, 1900), 559; Editors,

The National Review, XXXLV (January, 1900), 649.
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and distrust felt in England with the German Naval Bill and the increases
in her navy. . ‘ .

In 1900 it became evident that Germany was intent on building

’
-~

‘a strong navy to supplement her superior army. Such.a plan would ob\;iously

be detrimental to the interests and security of the British Empire,

therefore, England would oppose this German construction. - It must >

¢
°

be remembéred that the German navy posed no immediate threat to
England, but it presented a challenge which would come about in a decade -

or two. The German Naval Bill was one in a series of events which

poisoned the relations between Germany and England. We may begin by

[y ’
analyzing the view of the periodical press concerning Germany's reasons

for increasing her navy.

, ?
The consensus of those who contributed to the periodical

press was that the Kaiser was largely responsible for the decision to

t

make Germany a great naval power. Writers and politicians generally
had great admiration and respect for the Kaiser, even though they

believed he was sometimes too impulsive. The wfiters acknowledged his
hY

Europe ".38 another claimed he was "the only statesman in Europe who

possegsed both hindsight and foresight", while another said, "he is the

only man of genius who wears a crown in the world 1:o-day".39 Ong writer

-

3 . ,
BEditors, The National Review, XXXVI (September, 1900), 1.

39Edi*t:o_r:s, The National Review, XXXII (September, 1898), 16;

W.T. Stead, "The Progress of the World," The Review,of Reviews, XVIII
(July, 1898), 14.
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also mentioned that he had "something of the heroic spirit of his

Hohenzollern forefathex:s s Such as the Great Elector or even Frederick
40 '

1

- 4

_ the Second". However, people were also aware of his shortcomings and
il

noted these. Perhaps his worst trait and one which influenced Germany's

i .
‘policy was his impulsive nature. Very“of{en the Kaiser would follow‘orlé”'

‘

course of actJ:.on » then suddeniy change and do something unexpected.41
° !
As one writer put it, "no one could be sure of what he would say or do

4
next". 2 According to some, thig characteristic led to great turmoil
. .
. . 43 | . .
‘and confusion in the world. It was this impulsive nature which helped

to transform William ITI into an ardent advocate of the navy. He *was
credited with' coining'the slogan, "unsere Zukunft liegt auf dem Wasser“.44
. He,also boasted that while his drandfather made the German army supreme

in Europe he would .create an equally outstanding navy. Accordingly,

Germany must now have a navy to compete with those of other European

. 45 s
nations. In the periodical press, there was general agreement that

é

4 . . -

0X, "current Events," The Westminister Review, CXLV (March,
.1896), 247. : 5 .

4

lLudwig Klausner—Déwoc, "The German Emperor," The Fortnightly
Review, LXXIV (December, 1900), 950; Editors, "Episodes of the Month,"
The National Review, XXXV (June, 1900), 531, N

42Is"redex::l(ck Greenwood, The Contemporary Review, LXIX (February,
1896) y 161.

43E‘rederick Greenwood, "The Talk of New Alliances", The N
Review, XII (January, 1895), 54; Author Unknown, “The %:rsan Emperorls
Foreign Politics," The Fortnightly Re , LXVIITI (Sept er, 1897),| 471.

\ N
‘ 44Our future lies in the water. chas, "Will Germany Fail?,

The Fortnightly Review, LXXV (April, 1901), 584

45W.'l‘. Stead, "The Progress of the World," The Review of

Reviews, XXI (January, 1900), 7.
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the Kaiser would be successful in these plansz.46

It was conceded that there were also commercial and colonial

arguments to justify the creation of a large German navy. The English
periodical press, however, spent much less time debating the merits
of these opinipns; they were more preoccupied w'ith discussing the

. Kaiser's role in the navy. Several writers recognized that a country

needed a large navy to go al ﬁg with colonial and commercial

-,
.

expansion. They had their own English example to prove this. With
the growth of German commerce, therefore, there would be a corresponding

increase in the navy.47' Gexrmany would also need a larger navy to

, control and police her growing number of colonial territories.
This would be necessary because Germany's empire was widely'
scattered due to her late entry into the colonial race. The acquisition of

Kiao-Chau could be used to illustrate this point. This port was a

great distance from any Geman territory, therefore, a navy would be the

only means of defence.‘ll8 In 1900 Germany was thelleading confnercial

power in Europe (excluding England) and a colonial one. Yet, her r;avy
‘; ~
13 . "

4 .

3 6Edito:rss, "The Crisis in the Far East," The Quarterly Review,
\ CLXXXVI (July, 1897), 287-288; Editors, "Episodes of the Month," The
. National Review, XXX (January, 1898), 678. .
3 ‘ ) 475.5. clarke, "Germany as a Naval Power,” The Nineteenth
. Century, CCLXVII (May, 1899), 804; A B C, “"British Foreign Policy,"
3 The National Review, XXXVIII (November, 1901), 348.
”'E i . 48Fred T. Jane, "The Problem in the Far East," The Contemporary :

Review, LXXIII (March, 1898), 388. P 7
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was smaller than most of the European ones. For example, a study

printed in July 1900 placed Germany in fourth position in terms

of total naval tonnage. The navies of Great Britain, France and

“Russia were larger than that of Germany, while Germany was only ahead

of the Italian navy.49‘ In addition, her naval budget was believed to be

smaller than those of England, France apd Russia.so Geﬁnany's motives

in' building a larger navy appeared to be legitimate, however, her
éfforts; were met 'withoEngland's opposition. There were two reasons for
. this. First of all, they believed the new German navy would be used as -
a fiisiruptive force in world affairs, and secondly, Englishmen suspected
'that it was to be directed against themselves. These opinions were
added to the growing list oﬁ »Anglo—Gé_.rman, grievances. ‘
The German Naval Bills of 1898 and 1900 'laid the foundation
for a powerful fleet. The programme was to be a long-term one with
1920 set as the date for its completion. With this information, England
.realized that shelwas not faced with any immediate challenge. However,
Englishmen could not be complacent because in ﬁhe near futurel they would
be confronted by an aggressitp ax‘{d strong German fleet. Writers
commented that, if England cont‘inued her present rate of shipbuilding )
e (cénstructing two Battleships per year), by 1920, ‘she would have fifty-

o eight Battleships.. Germany would have fifty-five Battleships and would .ot

v 49J . Holt Schooling, "The Naval Strength of the Seven Sea-

Powers," The” Fortnightly Review, LXXIV (July, 1900), 115.
' S0arl Blind, "Germany as a Naval Power," The Fortnightly
Review, LXXIII (April, 1900), 6l2.
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. political instrument to_acquire t%'é’rrit:orial gains and to enhance the:
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be in a p.ositiox\ to cha“llenge the Engli:eh navy. In addition some writers
feared the German fleet would be newer and equipped with the latest in’
technology.51 One writer mentioned that, in t:%s of.quality, it was by
1898 already ''second to none".52 By 1920, therleore, Ge'r'mz;xly would have

not only quantity but also quality in her navy. Thé organization of the

German navy, its efficiency, and its personnel were of the highest standards.

