The Age of Empires

Cubans struggled for ten years, 1868-78, to win their independence from Spain.  The struggle proved emblematic and ironic as old imperial powers waned and new ones waxed into the twentieth century.  The process continues into the twenty-first century.  Imperialism, the idea of empire building, provides the example to explain war.  As nations seek to project their power and influence abroad, those nations use their war machines to achieve their goal:  conquest and occupation.  Cuba’s strategic location and emerging commercial importance rendered the isle ripe for picking at the end of the nineteenth century.  A cursory examination of previous U.S. continental expansion indicates that plans lay ready for overseas conquest long before the Spanish-Cuban-U.S. War of 1898.  President Jefferson indicated his preference for Cuba and so, too, we have the example of the Ostend Manifesto fifty years later.  Empires prowled the globe for conquests by mid century. The entire world readied itself for a century of carnage unprecedented in human history and still unresolved in our time.  Our first foray onto the international imperial stage manifested itself in what Teddy Roosevelt called “a splendid little war”.  Imperialists spoke in such terms.  What may have been splendid for the future President brought the misery of two world wars.  We can understand our present plight in the Middle East by looking at this period.   And so it behooves us to witness the rise of the U.S. empire and develop an appreciation of that empire’s consequences at home and abroad.
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Empires and wars for empires changed the globe complicating relations, but often these conflicts took on a simplistic vernacular.  Let’s make the world safe for democracy or duty dictates us to lift these poor wretches from their brutish conditions.  As imperialists sought to build their empires, the peoples subjugated by the invaders viewed events, however, in different and distinct terms.  Our Mexican American War takes on the nomenclature of Los Intervencion de los Estados Unidos where viewed under the lens of those invaded.  It bears noting that during the imperialists, the invaders described their efforts as civilizing missions.  Our work even took on a messianic crusade.  Rudyard Kipling coined the phrase, “the white man’s burden” blessing the missions of these new crusaders.  Whereas the aspirations of the African and Asian peoples embraced autonomy, the west refused to recognize their rights of all people to national self determination.  Imperialists had no time for niceties and moved quickly to expand their global dominions.  During the struggle waged by the Filipinos for their independence, Mark Twain quipped that the brutal conduct of the U.S. merited our replacement of the stars and strips with the skull and cross bones!  America’s democratic principles and image suffered a brutal blow by our mission, statements and actions in the Philippines.  Empire’s brutal costs hit home.

http://www.bibingka.com/phg/documents/whyjun12.htm 
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United State’s overseas ambitions looked less uplifting and more predatory during this splendid little war.  Still, the United States had arrived.

Expansionism runs through our nation’s history and this new phase of imperialism just witnessed a new twist to an old theme.  The Rear Admiral and strategist Alfred T. Mahan stated our goals a decade before the war with Spain in The Influence of Sea Power in History.  His study of England in her rise to empire noted her colonial empire dominated others by her first rate navy.  America had arrived.  While the Philippines became our first colony, a closer examination of events in Cuba revealed a familiar theme of conquest.  

Post Civil War diplomacy into the worlds south of our borders built an edifice upon a pronouncement emanating from the oval office in 1823:  The Monroe Doctrine.  The western hemisphere was closed for business.  European powers received notice to stay out of affairs of the Americas.  President Monroe announced further colonization efforts ran counter to U.S. hemispheric interests.  Europe’s leaders basically ignored, for the time, such chauvinism.  The ensuing decades witnessed war over the Southwest with Mexico, freebooting episodes in Nicaragua and threats concerning Cuba.  While the Cubans launched an insurrection against Spain, the Ten Years War, the U.S. watched and waited.  Investments poured in to rebuild Cuba after the war.  Commercial expansion characterized U.S. hemispheric interests during the later nineteenth century.  Once Jose Marti announced the objectives in the Manifesto of Montecristi:

1. The war was to be waged by blacks and whites alike; 

2. Participation of all blacks was crucial for victory; 

3. Spaniards who did not object to the war effort should be spared, 

4. Private rural properties should not be damaged; and 

5. The revolution should bring new economic life to Cuba. 

This war, which we call the Spanish American War, declared itself as one between Spain and Cubans.  Marti clearly stated that blacks and whites working together towards their liberation.  He implied that mono cultural dependency-Cuba’s one crop or plantation sugar orientation-and ties to the U.S. would change in the post war life of the nation.  Marti’s ideals did not survive.  Cuba’s strategic location and emerging commercial importance rendered the isle ripe for picking just as Thomas Jefferson’s letter earlier had alluded to Alexander Humboldt.  The press helped to bring the fruit into home.  Hyperbole in the Hearst’s and Pulitzer’s newspapers, The New York World and The New York Journal, sensationalized events from within Cuba.  The newspapers competed for sales by distorting, lying, and corrupting the truth of the Spanish Cuban War.  Hearst’s paper asked its reader, to paraphrase, ‘is there no nation wise enough, brave enough, strong enough to end the carnage in this blood smitten land”?  The nation was called to carry out its duty that notion of the white man’s burden.  Pressure mounted and events dictated a response from then President William McKinley.
A spring war over Cuba hung over a reluctant President McKinley, who had sent the U.S.S. Maine to Havana to protect lives and property.  This became a turning point, because that ship exploded in the harbor leaving over 250 men dead.  Although no evidence provided a link to Spain, the press whipped up the public into a jingoistic frenzy.  Congress supported the call to arms, but limited U.S. objectives by the Foraker and Teller Amendments:  we had no territorial or commercial objectives in Cuba.  Spain’s resistance proved futile and efforts feeble.  It was the Cubans, however, that suffered real damage. U.S. policy makers thwarted the national aspirations of the people for independence.  http://www.pbs.org/crucible/tl3.html  U.S. role and dominance over Cuba took the form of the Platt Amendment.  Cubans received notice they had no chance of independence without attaching this demand to the 1902 Constitution.  The U.S. reserved the right to intervene in Cuba’s affairs and took possession of the Cuban territory.  Today we continue to occupy Guantanamo, which remains a point of contention with the Cuban government.  The war with Spain brought the U.S. an overseas empire:  Puerto Rico, Guam, Philippines and Cuba.  Indirectly, the Hawaii fell into the basket of overseas possessions.  These developments led to new thinking in hemispheric dominance.
Central America awaited overtures from the United States and throughout the twentieth century we obliged those nations.  Panama and Nicaragua captured the nation’s attentions as sites for a transoceanic canal.   President Theodore Roosevelt, assuming office upon the assassination of William McKinley in 1901, let it be known he would make the dirt fly and international law held no sway over security.  Although a legitimate effort to buy rights over the canal sought Columbia’s approval, did not fairly commensurate the deal.  The Columbian government felt cheated in a deal, which saw a defunct and bankrupted French private concern receive greater financial remuneration.  TR’s big stick diplomacy put our neighbor’s on notice.  Policy now drifted towards the rights of imperial decree and the Roosevelt Corollary declared that where our neighbors proved themselves unable to govern themselves we assumed the right to teach them.  Our neighbors were put on notice.  We now formally declared our right and intentions for the hemisphere.    Argentine Foreign Minister Luis Maria Drago challenged our policy and found a receptive audience.   The die had been cast, however, and the dirt flew. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Drago_Doctrine
[image: image3.jpg]



[image: image4.jpg]



President Roosevelt touring the canal and personally making the dirt fly at the top.  Below an exodus of workers from the Caribbean providing their blood and lives for the project.

http://www.canalmuseum.com/photos/panamacanalphoto016.htm  here you will find some additional photos to examine in the building of the canal.  Once secure in the possessions of this emerging and nascent overseas empire, the Roosevelt administration set its sites on a large piece of the Pacific Basin.  
Asian Interests led the United States, next, seeking to slice up a piece of melon:  China and the Far East.  While Britain gained access and prime ports in the aftermath of the Opium War, the U.S. felt compelled to assert its imperial interests in the Open Door Notes.  Flush from victory over Spain and playing a role in the Boxer Rebellion http://www.wsu.edu/~dee/CHING/BOXER.HTM
The Open Door Notes, sent to imperial capital, declared our rights to commercial opportunities in China.  WE had arrived and would now take what was rightfully ours!  China had been free falling since the Opium War and we had to move fast.  Japan stood in the wings as the pre eminent Asian power.

