President Theodore Roosevelt’s Annual Message to Congress: The
Roosevelt Corollary to the Monroe Doctrine (December 6, 1904)
Foreign Policy
In treating of our foreign policy and of the attitude that this great Nation
should assume in the world at large, it is absolutely necessary to consider the
Army and the Navy…It is not merely unwise, it is contemptible, for a nation,
as for an individual, to use high-sounding language to proclaim its purposes,
or to take positions which are ridiculous if unsupported by potential force, and
then to refuse to provide this force. If there is no intention of providing and
keeping the force necessary to back up a strong attitude, then it is far better
not to assume such an attitude.
The steady aim of this Nation, as of all enlightened nations, should be to
strive to bring ever nearer the day when there shall prevail throughout the
world the peace of justice. There are kinds of peace which are highly
undesirable, which are in the long run as destructive as any war. Tyrants and
oppressors have many times made a wilderness and called it peace. Many
times peoples who were slothful or timid or shortsighted, who had been
enervated by ease or by luxury, or misled by false teachings, have shrunk in
unmanly fashion from doing duty that was stern and that needed selfsacrifice, and have sought to hide from their own minds their shortcomings…
by calling them love of peace. The peace of tyrannous terror, the peace of
craven weakness, the peace of injustice, all these should be shunned as we
shun unrighteous war. The goal to set before us as a nation, the goal which
should be set before all mankind, is the attainment of the peace of justice, of
the peace which comes when each nation is not merely safe-guarded in its
own rights, but scrupulously recognizes and performs its duty toward others.
…Unrighteous wars are common, and unrighteous peace is rare; but both
should be shunned. …
If these self-evident truths are kept before us, and only if they are so kept
before us, we shall have a clear idea of what our foreign policy in its larger
aspects should be. It is our duty to remember that a nation has no more right
to do injustice to another nation, strong or weak, than an individual has to do
injustice to another individual; that the same moral law applies in one case as
in the other. But we must also remember that it is as much the duty of the
Nation to guard its own rights and its own interests as it is the duty of the
individual so to do. Within the Nation the individual has now delegated this
right to the State, that is, to the representative of all the individuals, and it is a
maxim of the law that for every wrong there is a remedy. … There is as yet no
judicial way of enforcing a right in international law. When one nation wrongs
another or wrongs many others, there is no tribunal before which the
wrongdoer can be brought. Either it is necessary supinely to acquiesce in the

wrong, and thus put a premium upon brutality and aggression, or else it is
necessary for the aggrieved nation valiantly to stand up for its rights. Until
some method is devised by which there shall be a degree of international
control over offending nations, it would be a wicked thing for the most civilized
powers, for those with most sense of international obligations and with
keenest and most generous appreciation of the difference between right and
wrong, to disarm. If the great civilized nations of the present day should
completely disarm, the result would mean an immediate recrudescence of
barbarism in one form or another. … it follows that a self-respecting, just, and
far-seeing nation should on the one hand endeavor by every means to aid in
the development of the various movements which tend to provide substitutes
for war… and on the other hand that it should keep prepared, while
scrupulously avoiding wrongdoing itself, to repel any wrong…A great free
people owes it to itself and to all mankind not to sink into helplessness before
the powers of evil. . . .
Policy Toward Other Nations of the Western Hemisphere
It is not true that the United States feels any land hunger or entertains any
projects as regards the other nations of the Western Hemisphere save such
as are for their welfare. All that this country desires is to see the neighboring
countries stable, orderly, and prosperous. … If a nation shows that it knows
how to act with reasonable efficiency and decency in social and political
matters, if it keeps order and pays its obligations, it need fear no interference
from the United States. Chronic wrongdoing, or an impotence which results in
a general loosening of the ties of civilized society, may in America, as
elsewhere, ultimately require intervention by some civilized nation, and in the
Western Hemisphere the adherence of the United States to the Monroe
Doctrine may force the United States, however reluctantly, in flagrant cases of
such wrongdoing or impotence, to the exercise of an international police
power. ...We would interfere with them only in the last resort, and then only if
it became evident that their inability or unwillingness to do justice at home and
abroad had violated the rights of the United States or had invited foreign
aggression to the detriment of the entire body of American nations. ...
Ordinarily it is very much wiser and more useful for us to concern ourselves
with striving for our own moral and material betterment here at home than to
concern ourselves with trying to better the condition of things in other nations.
… Nevertheless there are occasional crimes committed on so vast a scale
and of such peculiar horror as to make us doubt whether it is not our manifest
duty to endeavor at least to show our disapproval of the deed and our
sympathy with those who have suffered by it. … The cases in which we could
interfere by force of arms as we interfered to put a stop to intolerable
conditions in Cuba are necessarily very few. Yet it is not to be expected that a
people like ours, which in spite of certain very obvious shortcomings,

nevertheless as a whole shows by its consistent practice its belief in the
principles of civil and religious liberty and of orderly freedom, a people among
whom even the worst crime, like the crime of lynching, is never more than
sporadic, so that individuals and not classes are molested in their
fundamental rights--it is inevitable that such a nation should desire eagerly to
give expression to its horror on an occasion like that of the massacre of the
Jews in Kishenef, or when it witnesses such systematic and long-extended
cruelty and oppression as the cruelty and oppression of which the Armenians
have been the victims, and which have won for them the indignant pity of the
civilized world.

