THE NEEDLESS WAR WITH SPAIN
by William E. Leuchtenburg
Seldom have events so pregnant with future significance occurred in an atmosphere so
devoid of an understanding of their significance as in 1898 when the United States went to war
with Spain. It is perhaps not quite accurate to say that the United States emerged from that war as
a world power. In retrospect the nation was a world power well before the war began. But the
war made Americans aware that the United States was a world power, and from that awareness
flowed American imperialism, American participation in World War I, and much that followed.
As William E. Leuchtenburg explains in this essay, there was no shortage of "aggressive,
expansionist, jingoistic" feeling in America during the early 1890s. But the conflict with Spain
derived chiefly from the desire of Americans to help the beleaguered Cubans with their
independence from Spain. Americans wanted the war (which could well have been avoided) but
they had little understanding of what the results of that war would be.
Mr. Leuchtenburg, professor of history at the University of North Carolina, is the author
of Franklin D. Roosevelt and the New Deal, 1932-1910, which won a Francis Parkman Prize,
awarded each year to the book in American history that best combines sound scholarship and
literary distinction. This essay also combines these two qualities.
The United States in the 1890's became more aggressive, expansionistic, and jingoistic
than it had been since the 1850's. In less than five years, we came to the brink of war with Italy,
Chile, and Great Britain over three minor incidents in which no American national interest of
major importance was involved. In each of these incidents, our secretary of state was highly
aggressive, and the American people applauded. During these years, we completely overhauled
our decrepit Navy, building fine new warships like the Maine. The martial virtues of Napoleon,
the imperial doctrines of Rudyard Kipling, and the naval theories of Captain Alfred T. Mahan all
enjoyed a considerable vogue.
There was an apparently insatiable hunger for foreign conquest. Senator Shelby M.
Cullom declared in 1895: "It is time that some one woke up and realized the necessity of
annexing some property. We want all this northern hemisphere, and when we begin to reach out
to secure these advantages we will begin to have a nation and our lawmakers will rise above the
grade of politicians and become true statesmen." When, in 1895, the United States almost
became involved in a war with Great Britain over the Venezuelan boundary, Theodore Roosevelt
noted: "The antics of the bankers, brokers and anglo-maniacs generally are humiliating to a
degree .... Personally I rather hope the fight will come soon. The clamor of the peace faction has
convinced me that this country needs a war." The Washington Post concluded: "The taste of
Empire is in the mouth of the people ...."
In the early nineteenth century, under the leadership of men like Simon Bolivar Spain's
colonies in the New World had launched a series of successful revolutions; of the great Spanish
empire that Cortes and Pizarro had built, the island of Cuba, "the Ever Faithful Isle" was the only
important Spanish possession to stay loyal to the Crown. Spain exploited the economy of the
island mercilessly; forcing Cubans to buy Spanish goods at prices far above the world market
and Madrid sent to Cuba as colonial officials younger sons who had no interest in the island
other than making a quick killing and returning to Spain. High taxes to support Spanish
officialdom crippled the island; arbitrary arrests and arbitrary trials made a mockery of justice;
and every attempt at public education was stifled.

The island of Cuba had been in a state of political turbulence for years when in 1894 the
American Wilson-Gorman Tariff placed duties on Cuban sugar which, coupled with a worldwide depression, brought ruin to the economy of the island. The terrible hardship of the winter
was the signal for revolution; on February 24, 1895, under the leadership of a junta in New York
City headed by Jose Marti, rebels once more took the field against Spain. At first, the American
people were too absorbed with the Venezuelan crisis to pay much attention to another revolt in
Cuba. Then, in September, 1895, came the event which changed the course of the Cuban
rebellion: William Randolph Hearst, a young man of 32 who had been operating the San
Francisco Examiner in a sensational fashion, purchased the New York Morning Journal, and
immediately locked horns with Joseph Pulitzer and the World in a circulation war that was to
make newspaper history.