Commodore Matthew Perry sailed into Edo Bay in 1854 and put the Rising Sun on notice:  open your port to U.S. commerce or suffer the consequences.  The shogunate had little choice, but the Japanese concluded their future mandated some profound changes.  In 1868 the Meiji Restoration set Japan on a course for rapid modernization.  One generation later the Japanese nation did indeed emerge as the Asian power to recon with and respect.  There was a quick victory over China in 1895 with assumption of Korea pieces of the Chinese melon.  Japan next moved on Manchuria.  Russia challenged the upstart Japanese and quickly learned that the Japanese people could not be bullied.  The Russo-Japanese War made it clear a new power ruled from Asian shores.   Roosevelt intervened to limit damages to U.S. interests, won a noble peace award and sent out the Great White Fleet.  Japan was to take notice.   



The United States joined the ranks of the imperial powers at the turn of the new century.  Imperial conflicts, like the one over Manchuria, indicated the potential for full scale war.  Although many had faith that such a catastrophe would be, had to be averted, they would soon be proved deadly wrong.
The twentieth offered hope for many and a brighter future.  Advancements in medicine-vaccines-extended life, while improved technologies improved the quality and in some instances the standard of living.  Western Europe witnessed the rise of constitutionalism in the 19th century.  Quasi democratic regimes dotted the landscape:  Belgium, France, Spain, Italy and of course England.  Opportunities to gain an education offered advancement for more men than ever.  Stereotypes concerning women endured, but they, too, worked outside the home.  The labor movement brought with it changes.  Working conditions did improve and wages rose, but the class consciousness endured.  Moreover, the more virulent forms of nationalism were about to collide in the summer of 1912 sending Europe and the world into war.

Imperial conflicts did not escape the European continent.  The Crimean War of the mid-nineteenth century failed to resolve a driving force behind European politics and diplomacy:  the balance of power.  Ottoman Turkey had waned in power and influence for well over one hundred years, which left a political vacuum in Eastern Europe and most especially the Balkans.  Nationalistic movements in that region located south of Austria Hungary captured the world’s attention in June 1914.  Archduke Franz Ferdinand was assassinated in Sarajevo



The Triple Alliance or Central Powers consisted of Germany, Austria-Hungary and Ottoman Turkey, while Allied Powers or the Triple Entente consisted of Russia, France and Great Britain.
His death served as the spark to light a powder keg that silenced all voices of reason.  The German military thought it could rumble right into Paris in a matter of several days and end the conflict.  A calculation that proved wrong and found Germany fighting a two front war:  France and Russia.  Armaments’ killing potential had grown exponentially, while tactics and strategies failed to keep pace.  Machine guns revealed their deadly efficiencies along the fronts and heavy artillery emerged as a destructive force henceforth unimaginable.  Soldiers discovered a new and odious military tool:  chemical weapons.  And so Europe settled into the slaughter and imbecility of trench warfare.  Here you can see nature of war:  http://www.diggerhistory2.info/graveyards/pages/history/lone-pine.htm  and note the carnage of what was called The Great Patriotic War.
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The war led to the wholesale destruction of cities, which would become a common feature in all future wars.  Civilians were not spared.  Neutral Belgium was ravaged at the war’s outset and remained a point of contention throughout the war.
United States policy towards conflicts in Europe historically and diplomatically affirmed neutrality.  President Woodrow Wilson declared that policy at the wars outset.  We shall remain neutral in thought as well as in deed.  It made good sense.  As a nation of immigrants, the President sought to quell partisanship on behalf of the so called “hyphenated Americans”.  Moreover, the policy translated into an economic bonanza.  While the combatants engaged in unprecedented carnage, they needed support.  The U.S. could lend assistance to all nations without prejudice.  European war machines needed our help and we would deliver!  There was a problem.  Once at war do you allow your enemy to receive contraband, which may tip the balance against your nation?  England used her navy to blockade-an act of war-the North Sea and the English Channel.  Germany retaliated by unleashing unrestricted submarine warfare.  How would President Wilson respond?  The choices tested neutrality and eventually identified the nation with the Triple Entente.  Predictably Germany attacked ships crossing the Atlantic Ocean.  The luxury liner, The Lusitania, was sunk in May 1915 off the course of Ireland, which challenged neutrality.  Although the German government recognized that an U.S. belligerency boded poorly for victory, their pledge to refrain from said attacks proved tentative.  In 1916, the Germans sank another ship, The Sussex, and President Wilson again threatened to hold them to strict accountability.  Once again the Germans backed down from a conflict.   This vacillation eventually hardened into permanent belligerency in 1917 and a U.S. declaration of war.  