~

There wet’e also comments on Germany's foresight in the construction of the

e

Kiel Canal. This waterway eliminated the need for both a Baltic and

0
North Sea fleet and enabled Germany.to concentrate all her forces in onme

area at a time of danger. This g;ve Germany a strategic advantage over
other European fleets. ) For example, France had to° maintain two sreparate
fleets for home defence, one in the Mediterranean and another in the \/
Channel. The .increase in the size of the navy, its quali;:y and its:

strategic advantage would make the German navy a formidable foe by 1920.
s

England f&ared the German navy would be used by the Kaiser as

prestige of the German nation. In\jother words, the navy was seen as a

5]'Ax:ch:l.bald S. Hurd, '"The Kaiser's Fleet," The Nineteenth
Century, LII (July, 1902), 35; Editors, "Episodes of the Month," The
National Review, XXXIX (May, 1902), 356. Coe

52H.W. Wilson, "Our Navy Against a Coalition," The Fortnightly
Review, LXIX (June, ]/.898) , 909; Author Unknown, "The Arch-Enemy of :
England," The Contemporary Review, LXXIV (December, 1898), 903;
H.W.  Wilson, ""The Admiralty Versus the Navy," The Nineteenth Century,
XLIX (March, 1901), 416-417.

53“.' Laird Clowes, "The Next Siege of PRaris," The National .
Review, XXIV (December, 1894), 516; W.T. Stead, "The Progress of the World,"
The Review of Reviews, XII (July, 1895), 3.
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v disruptive force in world affairs. Germany would be in a position to

use her naval strength as a lever in negotiating favourable terms with

N

other nations. The navy would enable Germany to hold the balance of power

. in Europe, between France and Russia on one side and England on the othér.

0 This was d'ue to the belief that the Dual Alliance and Engl'and«' were

. : almost equal in terms of military might. With the increased naval power,

~fifrmany's weight for or against England could turn the scale either for
victory or defeat.s4 Englisghmen were certain that Germany would use

this position to secure material gains. This was one reason for England's

. opposition to the construction of a German navy. Parts of the Kaiser's

~ speeches were used by the English to reinforce the idea that the.purpose

¢ . of a large navy was to influence political events in Germany's favour.

At Hamburg the Kaiser complained, " 'if the increase of the navy, which
I demanded with urgent prayers and warnings, had not been stubbornly

\ refused me during the first eight years of my reign ... in how different

s ’ a manner should we now be able to promote our prosperous commerce and our

interestvover sea' ". 35 Taking the cue from this speech, English writers

-began to re-evaluate the events of the recent past and presented various

interesting theories. For example, one anthor claimed that Germany was

54Excubitor, "The Navy: Some Facts and Fallacies," The -
Fortnightly Review, LXXVI (August, 1901), 253; Archihald S. Hurd, "Naval
Fashions The Nineteenth Century, L (November, 1901),, 759-760; Editors,
The National Review, XXX (January, 1898), €79.
J' . 55E:dit:orsx , "Episodes of the Month," The National Review,
XXXIV (November, 1899), 324, l} ) '
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intent upon declaring war with Englana over the Kruger Telegram incident.
The only thing which held her back was the realization of her impotency
against a x'1aval power such as Engiand.56 Events in C};ina might have
been different, and active German participation on hehalf of the Boers
might have been possible if Germany had had a largé navy at the time.57
W.T. Stead also suggested that England might already have been invaded
’ if Germany had possessed a stxong navy.58 ‘Given these suggestions, it
‘was not surprising that "the English developed a fear of the German navy
being 'directed solely against themselves.
The British p‘eriod\i.cal press immediately launched an all-out

attack on the proposed naval construction. As usual, The National

\

Review and The Fortnightly Review led the way in this assault.

The Review of Reviews also became outspoken about the naval question

and adopted an \anti-German editoria'.l stahce. W.T. Sj:ead ;xuggested
that the Elnglis\ "response to t}'xe new German ship-building programme
ought to be, ..., the pick‘ing of a quarrel with'Germany in order -

-
that we xxiight pound her existing fleet. to pieces. before she was able
to challenge our Imperial posit‘.ion".59 An anonymous writer ih The

National Review saw the German Naval Bill as "the, real commencement

)

56Ignotus » The Fortnightly Review, LXXV (April, 1901), 668.

s-lmllcolm MacColl, "Russia, Germany, and Britain," The
Fortnightly Review, LXXVII (January, 1902), 22.

584.1. Stead, The Review of Reviews, XXI (Jaguary, 1900), 6.

sgw.’l‘. Stead, "The Progress of the World," The Review of

Reviews, XX (Novembér, 1899), 436.
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of the Teutonic struggle ... for the naval and ‘colonial, as well as the

\ commercial supremacy of the world".60 The press insisted that

) the existence of the Bri::iéh Empire was due to tihe maingenan'ce of a
naval superiorityl. England neec.led her fleet to survive and, therefore,
the press was particuiar,ly touchy about any naval gquestion. Germany's
new fleet would upset the status quo and threaten England'§ security

“and that is why the press viewed Germany in such hostile terma;..el More
importantly, the periodical press was of the opinion that tﬁe new German
_ navy was built as a diregt challenge to England. The Ge@ Anglophobia

and writings in JB€ German press, which tock their cues from the govern-
o> .

ment, made it impossible not to understand that Germany aspired to
de}:jrive England of her "positiop on the oceans".(s2 Some félt that a
conflict was inkvitable because both*Germany and England depended on
commercial’ powe‘i’to prosper. Germany could only fulfill her dreams of

becoming the commercial and colonial leader of the world if Englangd were

4

-
- 9

60y, The National Review, XXXVI (October, 1900), 178. ]
6]'G.S. Clarke, "The Proper Precautions for Imperial Safety,"
The Nineteenth Century, XLVII (april, 1900), 5127 W.T. Stead, The Review
of Reviews, (XX {November , 18399), 435, N
o 62}\ B C, The National Review, XXXVIII (November, 1901), kF30) 5
" W.T. Stead, The Review of Reviews, XXI (January, }900), 6; Rowland
Blennerhassett, The National Raview, XXV (Maxch, 1900), 34;,E.J. Dillon,
"The New Political Era,"™ The Contempopry Review, LXXII (November)/1/897) ’
631, ' .
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crushed‘.63 This was the crux of the problem, and rapprochement between

these powexs was very uniikely.