Hearst capitalized on the fact that the American people had only the most romantic
notions of the nature of the Cuban conflict. The rebels under General Maximo Gomez, a tough
Santo Domingan guerrilla fighter, embarked on a program of burning the cane fields in the hope
not only of depriving the government of revenue but also of so disrupting the life of the island
that the government would be forced to submit. Although there were some noble spirits in the
group, much of the rebellion had an unsavory odor; one of the main financial supports for the
uprising came from American property owners who feared that their sugar fields would be
burned unless protection money was paid.
While Gomez was putting Cuba to the torch, American newsmen were filing reports
describing the war in terms of nonexistent pitched battles between the liberty-loving Cubans and
the cruel Spaniards. The war was presented, in short, as a Byronic conflict between the forces of
freedom and the forces of tyranny, and the American people ate it up. When Hearst bought the
Journal in late 1895, it had a circulation of 30,000; by 1897 it had bounded to over 400,000
daily, and during the Spanish-American War it was to go well over a million.
The sensational newspapers had influence, yet they represented no more than a minority
of the press of the country; and in the South and the Middle West, where anti-Spanish feeling
became most intense, the representative newspaper was much more conservative. Certainly the
yellow press played a tremendous part in whipping up sentiment for intervention in Cuba, but
these feelings could not be carried into action unless American political leaders of both parties
were willing to assume the terrible responsibility of war.
By the beginning of 1896 the rebels had achieved such success in their guerrilla tactics
that Madrid decided on firmer steps and sent General Don Valeriano Weyler y Nicolau to Cuba.
When Weyler arrived in February, he found the sugar industry severely disrupted and the
military at a loss to meet the rebel tactic of setting fire to the cane fields. Weyler declared martial
law and announced that men guilty of incendiarism would be dealt with summarily; he was
promptly dubbed "The Butcher" by American newspapermen.
By late 1896 Weyler still had not succeeded in crushing the insurrection, and his
measures became more severe. On October 21 he issued his famous reconcentrado order,
directing the "reconcentration" of the people of Pinar del Rio in the garrison towns, and
forbidding the export of supplies from the towns to the countryside. Reasoning that he could
never suppress the rebellion so long as the rebels could draw secret assistance from people in the
fields, Weyler moved the people from the estates into the towns and stripped the countryside of
supplies to starve out the rebellion. Since many of the people had already fled to the towns, the
reconcentrado policy was not as drastic as it appeared; yet the suffering produced by the policy

was undeniable. Lacking proper hygienic care, thousands of Cubans, especially women and
children, died like flies.
When William McKinley entered the White House in 1897, he had no intention of
joining the War Hawks. "If I can only go out of office ... with the knowledge that I have done
what lay in my power to avert this terrible calamity," McKinley told Grover Cleveland on the
eve of his inauguration, "I shall be the happiest man in the world." McKinley came to power as
the “advance agent of prosperity," and business interests were almost unanimous in opposing any
agitation of the Cuban question that might lead to war. Contrary to the assumptions of Leninist
historians, it was Wall Street which, first and last, resisted a war which was to bring America its
overseas empire.
The country had been gripped since 1893 by the deepest industrial depression in its
history, a depression that was to persist until the beginning of 1897. Each time it appeared
recovery might be on its way, a national crisis had cut it off: first the Venezuelan boundary war
scare of December, 1895, then the bitter free silver campaign of 1896. What business groups
feared more than anything else was a new crisis. As Julius Pratt writes: “To this fair prospect of a
great business revival the threat of war was like a specter at the feast."
McKinley was not a strong President, and he had no intention of being one. Of all the
political figures of his day, he was the man most responsive to the popular will. It was his great
virtue and, his critics declared, his great weakness. Uncle Joe Cannon once remarked:
“McKinley keeps his ear to the ground so close that he gets it full of grasshoppers much of the
time." If McKinley was not one of our greatest Presidents, he was certainly the most
representative and the most responsive. Anyone who knew the man knew that, although he was
strongly opposed to war, he would not hold out against war if the popular demand for war
became unmistakable. “Let the voice of the people rule" - this was McKinley's credo, and he
meant it.