President Wilson went to Congress and asked for a declaration after substantiating the perfidy of the Zimmerman Telegram.  This event represented an interesting twist concerning Mexico.  You recall that U.S. imperial interests in Mexico were extensive.  Businessmen invested in Mexican lands, minerals and infrastructure.  A generation of a sound investment climate collapsed with the fall of Porfirio Diaz in 1911.  President Diaz rule brought peace, order and stability for over three decades, but the cost to his people came at too high a price.  Poverty, exploitation, land expropriations and tyranny characterized the Diaz regime.  U.S. investors profited, but the ensuing revolution changed mightily the conditions and political dynamics.  Although Diaz was forced out, the vested interests remained staunch supports of the status quo.  The new president, Francisco Madero, raised expectations beyond his ability to deliver and discord flourished across the country.  His assassination in 1913 by Porfirista General V. Huerta occurred at the outset of President Woodrow Wilson’s first term.  President Wilson proved ill prepared to deal with the diplomatic crisis without the alienation of powerful forces within Mexico.  The Mexican Revolution, 1913-17, commenced and the instability south of the border frightened United States business and political interests.  President Wilson resorted to big stick diplomacy confusing the revolutionary conditions in Mexico.  
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President Wilson and his personal secretary Joseph Tumulty.
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Emiliano Zapata and Francisco “Pancho” Villa take possession of El Presidente’s chair.  The alliance proved to be short lived.
Zimmerman Telegram
President Wilson assumed a belligerent posture towards the Huerta government announcing that he would show Mexico how to elect a good government.  In April 1914, a Gulf Coast incident at Tampico,  President used the affair as justification for the seizure of Veracruz.  http://concise.britannica.com/ebc/article9381899/Veracruz-incident
While Wilson calculated that a U.S. invasion would remove General Huerta, it did not dampen revolutionary ardor or the Mexican people’s suspicions of El Norte.  Thereafter, Pancho Villa concluded that U.S. machinations did not bode well for his ambitions and feeling betrayed by previous overtures rebelled.  Villa led a series of raids across the Southwest into U.S. border towns.  These attacks led to the Pershing Expeditions.  General “Black Jack” Pershing rode across the border in fresh pursuit of the “outlaw” Villa.  Relations soured and war loomed.