The"Chinese Crisis, the Boer War, and the German Naval Bill
of 1900 were all events whereby Germany and England found themselves
in opposition. In fact, Germany was not considered to be a friendly
power but a hostile one. The periodical pfess reflected this view
because, during the periéd from 1898 to 1902, only four ingtances could -

]

be found in which writers called for an Anglo-German alliance. Interest-

v

ingly enough, not one alliance proposal was put forth after January 1900

when the effects of these international crises ‘were most acutely félt.64

With Germany out of the alliance picture, what were England's views of ’
other European countries as potential allies?

In the political relations between France and England, a
dividing line can be made after June 1900. Prior to this, conflict
existed because of the effects of the Fashoda Affair and its aftermath.

France was considered to be like "a spoilt child with an adult's capacity

for mischief".65 The era after June 1900 saw a marked improvement in the

v
o g g

63calchas, The Fortnightly Review, LXXV (April, 1901), 578;
Editors, The National Review, XXXVI (September, 1900), 6; J.W. Gambier,
"A Plea for Peace -- An Anglo-Russian Alliance," The Fortnightly Review,
LXXIV (December, 1900), 1,000; Author Unknown, "The German Peril," Black-
woods Edinburgh Magazine, CLXIII (January, 1898), 107; Wemyss Reid, "The

'‘Newspapers,” The Nineteenth Century, XLVII (February, 1900), 351;
- Demetrius C. Boulger, "Is Russia to Preponderate in China," The

Fortnightly Review, LXXIV (October, 1900), 692.° .

64Henry M. Stanley, "Splendid Isolation or What?," The Nine-
teenth Century, XLIII (June, 1898), 873; Author Unknown, The Fortnightly

Review, LXX (October, 1898), 555; H.W. Wilson, "The Naval Situation," The -

NTneteenth Century, XLV (April, 1899) , 624-625; Author Unknown, The
Quarterly Review, CXC (October, 1899), 545.

Diplomaticus, "Bergen and the Coalitioh Nightmare," The
fortnightly Review, LXXII (September, 1899), 540.
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. relations between these countries.

' against England.
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Excluding some comments calling

»

for an alliance with France, very little was written about any possible

dispute.66 Perhaps this was due to the English i)r occupation with

.

Germany and her desire to cultivate friendly relatfions with France as a

jreans to offset the German threat.

'
'

The Fashoda Affair left a bad taste in oth E'rench and English

}

mouths. To the Engllsh, Majoxr Marchand's expedition in the Upper Nile

plogn ‘of an En;glish
1

: |

The French were deliberately int

appeared to be a French effort to hinder the devel
e“Z

ire in Africa. ezking in a region

where the English feli': they alone had complete control. The English ¢
government acted quickly and, in the ensuing show%own, the French lﬂ:acke’d
down. ‘The‘ French believed that England had over—égactedl and maée the /
withdrawal of Marchand's; expedition more difficult\" than it should have '

Ehdra 7

been. They, therefore, were deeply humiliated and many held a grudge

They waited for the time when England could be repa:.d

for her harsh treatment. There were those who planned a m:.l.ltary 1nva—-

/
sion of England, while others proposed a Franto-German Alliance against
- . ° /

' N /
. . i

66'.l‘he authors in the following articles called for ap alliance
with France (or with the Franco-Russian alliance) during the period 1898-
1902. Quorum Pars Fui, "The Balance of Power," The JCthempora/:y Review,
LXXIII (April, -1898), 598-599; Thomas Barclay, "A Genera reaty o
Arbitration Between Great Britain and France," The Fortnightly Review,
LXXV (June, 1901), 1,023; A B C, "Some Consequences of an Anglo-Russian
Understanding,” The National Review, XXXVIII .(December, 1901) ; 513;

Herbert M. Vaugham, "A Plea for an hnglo-i-"rench All:.ance,“ The West-
minister Review, CLVI (Dgcember, 1901), 613-614, j / .
| /
67

Author Unknown, The Contemporary Review, L}#XIV /»'(Decen\ber,,

1898) , 765, . S
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England.6 These rumors continued to be printed in the periodical

press, ‘particularly in 1899; but,. by June 1900, no further such

°

references could be found. Certainly by then, the excitement over

~
N '

Fashoda had died down and relations retprned to normal. In 1900,

°

England was invélved with the Boer War and the German problem and,
therefore, éhe‘wished to remain on good terms witQ'Franee._ From then on,
relations remained amicable and resulted én the signing of the’enteﬁ{e
cordiale in 1904. | | \(

To many Englishmen, Russia seemed somewhat of a mystery. Her
power and 4lliance value, therefore; were difficult to‘e§aluate; There
were those who continued to maintain the ‘opinion formulated from 1894 to
l§98 that Russi@ was a dominating force with the future belonging to .
her. For example, one ahthor claimed that, by late 1898, the "hegemony
of Europe and the world had (has) passed into the hands of Russia for
;ood".sg' Another saw the twentieth.century:belonging to Russia.70
However, a division in-public opinjon oecu{;ed during 1898 to 1902

because many people now believed the Russian superman image to be false.

. ?

GSW.T. Stead, "The Progress of the World," The Review of
Reviews, XVIII (November, 1898), 432; W.T. Stead, "The Progress of the
World," The Review of Reviews, XIX (January, 1899), 17; Francis de
PfessensET_“Eng;and ind France,” The Contemporary Review, LXXV (February,

1899), 154; Diplomaticus, "The Progress of Anglo-French Negotiation,"

.The Fortnightly Review, LXXI (March, 1899), 509; Thomas Barclay, "A' -

Lance for the French," The Fortnightly Review, LXXIII (February, 1900),
173; Editors, "Episodes of the Month,” The National Review, XXXII
(Eebruary, 1899), 760-761.

69E.J. pillon, "The Tsar's Eirenicoq," The Contemporary Review, .
LXXIV (November, 1898), 612. . -
70

H.W. Wilson, "An Anglo-Russian Understanding?," The National
Review, XXX T (September, 1898), 36.
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. alliance was sought as a direg:t response to the German challenge and
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G

Primarily. these critics pointed to her weak military record and shaky

+financial stfucture .

They, therefore, did not value Rugsia as an alliance

« partnér and thought her power and prestige to be greatly over-rated.7l

Notwithstanding this split in public opinion, many authors still desired
- !