The threat to peace came from a new quarter, from the South and West, the strongholds
of Democracy and free silver. Many Bryanite leaders were convinced that a war would create
such a strain on the currency system that the opposition to free silver would collapse. Moreover,
with the opposition to war strongest in Wall Street, they found it easy to believe that
Administration policy was the product of a conspiracy of bankers who would deny silver to the
American people, who would deny liberty to the people of Cuba, who were concerned only with
the morality of the counting house. Moreover, Bryan was the spokesman for rural Protestantism,
which was already speaking in terms of a righteous war against Spain to free the Cubans from
bondage. These were forces too powerful for McKinley to ignore. McKinley desired peace, but
he was above all, a Republican partisan, and he had no intention of handing the Democrats in
1900 the campaign cry of Free Cuba and Free Silver.
While McKinley attempted to search out a policy that would preserve peace without
bringing disaster to the Republican party, the yellow press made his job all the more difficult by
whipping up popular anger against Spain. On February 12 the Journal published a dispatch from
Richard Harding Davis, reporting that as the American steamship Olivette was about to leave
Havana Harbor for the United States it was boarded by Spanish police officers who searched
three young Cuban women, one of whom was suspected of carrying messages from the rebels.
The Journal ran the story under the headline, "Does Our Flag Protect Women?" with a vivid
drawing by Frederic Remington across one half a page showing Spanish plainclothes men
searching a wholly nude woman. War, declared the Journal, "is a dreadful thing, but there are
things more dreadful than even war and one of them is dishonor." It shocked the country, and

Congressman Amos Cummings immediately resolved to launch a congressional inquiry into the
Olivette outrage. Before any steps could be taken, the true story was revealed. The World
produced one of the young women who indignantly protested the Journal's version of the
incident. Pressured by the World, the Journal was forced to print a letter from Davis explaining
that his article had not said that male policemen had searched the women and that, in fact, the
search had been conducted quite properly by a police matron with no men present.
The Olivette incident was manufactured by Hearst, but by the spring of 1897 the
American press had a new horror to report which was all too true. Famine was stalking the
island. Cuba had been in a serious economic state when the rebellion broke out in 1895; two
years of war would, under any circumstances, have been disastrous, but the deliberate policies
pursued both by the insurgents and by the government forces made the situation desperate. It was
a simple matter for Hearst and Pulitzer reporters to pin the full responsibility on Weyler.
By the middle of July, McKinley had formulated a policy which he set down in a letter of
instructions to our new American minister to Spain, General Stewart L. Woodford. The letter
emphasized the need of bringing the Cuban war to an end and said that this could be done to the
mutual advantage of both Spain and the Cubans by granting some kind of autonomy to Cuba. If
Spain did not make an offer to the rebels and if the "measures of unparalleled severity” were not
ended, the United States threatened to intervene.
On August 8 an Italian anarchist assassinated the Spanish premier; and when Woodford
reached Madrid in September, a new government was about to take over headed by Señor
Sagasta and the Liberals, who had repeatedly denounced the "barbarity" of the previous
government's policy in Cuba. Sagasta immediately removed General Weyler, and the prospects
for an agreement between the United States and Spain took a decided turn for the better.
While Woodford was carrying on skillful diplomatic negotiations for peace in Madrid,
the Hearst press was creating a new sensation in this country with the Cisneros affair. Evangelina
Cisneros was a young Cuban woman who had been arrested and imprisoned in the Rocojidas in
Havana, guilty, according to the American press, of no other crime than protecting her virtue
from an unscrupulous Spanish colonel, an aide to Butcher Weyler. The Rocojidas, Hearst's
reporter told American readers, was a cage where the innocent beauty was herded with women
criminals of every type, subject to the taunts and vile invitations of men who gathered outside.
When it was reported that Señorita Cisneros, whose father was a rebel leader, was to be
sent for a long term to a Spanish penal colony in Africa or in the Canaries, the Journal launched
one of the most fabulous campaigns in newspaper history. “Enlist the women of America!" was
the Hearst war cry, and the women of America proved willing recruits. Mrs. Julia Ward Howe
signed an appeal to Pope Leo XIII and Mrs. Jefferson Davis, the widow of the president of the
Confederacy, appealed to the queen regent of Spain to "give Evangelina Cisneros to the women
of America to save her from a fate worse than death." When the Journal prepared a petition on
behalf of Señorita Cisneros, it obtained the names of Mrs. Nancy McKinley, the mother of the
President, and Mrs. John Sherman, the wife of the secretary of state, as well as such other
prominent ladies as Julia Dent Grant and Mrs. Mark Hanna.