http://www.hsgng.org/pages/pancho.htm  As the war in Europe grinded on, it was at this point, 1917, that Germany extended an invitation to Mexico to join in an alliance.  The secret offer, The Zimmerman Telegram, was intercepted by the British, decoded and presented to the Wilson Administration.  Germany’s resumption of unrestricted sub warfare and this perfidy led to Wilson’s declaration of war message in April 1917.  The President declared U.S. motives pure and our role would end all future wars! 
The Fourteen Points defined the purpose behind U.S. entry into the Great Patriotic War.  Wilsonianism-ideology of the President-lavished the proud purpose of entering the war:  make the world safe for democracy.  In the post war era there would be no victors no vanquished and peace rested upon a new internationalism.  The cornerstone to the Fourteen Points, a League of Nations, created a multi national organization to effect world peace.  Furthermore, the ideas of demilitarization, respect for neutral rights and self determination, proclamation of open covenants or treaty’s and free treaty served as highlights in the President’s thinking.  Ours was a crusade to build a new world order.  Human thinking changes ever so slowly and today wars continue to rage.
America’s role in the war decided its outcome.  Although Germany gambled on the departure of Russia boded victory, the entrance of the U.S. dashed that victory.  The sheer industrial might and mobilization efforts turned the Kaiser’s armies back towards the Rhineland.  Then, too, the German people, exhausted by four years of war, sought peace.  An armistice negotiated, a peace promised and a nation willing to lay down its arms dramatized a series of events in the fall of 1918.  Kaiser Wilhelm abdicated his authority and Germany’s leaders moved towards creating a more democratic state and in return accepted a peace with no victors and no vanquished.  That final feat proved illusive in the end.  Meanwhile the “victors” gathered outside of Paris to settle old scores.
Woodrow Wilson traveled to Europe in 1919 and received a hero’s welcome from the French people.  He did not fully appreciate what lay ahead at Versailles.  Italy, France and England sought to emasculate Germany and held little regard for the lofty objectives spelled out in the Fourteen Points.  President Wilson found himself outmatched by the chicanery, duplicity and customs of European diplomacy.  He was outmatched and understaffed.  The President traveled to Europe thinking that he alone could translate his objectives creating that new world order.  When one examines the outcome of the conference, clearly the Germans discovered no room at the bargaining table.  Article 231, the war guilt clause, of the treaty defined Germany as solely responsible for the war and Germany would pay.  The nation was strapped with a $32 billion debt, forced to dismantle her military, turn over colonies, cede portions of the fatherland and demilitarize the Rhineland.  These harsh terms, unacceptable in the light of the Fourteen Points, allowed for no negotiations.  A demand, Die Dicktat derisively known to the German people, claimed that unconditional acceptance of terms set forth and none other required immediate approval.  The victorious allies established the terms that led directly to the rise of Adolf Hitler and the Nazis!
Innocence is never a casualty of war, because national leaders are not innocent.  The men leading the nations into war did so for selfish reason and political gain.  While they may have wished to couch their actions in terms like balance of power, realpolitik or national security, they pushed the world to the brink and over into the wasteland of World War II.  Moreover, they failed to resolve the cause of the war:  imperialism.  Woodrow Wilson, the prophet of making the world safe democracies, disappeared and left looking more like a pariah than a messiah.  Adolf Hitler and his gutter dwellers awaited their time and the world held its breath.  
Post war Europe witnessed the rise of fascism.  A wake of destruction created by four years of war left the foundation upon which tyrants sowed their seeds.  War wrought havoc across the continent and far beyond in the increasing unstable backwaters of the Near East.  Peace based upon punitive treaties promised uncertainty and the demise of the Ottoman, Russian and Austria-Hungarian empires guaranteed instabilities.  France, meanwhile, stood alone in her effort to serve as a bulwark against future German aggression.  Boundaries, allies and nations changed as a result of the war. The map of Europe looked dramatically different with a long list of new nations:  Poland, Czechoslovakia and Yugoslavia just to name a few.  New democratic regimes there relied upon traditions and structures yet untested.  Instability proved itself the constant in the new Europe.  If the United States failed to appreciate the dynamics created by war, events stood ready to instruct where Europe was headed.  One final thread left untied after the war:  Soviet Russia.  Bolshevism struck fear across the United States and Europe in 1919.  Although the west sought to destroy Lenin and his follower within Mother Russia, those efforts failed and the Comintern-The Communist International- promised red revolution.  Fascism, communism and republicanism stood at a crossroads and coexistence seemed dubious.
The German people suffered through the early twenties enduring the humiliation of Article 231 (see above).  Before seeking Germany made a good faith effort to expand democratic institutions and banish the Kaiser.  Leaders sought to negotiate a post war peace based upon Wilson’s Fourteen Points, but accepted Die Dicktat.  The terms of Verailles imposed a bitter legacy upon which to build a lasting peace.  Germany did not lose the war and Germans resented the stigma of defeat.  War reparations ruined the post war economy and rendered many Germans destitute.  Democratic rule rested upon mistrust and unrest from both the right and left awaited their opportunity to topple the fledgling Weimar Republic.  A crisis struck along the Ruhr Valley in 1923 and war seemed imminent.  Germany did not, however, possess the means to wage war.  Instead when French troops came to collect debts, the Germans refused to participate:  they did not work and Germany reneged on its responsibilities.  Ultimately the U.S. helped in the crisis by providing loans-Dawes Plan- and restructuring the German debt.  Adolf Hitler, awaiting his opportunity during these unstable times, attempted his ill fated putsch in November of 1923.