'

a bond between Russia and England.
&

In thirteen articles calling for an alliance between Russia
Vs * e

and England, two thoughts seemed, to be pre\}alent_. First of all, the )

‘ i
was anti-German in nature. Secondly, most agreed that Russia had to

be compensated pr bribed and Persia was frequently mentioned as bait.

o

. That people proposed an Anglo-Russian alliance- pleased no one more than

W.T. Sltead, who had 'campaigned for such an agkeement during the last

thirty years.72’ Elewen of these thirteen articles appeared after
May 1900, and the timing. itself was most revealing. E’It was precisely

then that England felt most threatened by Germany's attitude ih the
Boer War and her determination to build a navy. These fears were

expressed in the periodical press and the solution appeared to be an
ﬁAnglo—Russian alliance. 1In fact, by this move some hoped that
~

.

71w R.‘Lawson, "Russia's Sinews of War," The National Review, /

XXXI (April, 1898), 219; Arnold White, "The Russian Bogey," The National
Review, XXXI (August, 1898) , 804-805.

72w T.” Stead, "Leading Artic¢les in the Reviews," The Review of
Reviews, XXIV (November, 1901), 498.
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’ - Germany would be the one to be isolated and not England.73 Writing in

the Januvary 1901 edition of The Contemporary Review, a Russian author

admitted that his homeland had eyes upon Persia and wanted ultimate
. .
control of this territory.74 Realizing that this might be the price for
alliance, some Englishmen were ready to add Persia to the Russian
Empire.75 Despite their efforts, no alliance was concluded with Russia
until 1907. :
\\ . .
. During these years, the English saw the inherent danger in

isolation and were convinced that an alliance was necessary. However,

because of various disputes which arose between England and other

European powers, no alliance could be concludec}. Englana was at odds ;
with France oyer colonial matters, more specifically, the Fashoda Affair.

With Russia there were the quéstions of armaments, India, Pe:rsia and .
China. Needless to say, there was little chance of an Anglc;-German

alliance because of the hostility over the construction of a navy and

RIS —

the commercial and colonial rivalry.. For an ally, England then turned

to the strongest power in the Far East, Japan.

. 7BIgnotus, The National Review, XXXV (May, 1900) , 385; Ignotus,

The Fortnightly Review, LXXV (April, 1901), 672; Calchas, -"Russia and o
Her Problem: External Policy," The Fortnightly Review, LXXVI (July, 1901), 3

. ' 138, - ' . ‘ i |
: 74'J. Novicow, "England and Russia,"” The Contemporary Review, .
- LXXIX (January, 1901), 49. i i

75cg1chas, ’The Fortnightly Review, LXXVI (July, 1901), 135;
A B C, The National Review, XXXVIII (November, 1901), 354-355,
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The signing of the Anglo—Japanése Alliance on January 30,

1902,, terminated the era of England's "Splendid Isolation". She was

That England turned to an Asiatic power sﬁrprised many people, but
,%events of previous y‘ears dict;ted this ‘move. For example, by 1902
most Englishmen saw the dange’r in pursuing the, out-dated policy of
isolatjon, and conditions in 1902 made it virtually impossible for
England to conclude an a}lliaince with another major Europe(an nation. ‘

This situation was not long-lasting because by 1904 England and France

formed the entente cordiale. This chapter will examine both of these

epoch-making events in history.

The official notice of the Anglo-Japanese alliance was

-

released to the public\on February 11, 1902. The contributo_rs and
éditors of the English periodical press were e;,urprised, but were
generally not disappointed with this announcement since tlrey ‘had
reserved little comment on Japan during the period from 1894 to 1902.
However, a fair number of authors had suggested Japan as a possible
ally for England during these years of deb::nte.l Tho'se who advocated

. such an alliance were profoundly influenced by Japa}m's performance in
; ) the Sinb—Ja}?alnese War of 1894. Englishmen, ignor‘ing‘ the many centuries
‘ of Japanese history and civilization, only recognized her poténtial

after her military successes against China. She was no longer considered

l'l'here were a total of 18 articles for an Anglo-Japanese
alliance, The breakdown is as follows: 1894, two; 1895, two; 1896, one;
1898, six; 1899, three; 1900, three; 1901, one.

now formally allied to a world power with certain entangling obligations.

ot -
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. . ’ ' }"
) to be -a weak Asiatic feudal state but rather as 24 nq{:ion worthy of

',' . the consideration and respect of European countries.2 W.T. Stead

[ : . in October 1894 w;'ote ‘I:hat Japan "is everywhere recogniZed as one of

| . ,

t . the great powers ~- possibly in the Eastern Seas the greatest power"'.3
f*‘ . ' Considering these views, it was not surprising that calls for an Anglo-
Japanése alliance inf:reased in the years aft;.er 1894.

\ With the emergence of Japan as a great power,‘'writers began

to theorize as to the nature of an Anglo-Japanese alliance. Due to Japan's

¥ 'geographic position, most writers realized that the alliance would be
3 .
{ t S8 valuable only if it dealt with one specific area of the globe, that is,

the Far East. Japan could not be expected to "pull the chestnuts out
- ' of the fire" for England in Africa, for instance, because she had no
| . j
i ) interest in or design on this’continent. In the Far East, however, both

Japan and England had mutual in:terests and each could be efcpected to

actively support the other partner. This then was a basic point of any

i

4 .
such alliance proposal, Military power also made Japan attiractive'as

’ N ' .
g 2Ex-Diplomatist, "The .Position of Japan;" Blackwoods Edinburgh
Magazine, CLVI (December, 1894), 887,

3w.'r. Stead, "The Progress of the World," The Reviéw of Reviews,
. X (October, 1894), 318.

. 4Hc:lt S. Hallett, "Western Nations and Eastern Markets," The
Nineteenth Century, XXxXv (March, 1894), 395; Robert K. Douglas, "The

Greater Eastern Question,™ The National Review, XXVI (December, "1895),

493; Ignotus, The National Review, XXXV (May, 1900), 379; Editorg, : .
"Episodes of the Month,"™ The National Review, XXXV (August, 1900), 877. .
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an ally. ,In the event of a Far Eastern war, it would b& to Eﬂ?land'

if Japan with her "well-equipped, well- traine/d, well-officered,

\

and, well-provided army of 530,000 men"” could be on her side ready to

advantage
¢ 5 ,

unleash her forces against the enemy. \In addition to her strong army,

Japan possessed a navy which was gaining rapid recognition throughout the

world as the finest foxce in the Eazst.6 These factors made Japan an

appealing ally in any Far Eastern conflict, a conflict which seemed

likely at any moment between England and Russia. Throughout this per‘ii.od,

‘these nations were at constant logger-heads in the East and, as an
insurance, some writers wanted Japan in England's corner.

One explanation for more authors not seeking an Anglo-Japanese
alliance was their distaste in dealing with an Asiatic power. In its

vulgar term, this distaste can be referred to as racism. Notice the

following extract from the May 1896 edition of The National Review:

the Japanese "“asg a nation are utterly wanting in stability or principle.

2

They have practically no religion, for Shintoism as a rule of life is
° 7
riothing, and they seem to have no moral standard." Another example was
3 g ' ’
given in a letter written by Mr. Mitford (a former member of the

1
& ' N

5Holt: S. Hallett, "The War Cloud in the Farthest East," The
Niheteenth Century, XLVI (December, 1899) , 994.

6H .W. Wilson, "England and Japan," The Fortni.ghi:ly Review, LXIX
(March, 1898) , 504; H.W. Wilson, "The Policy of Jingoism," The National
Review, XXXII (January, 1899), 640-641; Ignotus, "The Coming Storm in
the Far East,"”™ The National Review, XXXIV (December, 1899), 499,
7A.G. Boscawen; "A Recent Visit to Japan,”™ The National Review,
XXVII (May, 1896), 430.
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Diplomatic Sexvice) and reproduced by the editors of The National “ 1

Review. He referred to the Japanese as "heathens" and ‘;barbarians".8

Even some of those authors who called for an alliance did so unwillingly; ) ]

for example, H.W. Wilson lamented that, due to England's isolationist

’

policy, she had been "driven into a corner, and had (have) beeri S0
/
outmanoeuvred that an alliance with a Yellow Power has been forced upon

1y us".9 Despite this element of racism, pragmatism won out and, as we N
shall see, the alliance was concluded in 1902.
’ N
t
The agreement signed between Japan and England dealt

exclusively with the Far East and outlined their policies and goals

¢ in this area. Since both countries assigned great importance to the

[ -

At il

Far East, it was not surprising a great deal of time and negotiation

, ) were needed before the final draft was completed. From the evidence

Ry

presented in the periodical press, it appears the diplomatic wheels for
; the alliance began to turn in the early months of 1901. Baron Hayashi,

e . 1
the Japanese representative in London, leaked this news to the press. JO

The final and successful push for the completion of the alliance was
11

| brought about by Marquis Ito's visit .to London in Decenber 1901.

’

8I::dito:rs, The National Review, XXXV (August, 1900) , 877-878.
9

H.W. Wilson; The Fortnightly Review, LXIX (March, 1898), 511.

1°H.N.G. Bushby, "The Agreement Between Great Britain and {
Japan,;" The Nineteenth Century, LI (March, 1902), 369.

. llAlfred Stead, "Character Sketch: The Marquis Ito,Japan's
Greatest Statesman,” The Review of Reviews, XXV (January, 1902), 27.
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The result, therefore, was the end of England's isolation. .
In analyzing the terms of the Anglo~Japanese Alliance, it

appears that this was both an offensivé and defensive form of partner-

ship. Most writers in the periodical press recognized the dual nature

. 1 o "
of this alliance. 2 However, the English government suggested that the

agreement was purely of a defepsivelnature. For example, Lansdowne,

the h{ix}ist'er for Foreign Af;a:i:rs, te-iterated that the allian‘ce

"' contains no provisiorfé ‘which canl be regarded as an. indication of

aggressive or self-seeking tendencies in the regions to which it

applies. It has been concluded purely as a measure of precaution, to be

‘tnvoked, should the occasion arise, in the defence of importast British
~N

interests' ".13 This view can seriously be challenged. Evidence. to

prove the offensive nature of the treaty can be found in Article .

'\It/staﬁ s that England and Japan had political, commercial and

industrial interests in China and Korea respectively. The article
then concludes by recognizing that it would be

"admissible for either of them to take such

measures as may be indispensable in order to

safequard those interests if threatened either,
" by the aggressive action of any other Power, or

S
‘L‘(}' ( ’

.

12W. Stead, "The Progress®of the World," The Review of

Reviews, XXV (March, 1902), 228; A B C, "The Alliance with Japan,"” The
National Reviewh XXXIX (March, 1902), 154; Wemyss Reid, "Last Month,"
The Nineteenth flentury, LI (March, 1902), 506; A B C, "British Foreign
Policy -+ Recon§idered,” The National Review, XL (November, 1902),
345-346. \5‘1\ T .

p .

- 13Edi Ers, "Episodes of the Month," The National Review, XXXTX
{(March, 1902), 6; W.T. Stead, "Topics of the Month: The Anglo-Japanese
Treaty," The Re &.ew of Reviews, XXV (March, 1902), 254.
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by disturbances ’arisigg in China or Corea, and
necessitating the intervention of either of the .

High Contracting Parties for the protect_jtzn of
. ):ﬁllves and property of its subjects.™
In other words, it acknowledged the right of England to intervene in

the affairs of China, while it extended this privilege to Japan in -

Korea. This was clearly of an offensive nature. The defensive nature

of the Anglo-Japanese alliance was defined in Articles II and III. In

the event of a war between Japan and Russia, for example, Article II
provided for England's maintaining a strict neutrality. On the other
f f . . hand, if anoth:ar.power joined Russia in tﬁ\e'\struggle against Japan,

1l
then England would come to the assistance of her ally. 3 The Anglo-

Japanese alliance, therefore, was not strictly a defensive one as

claimed b)'r the government but also an offensive one as Article I

Y e o

proved. >

.

, . Similar to any political announcement, the Anglo-Japanese

' alliance received its share of praise and criticism. Those writers

‘Lz who had long called for the end of :i:solat{on praised it because their
wishes had been granted. Others, like the editors of The National

Review, were over-joyed because they believed it signified the English

¢

; emancipation from German dominatiox:‘. Their view Was that the govein—

ment had been proiGerman during the period from 1894 to 1902. This
. ' ‘ ' |

«

¥

13 ’ ‘ . 14Editora,, The National ‘Review, "XXXIX (March; 1902), 5.

lsIdenn.; W.T. Stead, The Review of Reviews, XXV (Maréh,
1902), 255. ' °
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opinion Terely reflected the anti-German.attitudes wf{ich the man;gement
of this periodical had had for many yea:n:s.'l6 Authors heaped praise on
this alliance because they believed i’t would avert the threat of any\armed
%onflict in the Far East. They recognized that the chief antagonists
would be Japan and Russia because‘ of their conflicting interests. It:_

1]
was hoped the combined milit.a.ry strength of Japan and England would
discourage any possible Russian aggression against Japan. Also,
Japan was thought 4:0 want a period of peace to consoliddte her state,
therefore, the alliance seemed to be a guarantee against war and one
which worked for peace. To} many Englishmen this seemed the best
aspect of the Anglo-Japariese alliance.” However, as };istory ‘has
proved, the alliance did little to deter a Russian-Japanese conflict

o -

tgause waxr broke out in February 1904. The-editors of The Quarterly

Review suggested that the alliance was a major cause of the conflict.

_Japan realized she would not have to fight against a coalition of powers,

therefore, she became more aggressive towards Russia and finally attacked

1
Port Arthur. 8 Those who criticized the Anglo-~Japanese alliance did*so

because of its anti-Russian character. The treaty provided protection

’

- -

1

2

6Editors, The National Review, XXXIX (March, 1902), 1.

7China Station, "A Russo-~Japanese War," The Contemporary
Review, LXXXI (March, 1902), 424; Editors, "England and the Powers,"
The Monthly Review, VI (March, 1902), 10-11; A. Michie, "Anglo-Japanese
Rlliance,” Blackwoods Edinburgh Magazine, CLXXI (March, 1902), 434;
Editors, "Episodes of the Month," The National Review, XXXIX (april, 1902),
177; Joseph H. Longford, "The Growth of the Japanese Navy," The Nineteenth
Century, CCCXIX (September, 1%03), 485.

18

* « .
Editors, "Russia and Japan,"”” The' Quarterly Review, CXCIX
(Airil, 1904), 598, - - ‘
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for Korea and China against foreign ;dvances and, since Russia had designs
on these lands, it appeared that the purpose of the alliance was to
prevent their take-over by Russia. Many writers felt that Russia would

now direct her anger towards E:ngland.19 Despite -this criticism the

vast majority of Englishmen praised the Anglo-Japanese alliance. Many

Englishmen saw this alliance,with an Asiatic nation as a stepping-stone
0

to a European one; therefore, all eyes reverted back to E\@bpe.:2
« r_\
In their gearch for a European ally, English writers did

not look towards Germany as a possible choice. In fact, during the .

. period from 1902 to the end of 1904, not one article could be found in

the periodical press which advocated an Anglo-German alliance. Generally,

writers and editors, with the exception of those from The National

Review, studied the German problem wiﬁz less emotion during this period

than in earlier ones. The National Review, however, was still full of ',

hysterical rhetoric against Germany. For example] if an Anglo-German

a}liance were gonclﬁ&ed, the editors believed the results would be

. 21
"more disastrous to our interests than a defeat in war". Also, the
1]

editors comf:lained that the English ministe’fs’ were deterinined to keep

.
Y

| X lgzéta, "The Anglo-Japanese Alliance »- And After," The
Fortnightly Review, LXXVII (March, 1902), 372; Wemyss Reid, The Nineteenth

Century, CCCI {March, 1902), 507; China Station, :The Contemporary Review,
IXXXT (March, 1902), 424.

2ol:d;ito::s, The National Review, XXXIX  (March, 1902), 6.

. 21Editors, "Episodes of the Month,"™ The National Review,
XXIX (August, 1902), 858. '
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the "keys of our Poreign Policy" in Potsdam and, as such, the public

feared that a voﬁJ given to the present government was similar to giving .

the vote to the German Em}:'»e:r:ora22 : . ]
"

Those who calmly studied the feasibility of an Anglo-German

alliance were convinced that it could not work. While realizing that

a commercial, military and colonial rivalry existed between Germany and

.

England, these authors saw another more important obstacle in the way ]

of their friendship. This was Germany's geographical loecation in

+

Europe. Germany was sandwiched by two powers, Russia and France, both

of which would be the opponents of any Anglo-German agreement. This

would have created an extremely dangerous and unacceptable situation for
Germany. She could not afford a war in Europe, particularly on her

eastern flank. German officials noted very carefully the tremendous

increase in Russian forces on her eastern border. For example, in 1889,

Russia maintained 25 divisions of infantry and 10 divisions of cavalry

on her border with Germany; in 1900, these figures had increased to 31 .

! and 16 divisions respectively.z3 Germany, then, out of fear and

respect for Russia, wished to remain on good terms with her. This had N
t *

« been a policy since the days of Bismarck.24 An alliance with England

o

22Editors, "Episodes of the Month,"” The National Review, XLl '
2 (April, 12.03), 165-166. ’ v

2:*lQu:Ldam, "The Coming Struggle Between Slav and Teuton,"
The Contemporary Review, LXXXIII (January, 1903), 70.

. 2patriae Quis Exul, "Our Relations with Germany," The
Contemporary Review, LXXXIII (January, 1903), 110; Ogniben, "The United
States of Imperial Britain," The Contemporary Review, LXXXI (March, 1902),%
318; Calchas, "German Light on German Policy," The Fortnightly Review,
o LXXVIII (October, 1902), 618; E.J. Dillon, "Foreign Affairs," The
. ~ Contemporary Review, LXXXTI éDecember, 1902) , 891-892. -
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. would endanger German-Russian relations. In any European war, German);
realized she would bear the brunt of ‘a Russian-French attack because

England, with her weak army, could provide little support. In a .

N
continental war, England’s- navy would be of little aid to Germany. Any

talk of an Anglo-German alliance was qutil‘e because. thes¢e nations did

not have mutual aims and goals on which to base an agre‘emegt.

England was successful in her search for a European ally

e ~

to supplement her Asian one and on April 8, 1904, the Anglo- ©

French entente cordiale was signed. This was the most viable and .

logical alliance option available ‘\during this period of history. The

I3 P ‘
relations between England and Russia were clouded by many disputes,

whereas no major conflict of interedt existed with France. Relations v

- . with France had continued to improve after June 1900 when calmer

conditions succeeded the agitation of the Fashoda Affair. In 1902,

-

France, having recovered from the disastrous War of lé70', resumed her ¥

place among the great nations of Europe and was seen-as possibly the

s ~

~ © . greatest nation of the continent.25 ' However, before France could be

a

aggociated vhth England, (the periodical press recognlzed the need for

the clarification of a very important problem. This was the French

; . involvement with Russia in.the Dual Alliance. It was realized"that any

L
AV

English agreement with France would be subordinate to the Dual Alliance

o

: ‘ 2SCalchats » "The vival of France," The Fortniﬁl:ltly Review,

LXXVII (May, 1902), 788-789; W.T. Stead, "The Progress of theWorld,"
The Review of Reviews, XXV (June, 1902), 559.
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"because this had been and would remain "the corner-stone of French

: 2 .
/,forelgn policy". 6 The notion of England playing second fiddle to

Russia did not seem to bother the reading and writing public because

some suggested the proposed entente ‘cordiale could pave the way to

smoother relations between Russia and Enqland.27 With this problem

solved, the periodical press began to tampaign for the entente cordiale,

f

and these events began to unfold in 1903.
King Edward VII of England was considered largely responsible

for initiating the series of ﬂsits which led to the entente cordiale of

1904. | In the s;ncing of 1903, Edward travelled to Paris and sboke of

the friegdship which ought to exist between their nations\. His speeches
were generally well received by the French, and they opened the way for

a return visit by President Boubet and Delcassé, the Minister for Foreign

28
Affairs. When. the entente was a fait accompli, wrxters were so

impressed with Edward's initiative and work that they credited him, for
k) v .

its sruv.:cess.29 When the news of the entente was made public, Delcassé

26(falchas, "The Latin Rapprochement and Anglo-Russian Relations,"

The Fortnightly Review, LXXIX (June, 1903), 954; Editors, "Episodes of
the Month," The National Review, XLI (August, 1903),, 880.
!

. 27Ed1tors, "Episodes of the Month," The Nat:.onal Review, XLI
(May, 1903), 352; Editors, "Episodes of the Month," The National Review,
XLI (June, 1903), 519; Archibald S. Hurd, "French Friendship and Naval
Pconomy," The Fortnightly Review, LXXX (October, 1903), 654; E.J. Dillon,
"Foreign Affairs,"” The Contemporary Review, LXXXVI (August, 1904), 283.

28 Wemyss Reid, "Last Month," The Nineteenth Century, LIIT (June,

1903); 1065. ‘ : L

-

2vglétd:l.'laor:s, "Episodes of.the Month," The National Review, XLIII'>

(May, 1904), 351; Wemyss Reid, "Last Month," The Nineteenth Century, LV
(May, 1904), 870; Quirinus, "The King and Foreign Policy,” The National
Review, XLIV (September, 1904), 51. °
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stated that the first idea for the agreement came about during the
French visit to London in July 1903. In discussions with Lansdowne,

Delcassé saw that it

" ' was easy to solve the still unsettled
problems by means of reciprocal concessions
and ‘equitable compensation. We then sketched
a plan based on the following principles:

' Wherever France's interest was uncontestably
superior in any particular question, England
vgas to abate her preten51ons Where, on the
other hand, England s interests seemed clearly _.
dec1s:.ve, Fransﬁ was to consen’t to the first e

SN

sacrifice.' " . ’

>

21

" +
In April 1904, the entente cordiale was not a military alliance

-but an agreen{ent which settled the colonial disputes between France ané
§

' A\ . .
England. The principles which Delcassé and Lansdowne established during

their July meetings were the \basis of the entente. In areas where the

interests of France were supreme, England gave in, while the reverse

was also true. The entente consisted of a series of conventions dealing

2

‘j‘

A3

_(August, 1903), 340-341; W.T. Stead, "The Progress o

-y
a

¢
with Newfoundland and West Africa, Egypt and Morocco, Siam, Madagascar

- 3
and the New Hebrides. 2 Of the ‘three, the most important dogcument was .

the one deahng with Egypt .;and Morocco. France was given a free hand

:m Morocco,’ while England recelved a similar pr1v11ege in Egypt.33

S
+ ’

/

Edltors, The National Review, XLIII (May, 1904)/ 350~351,

"

lh‘emyss Reid, "Last Month," The)lineteenth C

Review of *Reviews, XXVIII (August, 1903), 116. .

|
i / ‘z
32Ed:Ltor:s, The National éeview, XLIIT -{May, l90j4), 350,

- 33Edward Dicey, "Last Month,™ The Nineteenth Century, LV (May,
1904), 876; Edward Dicey, “The anglo-French Compact and Egypt," The
Fortnightly Review, LXXXI' (May, 1904), 781; Paul Doumer,| "The Anglo-
French Agreement,"” 'The Nationial Review, XLIII (June, 1904), 558; Budgett
Meakin, "The Fate of Morocco," The Westminister (Review,|CLXII (July,
1904)) 9, r 14 . . < B
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This one document removed the major cause of the friction which had

existed for many decades. In 1904, England and France had become

; | ,

3 In 1904, the European and the world situation\ had changed

wIRE

+  compatible partners.

gy dramatically since 1894. England had abandéned her policy of

» isolation and had embarked on a new career, that of an allied power. AN

e

She had signec} a military aéreement with Japan and an entente which

o

mended relations with France. l Even though the entente was not a

military pact in 1904, it would become one as military and naval

rde

discussions followed in 1905. In 1904, there was already speculation
s

O that military t:;lks would begin once the colonial disputes had been

s vpe

. ‘34 s
» settled. Having agreed to terms with France, many felt it would

-

only be a mgtter of time before England signed an alliance with Rﬁss\ia.35

This development occurred in 1907 with the Anglo-Russian entente. The

early years of the twentieth century were not good ones for Germany.

-

With fhe conclusiori-of the entente, she was now recognized, to be the

"most isoclated power in Europe'_'.as\ This theory of Germany's isolation

N

34Henry Newbolt, "The Anglo-French Agreement," The Monthly
Raview, Xg (May, 1904), 6-7.

)' 3SIE.J. pillon, "Our Friea, Our Ally, and Our Rivals," The .
Contemporary Review, LXXXV (May, 1904), 612; Calchas, "The Reorganization
of Russia,”® The Fortnightly Review, LXXXII (July, -1904), 3p6; E.J. Dillon,
"The Obstacles to an Anglo-Russian Convention. An Unedit’g Chapter’ of

. . Diplomatic History," The Contemporary Review, LXXXVI (July, 1904), 43;
.\ f . Calchas,."The New German intrigue: B Note of Warning," The Fortnightly
Revi%, LXXXII (September, 1904) , 402§?Arnold White, "Anglo-Russian .
Re ons," The Fortnightly Review, LXXXII (December, 1904), 960.
N /
. 36Calchas 5 ™The Bankruptcy of Bismarckian Policy," ‘The
‘ S Fortnightly Review, LXXXI (May, 1904), 766. -
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had been a major theme of wnters since 1902. 3-\' Due to‘t\Be increased

naval rivalry, relaﬁions between Germany and England continued to

worsen after 1904.. Europe was well on its way into becoming an armed

¢

camp with two opposing sides '~§aCh waiting for an incident to start a
; . R ) i
worldwide holocaust.

v

-

37 ' '
,  Ogniben, "Great Britain and Germany,” The Contemporary

Review, LXXXI (February, 1902), 166; O. Eltzbacher, "The German Emperor
as a Political Factor," The Fortnigtily Review, LXXVIII (November, 1992) N
815; Editors, "Episodes of the Month," The National Review, XL

(December,” 1902) , 500.
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‘ Throughout the period from 1894'1:0 1904, England was blessed
. * ' ¢

by the tremendous number of newspapers and periodicals available to the

public. In London, the leading dailies were: The Times, Daily Telegraph,

Morning Post, Daily Mail, and the Daily Express.1 Even more periodicals

were'published in London during these years. The most\mport'ant were:

The National Review, The Fortnightly Review, The Nineteenth Century,

The Contemporary Review, and The Review of' Reviews. These periodicals

were particularly valuable to this study because they dealt at gr&a‘*f’/
length with England's fo}eign policy and the international situation.