It was a startling coup for Mr. Hearst, but he had not yet even begun to display his
ingenuity. On October 10, 1897, the Journal erupted across its front page with the banner
headline: “An American Newspaper Accomplishes at a Single Stroke What the Best Efforts of
Diplomacy Failed Utterly to Bring About in Many Months." Hearst had sent Karl Decker, one of
his most reliable correspondents, to Havana in late August with orders to rescue the Cuban Girl
Martyr "at any hazard"; and Decker had climbed to the roof of a house near the prison, broken

the bar of a window of the jail, lifted Evangelina out and after hiding her for a few days in
Havana, smuggled her onto an American steamer. Decker, signing his dispatch to the Journal
“Charles Duval," wrote: “I have broken the bars of Rocojidas and have set free the beautiful
captive of monster Weyler. Weyler could blind the Queen to the real character of Evangelina, but
he could not build a jail that would hold against Journal enterprise when properly set to work."
The Cuban Girl Martyr was met at the pier by a great throng, led up Broadway in a triumphal
procession, taken to a reception at Delmonico's where 120,000 people milled about the streets
surrounding the restaurant, and hailed at a monster reception in Madison Square Garden. The
Bishop of London cabled his congratulations to the Journal, while Governor Stephens of
Missouri proposed that the Journal send down 500 of its reporters to free the entire island.
On October 23 Sagasta announced a "total change of immense scope" in Spanish policy
in Cuba. He promised to grant local autonomy to the Cubans immediately, reserving justice, the
armed, forces, and foreign relations to Spain. On November 23Weyler’s successor, CaptainGeneral Blanco, issued a decree modifying considerable the reconcentrado policy, and on
November 25 the queen regent signed the edicts creating an autonomous government for the
Island. In essence Madrid had acceded to the American demands.
While Woodford was conducting negotiations with a conciliatory Liberal government in
Madrid and while there was still hope for peace, the fatal incident occurred which made war
virtually inevitable. On January 12, 1898, a riot broke out in Havana, and Spanish officers
attacked newspaper offices. The nature of the riot is still not clear; it was over in an hour and it
had no anti-American aspects. If the United States now sent a naval vessel to Havana, it might be
buying trouble with Spain. Yet if a riot did break out and Americans were killed the
Administration would be stoned for not having a ship there to protect them. For several days
McKinley wavered; then he ordered the Maine to Havana, but with the explanation that this was
a courtesy visit demonstrating that so nonsensical were the rumors of danger to American
citizens that our ships could again resume their visits to the island.
As the Maine lay at anchor in Havana Harbor, the rebels, with a perfect sense of timing,
released a new propaganda bombshell. In December, 1897, in a private letter, Señor Enrique
Dupuy de Lôme, the Spanish minister at Washington, had set down his opinions of President
McKinley's annual message to Congress: "Besides the ingrained and inevitable bluntness
(grosería) with which it repeated all that the press and public opinion in Spain have said about
Weyler," De Lôme wrote, "it once more shows what McKinley is, weak and a bidder for the
admiration of the crowd, besides being a would-be politician (politicastro) who tries to leave a
door open behind himself while keeping on good terms with the jingoes of his party." De Lôme
added: “It would be very advantageous to take up, even if only for effect, the question of
commercial relations, and to have a man of some prominence sent here in order that I may make
use of him to carry on a propaganda among the Senators and others in opposition to the junta."
De Lôme had, to be sure, written all this in a private letter (which was stolen by an
insurgent spy in the Havana post office), not in his official capacity, and his characterization of
McKinley was not wholly without merit, but it was a blunder of the highest magnitude. Not only
had De Lôme attacked the President, but he had gone on to suggest that the negotiations then
going on over a commercial treaty were not being conducted in good faith. Throughout the letter
ran precisely the tone which Hearst had been arguing expressed the Spanish temper - a cold,
arrogant contempt for democratic institutions. The State Department immediately cabled
Woodford to demand the recall of the Spanish minister, but Madrid had the good fortune of

being able to tell Woodford that De Lôme, informed of the disaster the night before, had already
resigned.