Adolf Hitler spoke for thousands of Germans at the outset of the twenties attacking the sell out at Verailles.  Germany did not lose the war, but she was instead stabbed in the back.  Hitler rallied his followers around the National Socialist Workers Party, NAZI, and proclaimed him self fuehrer.  The failed putsch led to his arrest and imprisonment.  There he wrote Mein Kampf.  We now have a blueprint for future events as the ideology of the movement clearly attests.  Germany required lebenschraum and once in power Hitler moved on Poland and later the Soviet Union.  The detestable Die Dicktat required immediate attention and upon rearmament Germany would reoccupy the Rhineland.  Both measures violated the terms of the treaty.  The matter of Anschluss or unification with Austria took place in 1938.  Sudentenland Germans would be welcomed back into the reich; the third reich would last for one thousand years.  Finally there was the matter of the jews.  Hitler’s racial ideology defined two races in the struggle for survival.  The Aryan race he declared defined racial purity, but the Jewish race defined impurity.  Hitler believed in survival of the fittest and Jews were not fit.  Once in power he promised to enslave and relegate them.  These ideas fell upon fertile soil.  Conditions in Germany during the Great Depression provided the opportunity that Hitler and NAZI party needed to rise to power.  Ironically there was no seizure of power, but instead Hitler came to power through democratic means.  Fascism was on the march.
Fascism emerged as a challenge to democratic order in the twenties.  Italy took the lead.  Benito Mussolini, a frustrated socialist journalist, mounted an attack against the Italian government in the turbulence of the post war milieu.  King Victor Emmanuel sought to avert civil war assisted Il Duce into the position of prime minister.  Italy needed stability fast and Mussolini delivered.  His approach brought tyranny via dictatorship.  Moreover, the fascist movement he led installed repressive measures that stomped out civil liberties and all forms of representation.  This anti-liberal bent combined with an anti-communist commitment helped to popularize the party.  Finally, the promise of a resurgent and respected Italy, a militant Italy bent on expansion and an Italy proud of her past appeal to the masses.  Once in power Il Duce, Italy’s supreme leader, marched Italy into international limelight.  Fascism became fashionable overnight for restoring order and a semblance of prosperity.  We shall see that this model captured the continent’s attention and swept new regimes into the Iberian Peninsula and off course Germany.  The regimes of Juan Peron and Getulio Vargas in Argentina and Brazil, respectively, indicated the possibilities offered by fascist regimes in the Western Hemisphere.