The Westminister Review, The Monthly Review, ‘Cosmopolis (ceased
~

publication in 1898), }lilew Review (ceased publication in 1897), and:

po

The Quarterly Review were of less importance because their coverage of

\

foreign policy was much less extensive. Another peripdical, Black- ,

wqods Edinburgh Magazine, ol:iginated in Edinburgh and‘was basically a

- A ‘
literary magazine. It is obvious that the reading and writing public
.

had a vagt ampunt of material available to them. 4

The periodical press was instrw;mental in moulding, public .
opinion. Although fewer people probably read the periodicals than
the n%vispapers, one should not unde;estimate their importance. Those
who reac;\}ﬁd contributed to the periodical press were often influential:\
and pé;werful men who could be expectec:l to lead the way ir? forming

EY ) ’
public opinion. Several government officials and Members of

Parliament con_ti'ibuted to the periodical press. For .example, notice

4
, Y

o
-ty ¢ \
!

Loron nale, Germany and the Diplomatic Revolution.
{Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1931), p, 16.

{
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the credentials of a frequent contributor, H.O. Arnold-Forster.

_He had been a Member of Parliament for West Belfast since 1892. From

1900 to 1903, he served ,as ParliamentarS/ Secretary to the Admiralty,
while in 1903, he became the Seéretary of State for War.2 Obxwdiguwsly

he was in a position to influence public opinion. There were many others.
Reginald Brett (Viscount Esher) had been a Member of Parliament for
P;anryn and Falmoutﬁ from 1880 to 1885 and, f‘rom 1895 to 1902, he served
as Secreta‘ry to His Majesty's Office of Works. Sir George Sydenham
Clarke, after holding various \p,ositions with the government, became . '

the Governor of Victoria (Australia) in 1901. R.A. Yerburgh had

been the Member of Parlianlent for Chester since 1886 and, in 1900,

he became President of the influential Navy League. Sir Henry Stanley

had been a Member of Parliament since 1898. Henry Norman turned from

journalism (assistant editor of the Daily Chronicle, 1895 to 1899)

L
to politics. He represented South Wolvez%ampton since 1900. James W.
Lowther- had been a Member of Parliament for Penrith of Cumberland
from 1886 and, in 1895, he became the Depufly Speaker. The list could

go on. These political figures used the periodical press to some extent

\
as a means of expounding their views.

Many military and naval experts also contributed to the

~

periodical press. They brought matters, such.as the Anglo~German naval

.rivalry, to the attention of the public. In fact, public opinion on

these questioes was formed using the information given by these experts.
” -

-
3 -
.

-

2'I‘his and any subsequent biographical information was found
using-Who's Who: An Annual Biographical Dictionnary, -London.
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For example, H.W. Wilson, an ardent writer on naval quegtions, was a
member of the Navy League and also the assistant editor of the

Daily Mail. R.B. Marston was a member of the Council of the Naﬁ

League.‘ Fred T. Jane was a naval expert who contributed to many
Jjournals. C.C.P. Fitzgerald, a retired vice-admiyal who had seen

service since 1854, wrot‘e on questions related to the Far-Eastern

fleets. §.M. Eardley-WilmoE was a retired rear-admiral who wrote on

the cgndit-ijon of the\ English fle_et.\ ‘ﬁilliam Laird Clowes, who often
used the pen-name of "Nauticus", wrote, extensively on the navy, Finally,
Willoughby Vener, a Lieutenant-Colonel in the army, wrot?on military i
matters in Africa, particularly in Egypt. Other groups of people

who contributed to the éeriodical press were ;arrigters, editors 'of

the daily newspapers aI;d journals, correspondents for the dailies,
business magnates and professors. The& were all members of the ‘upper
classes and men of prestige and influence. They were men who could and.
did shape th% nature of public opinion. »

. The English periodical press considered itself remarkably free

from government interference and control. In this respect, it was

*

under the close scrutiny of the government. The English press could freely
debate the important questions of the day, for example, probl‘éms such as
isolation and the alliance options. It was often very critical of government

actions. The editors of The National Review were constantly scowling at the

government becauée of its alleged pro-German policies. The editor of

The Review of Reviews alap gave the government a hard time when the

Anglo-Japanese Alliance was announced. W.T. Stead was a Russophile .

Mo
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©

and was greatly dﬁsturbed with the alliance beoause it geemed to be

directed against Russia. The government became aware of his views

, rather quickly. \ -
In concfusion, the periodical press played a major role in the |

. isolation question. Its importance lay in two areag; firstly, as a :

result of the press campaign waged during the yearo from 1894 to 1904,

w

the British public became convinced that England should abandon her
1 ) ; .
isolationist policy to form a unien with another power. Article after

article was presented which detailed the dangers that England faced in

her isolationist position, The periodical press, then, served to mould
public opfnion to- accept the day when England officially ended her
isolationist policy. Secondly, the periodical press also played a role

in the eventual choice of an ally. For example, almost from the

- m_&

beginning of this study, the periodical oress waged a campaign against

Germany and directed public opinion against her. Several periodicals
presented Germany as the enemy and warned against any collaboration
with her. This explains the public outcry in 1902 when England and

-
Germany took joint action against Venezuela. The indignation of the

public against this move was very great. By 1904, therefore, the ‘

-

periodical press virtually assured that Germany would not be accepted
by the public’'as an alliance choice. Oth¢r notions, however, were
. viewed more fa\?rably by the press and eventually by the British public.

In 1902 and 1904, therefore, there was little public opposition against

~
ngland's joining hands first with Japan and then with France. Both

! . the periodical press and the public welcomed the additlon of Russia to

the entente cordiale in 1907. The process of ending isoclation was

“complete: . {' ’
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