A week after the publication of the De Lôme indiscretion, at 9:40 on the night of
February 15, 1898, came the terrible blow which ended all real hope for peace. In the harbor of
Havana, the Maine was blown up by an explosion of unknown origin. In an instant, the ship was
filled with the sounds of shrieking men and rushing water. The blast occurred in the forward part
of the ship where, a half hour before, most of the men had turned in for the night; they were
killed in their hammocks. Of the 350 officers and men on board, 260 were killed. By morning the
proud Maine had sunk into the mud of Havana Harbor.
"Public opinion should be suspended until further report," Captain Sigsbee cabled to
Washington, but even Sigsbee could not down his suspicions. The Maine had gone to a Spanish
possession on a courtesy call, and the Maine now lay at the bottom of Havana Harbor. What
could it mean but war? “I would give anything if President McKinley would order the fleet to
Havana tomorrow," wrote Theodore Roosevelt. "The Maine was sunk by an act of dirty
treachery on the part of the Spaniards." Volunteers lined up for war service, even though there
was no one to enlist them; in New York 500 sharpshooting Westchester businessmen
volunteered as a unit for the colors. The Journal reported: "The Whole Country Thrills With War
Fever."
The cause of the explosion of the Maine has never been finally established. That Spain
deliberately decided to blow up the Maine is inconceivable, although it is possible that it might
have been the work of unauthorized Spanish extremists. The one group which had everything to
gain from such an episode was the rebels; yet it seems unlikely that either they or Spanish
hotheads could have carried out such an act and remained undetected. The most likely
explanation is that it was caused by an explosion of internal origin; yet the evidence for this is
not conclusive. In any event, this was the explanation that the Navy in 1898 was least willing to
consider since it would reflect seriously on the care with which the Navy was operating the
Maine.
The move toward war seemed relentless. On March 9 Congress unanimously voted
$50,000,000 for war preparations. Yet the days went by and there was no war, in part because
important sectors of American opinion viewed Hearst's stories of the atrocious conditions on the
island with profound skepticism. Senator Redfield Proctor of Vermont decided to launch his own
investigation into conditions on the island. On March 17, after a tour of Cuba, Proctor made one
of the most influential speeches in the history of the United States Senate.
Proctor who Roosevelt reported was "very ardent for the war," had not generally been
regarded as a jingo, and no man in the Senate commanded greater respect for personal integrity.
Proctor declared that he had gone to Cuba skeptical of reports of suffering there and he had come
back convinced. "Torn from their homes, with foul earth, foul air, foul water, and foul food or
none, what wonder that one-half have died and that one-quarter of the living are so diseased that
they cannot be saved” Proctor asked. "Little children are still walking about with arms and chest
terribly emaciated, eyes swollen, and abdomen bloated to three times the natural size. . . . I was
told by one of our consuls that they have been found dead about the markets in the morning,
where they had crawled, hoping to get some stray bits of food from the early hucksters."
The question of peace or war now lay with McKinley. The Spaniards, Woodford had
conceded, had gone about as far as they could go; but with the Maine in the mud of Havana
Harbor, with the country, following Proctor’s speech, crying for war, how much longer could

McKinley hold out? The jingoes were treating his attempt to preserve peace with outright
contempt; McKinley, Roosevelt told his friends, has no more backbone than a chocolate éclair."
“We will have this war for the freedom of Cuba" Roosevelt shouted at a Gridiron Dinner
on March 26, shaking his fist at Senator Hanna, “in spite of the timidity of the commercial
interests." Nor was McKinley permitted to forget the political consequences. The Chicago Times
Herald warned: "Intervention in Cuba, peacefully if we can, forcibly if we must, is immediately
inevitable. Our own internal political conditions will not permit its postponement.... Let
President McKinley hesitate to rise to the just expectations of the American people, and who can
doubt that 'war for Cuban liberty' will be the crown of thorns the free silver Democrats and
Populists will adopt at the elections this fall?"
On March 28 the President released the report of the naval court of inquiry on the Maine
disaster. “In the opinion of the court the Maine was destroyed by the explosion of a submarine
mine which caused the partial explosion of two or more of the forward magazines," the report
concluded. Although no one was singled out for blame the conclusion was inescapable that if
Spain had not willfully done it, Spain had failed to provide proper protection to a friendly vessel
on a courtesy visit in its waters. Overnight a slogan with the ring of a child's street chant caught
the fancy of the country:
Remember the Maine! To hell with Spain!
“I have no more doubt than that I am now standing in the Senate of the United States,"
declared Henry Cabot Lodge, "that that ship was blown up by a government mine, fired by or
with the connivance of, Spanish officials."
Desiring peace yet afraid of its consequences, McKinley embarked on a policy of
attempting to gain the fruits of war without fighting. On March 29 Woodford demanded that
Spain agree to an immediate armistice, revoke the reconcentration order, and co-operate with the
United States to provide relief; Spain was given 48 hours to reply. On March 31 Spain replied
that it had finally revoked the reconcentration orders in the western provinces; that it had made
available a credit of three million pesetas to resettle the natives; that it was willing to submit the
Maine controversy to arbitration and that it would grant a truce if the insurgents would ask for it.
In short, Spain would yield everything we demanded, except that it would not concede defeat;
the appeal for a truce would have to come from the rebels. Since the rebels would not make such
an appeal, since they were confident of ultimate American intervention, the situation was
hopeless; yet Spain had come a long way. Woodford cabled to Washington: “The ministry have
gone as far as they dare go to-day .... No Spanish ministry would have dared to do one month
ago what this ministry has proposed to-day."
For a week the Spaniards attempted to cling to their last shreds of dignity. On Saturday,
April 9, Madrid surrendered. Driven to the wall by the American demands, the Spanish foreign
minister informed Woodford that the government had decided to grant an armistice in Cuba
immediately. Gratified at achieving the final concession, Woodford cabled McKinley: “I hope
that nothing will now be done to humiliate Spain, as I am satisfied that the present Government
is going, and is loyally ready to go, as fast and as far as it can."
It was too late. McKinley had decided on war. Spain had conceded everything, but Spain
had waited too long. Up until the very last moment, Spanish officials had feared that if they
yielded to American demands in Cuba, it might mean the overturn of the dynasty, and they
preferred even a disastrous war to that. Proud but helpless in the face of American might, many
Spanish officials appeared to prefer the dignity of being driven from the island in a heroic
defensive war to meek surrender to an American ultimatum. In the end they surrendered and

promised reforms. But they had promised reforms before - after the Ten Years' War which ended
in 1878 - and they had not kept these promises. Throughout the nineteenth century, constitutions
had been made and remade, but nothing had changed. Even in the last hours of negotiations with
the American minister, they had told Woodford that the President had asked the Pope to
intervene, when the President had done nothing of the sort. Even if their intentions were of the
best, could they carry them out? Spain had had three full years to end the war in Cuba and, with
vastly superior numbers of troops had not been able to do it. And the insurgents would accept
nothing from Madrid, not even peace.
On Monday, April 11 McKinley sent his message to Congress, declaring that "the
forcible intervention of the United States as a neutral to stop the war, according to the large
dictates of humanity and following many historical precedents" was "justifiable on rational
grounds." The fact that Spain had met everything we had asked was buried in two paragraphs of
a long plea for war. It took Congress a full week to act. On Monday night, April 18, while the
resolution shuttled back and forth between the two chambers and the conference room,
congressmen sang "The Battle Hymn of the Republic" and “Dixie” and shook the chamber with
the refrain of “Hang General Weyler to a Sour Apple Tree." At three o'clock the next morning
the two houses reached an agreement - the United States recognized the independence of Cuba,
asserted that we would not acquire Cuba for ourselves, and issued an ultimatum to Spain to
withdraw within three days. On April 20 President McKinley signed the resolution. War had
come at last. But not quite. Although hostilities had begun not until four days later did Congress
declare war. When it did declare war, it dated it from McKinley's action in establishing a
blockade four days before. To the very end, we protested our peaceful intentions as we stumbled
headlong into war.
We entered a war in which no vital American interest was involved and without any
concept of its consequences. Although McKinley declared that to enter such a war for high
purposes, and then annex territory, would be "criminal aggression," we acquired as a result of the
war the Philippines and other parts of an overseas empire we had not intended to get and had no
idea how to defend. Although we roundly attacked Spain for not recognizing the rebel
government, we, 10 our turn, refused to recognize the rebels. Although we were shocked by
Weyler's policies in Cuba, we were soon in the unhappy position of using savage methods to put
down a rebel uprising in the Philippines, employing violence in a measure that easily matched
what Weyler had done.
It would be easy to condemn McKinley for not holding out against war, but McKinley
showed considerable courage in bucking the tide. McKinley’s personal sympathy for the Cubans
was sincere; only after his death was it revealed that he had contributed $5,000 anonymously for
Cuban relief. It would be even easier to blame it all on Hearst; yet no newspaper can arouse a
people that is not willing to be aroused. At root lay the American gullibility about foreign affairs,
with the penchant for viewing politics in terms of a simple morality play; equally important were
the contempt of the American people for Spain as a cruel but weak Latin nation and the desire
for war and expansion which permeated the decade. The American people were not led into war;
they got the war they wanted. "I think," observed Senator J. C. Spooner, “possibly the President
could have worked out the business without war but the current was too strong, the demagogues
too numerous, the fall elections too near."

The Spanish Civil War continues to have a sort of romantic quality among the left, many of whom see the Civil War-era republican
government as an example of â€œrealâ€ socialism in action or, at the very least, something close to it. However, the Spanish
republican left were less bloody than their more famous Communist counterparts in Russia, China and the Eastern Bloc only due to a
lack of scale and a limited time frame on which they operated.Â The main impact of this loss was that the nationalists stopped trying to
end the war with one big battle and instead focused on chipping away at vulnerable parts of republican Spain. In 1939, Catalonia, the
strongest base of republican support, fell to the nationalists and it was mostly all over but for the shouting. This is a list of wars fought by
the Kingdom of Spain or on Spanish territory. 237â€“218 BCE Barcid conquest of Hispania. 218â€“17 BCE Roman conquest of
Hispania. 181â€“179 BCE First Celtiberian War. 155â€“139 BCE Lusitanian War. 154â€“152 BCE Second Celtiberian War. 134â€“133
BCE Siege of Numantia. 104â€“103 BCE Cimbrian Invasion. 80â€“72 BCE Sertorian War. 49â€“45 BCE Caesar's Civil War. 29â€“19
BCE Cantabrian Wars. 169â€“172 CE First Maurish invasion. 177â€“180 CE Second Maurish invasion. 258â€“260 CE Frankish
invasion. Spain had conceded everything, but Spain had waited too long. Up until the very last moment, Spanish officials had feared that
if they yielded to American demands in Cuba, it might mean the overturn of the dynasty, and they preferred even a disastrous war to
that. Proud but helpless in the lace of American might, many Spanish officials appeared to prefer the dignity of being driven from the
island in a heroic defensive war to meek surrender to an American ultimatum. In the end they surrendered and promised reforms. But
they had promised reforms beforeâ€”after the Ten Yearsâ€™ War which ended in 18 The Anglo-Spanish War (1585-1604) was an
intermittent conflict between the kingdoms of Spain and England that lasted for 19 years. Most of the fighting was done at sea, including
the destruction of the Raid on Cadiz in 1587, the Spanish Armada in 1588, the English Armada in 1589, and several raiding expeditions
during the 1590s. Some of the fighting was done on land in Ireland, France, and the Netherlands, with the English sending expeditionary
forces to France and the Netherlands to fight Spain, and THE war of the United States with Spain was very brief. Its results were many,
startling, and of world-wide meaning. Hence its importance.Â With this piece of sweeping and needless tyranny. resistance to Spain began in Cuba, and has continued at intervals to the pres-ent day, each successive outbreak becoming more for-midable and more
desperate than the one which pre-ceded it. The first rising came at once. In 1826, only a year after the intervention of the United States.
an insur-rection broke out, and its two chiefs were executed.