Mussolini, Hitler and Franco emerged as challengers to democratic systems of government in Europe.  Their example was emulated elsewhere across the globe.  
France, worried about security, foraged for allies in the post war world as a resurgent Germany figured prominently in the minds of French politicians.  The search for stability and peace was aggressively waged.  Essentially France sought allies to neutralize Germany to assuage her own fears.  After the Ruhr Crisis waned, the effort to secure friends and normalize relations in post war Europe led to The Locarno Treaties.  Terms of the pact “guaranteed” British and Italian promises to keep the peace.  Although the possibility of a Franco-German war seemed remote, the agreement brought a temporary cessation of tensions.  Three years later in 1928 the Kellogg-Briand Pact renounced war as an instrument of national policy.  It seemed to close a turbulent chapter of post war fears, but the international scope of the Great Depression and the invasion of Manchuria by Japan in 1931 shattered whatever peace and goodwill existed on the continent.  In a few short years Hitler secured power and German militarism prepared to do battle.  Civil War in Spain led to the rise of Francisco Franco and a bloody civil war.  Italy invaded Ethiopia in 1936 and two years later Hitler marched into Austria with an encore performance in Czechoslovakia.  World War II was now close at hand; the invasion of Poland in September 1939 made it all official.  How did the United States fit into this picture?
Disillusionment and isolationism characterized U.S. policy in the post war climate.  Although the Washington Naval Accords sought to demonstrate some Wilsonian ideals concerning an arms race in the Pacific, the efforts to limit a naval build up proved limited.  The Dawes Plan has been noted.  Elsewhere the U.S. elected to provide little leadership except in the western hemisphere.  Here the Mexican Revolution led to several showdowns over the issue of resource nationalization.  This matter continued into the era of WWII.  When five thousand marines became bogged down in Nicaragua fighting Augusto Sandino’s insurgency and bid for true independence, the Hoover administration searched for a way out of the quagmire:  http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Augusto_C%C3%A9sar_Sandino  Ironically, the Hoover Administration laid to groundwork for the much touted Good Neighbor Policy of FDR.  Yet a cursory examination of that policy revealed FDR proved no friend of democratic regimes.  The Trujillo and Batista regimes in the Dominican Republic and Cuba served notice that, while bastards and bastions of the authoritarianism, they were our bastards.  Papa Doc Duvalier of Haiti ruled Haiti as another of those famous pro American bastards.  The fifteen years following the Great Patriotic War witnessed a very strong drift away from events in Europe.  President Roosevelt did recognize the dangers of fascism and did attempt to alert the public to its dangers, however, but as we will see it took Pearl Harbor to marshal our powers into the war.
President Roosevelt alerted the public to the menaces of fascism in Asia in his Quarantine Speech.  Japan’s invasion of China in 1937 required the nation’s immediate attention.  The voices of isolationism answered not so.  Moreover, the Neutrality Acts of 1935 forbade trade with belligerents verboten.  A merchant of death theory emanating from the Nye Committee in the thirties uncovered wartime profiteers and the acts sought to prevent a repeat of 1915-17. http://www.senate.gov/artandhistory/history/minute/merchants_of_death.htm
The United States would not be bamboozled into another conflict not of our making in Europe or Asia.  The response to a declaration of war from England and France after Germany’s invasion of Poland still silenced the voices of intervention.  After the “Phony War” ended with the occupation of much of Western Europe in 1940, FDR launched his Arsenal of Democracy offensive.  He argued United States’ cherished neutrality remained in tact where the nation supported arming our friends.  Lend Lease, the argument went, sent armaments to Britain as a simple loan.  If your neighbor’s house is burning and he needs more hose, you lend that hose.  After the fire has been extinguished, you get the hose back.  It made perfect sense.  The rhetoric and policy kept us out of war, but only until Pearl Harbor.  That day of reckoning came soon enough.  Before that day that would live in infamy, December 7, 1941, the German war machine had rolled deep into the Soviet Union, occupied much of Eastern Europe and silences all opposition in Western Europe excluding Great Britain.  Japan’s attack cinched the declaration of war.  The map that follows shows the extent of the German advancement and control in Europe.  Compare it with Japan’s conquest. 
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Our attention turns away from World War II for now and we return to the domestic scene of the twenties and thirties.  Here are the questions for your next exam:
