Alfred Thayer Mahan on Sea Power, 1890

To turn now from the particular lessons drawn fritw history of the past to the general questiothefinfluence of
government upon the sea career of its peoplesieas that that influence can work in two distimat closely related
ways.

First, in peace: The government by its policy cavof the natural growth of a people's industrieditgitendencies to
seek adventure and gain by way of the sea; onitrgato develop such industries and such sea-goémg, when they
do not naturally exist; or, on the other hand,gheernment may, by mistaken action check and féteprogress
which the people left to themselves would makeariy one of these ways the influence of the govemmél be felt,
making or marring the sea power of the countrhmmatter of peaceful commerce; upon which aldregrinot be too
often insisted, a thoroughly strong navy can bebtas

Secondly, for war: The influence of the governmaifitbe felt in its most legitimate manner in maiiting an armed
navy, of a size commensurate with the growth o$liipping and the importance of the interests cotaaewith it.
More important even than the size of the navy ésghestion of its institutions, favoring a healttdpirit and activity,
and providing for rapid development in time of viegran adequate reserve of men and of ships andehgumes for
drawing out that general reserve power which hésredeen pointed to, when considering the charactd pursuits
of the people. Undoubtedly under this second héadhdike preparation must come the maintenancgugéble naval
stations, in those distant parts of the world taciwhhe armed shipping must follow the peacefubetsof commerce.
The protection of such stations must depend eithen direct military force, as do Gibraltar and Mabr upon a
surrounding friendly population, such as the Anmeamicolonists once were to England, and, it mayrbsymed, the
Australian colonists now are. Such friendly surmings and backing, joined to a reasonable milipaovision, are the
best of defences, and when combined with decidegdgmderance at sea, make a scattered and extengpie, like
that of England, secure; for while it is true thatunexpected attack may cause disaster in somguamter, the actual
superiority of naval power prevents such disastanfbeing general or irremediable. History hasisigfiitly proved
this. England's naval bases have been in all patte world; and her fleets have at once protetiieth, kept open thg
communications between them, and relied upon tleeralfelter.

Colonies attached to the mother-country affordrefore, the surest means of supporting abroadethg@awer of a
country. In peace, the influence of the governnsbiould be felt in promoting by all means a warnftattachment ang
a unity of interest which will make the welfaremfe the welfare of all, and the quarrel of onegharrel of all; and in
war, or rather for war, by inducing such measufewganization and defence as shall be felt bycalie a fair
distribution of a burden of which each reaps theelfi¢

Such colonies the United States has not and ikkedy to have. As regards purely military navaltsns, the feeling of
her people was probably accurately expressed tyséorian of the English navy a hundred years ageaking then of
Gibraltar and Port Mahon. "Military governmentsgicshe, "agree so little with the industry of adirey people, and ar
in themselves so repugnant to the genius of thiisBrpeople, that | do not wonder that men of gsexse and of all
parties have inclined to give up these, as Tangwsgiven up." Having therefore no foreign estdtients, either
colonial or military, the ships of war of the UrdtStates, in war, will be like land birds, unalddly far from their own
shores. To provide resting-places for them, whieeg tan coal and repair, would be one of the firtes of a
government proposing to itself the developmenhefgower of the nation at sea....

D

The question is eminently one in which the influei€ the government should make itself felt, tddup for the
nation a navy which, if not capable of reachingatis countries, shall at least be able to keep theachief approache
to its own. The eyes of the country have for a tasf a century been turned from the sea; thdteestisuch a policy
and of its opposite will be shown in the instanE&mnce and of England. Without asserting a napavallelism
between the case of the United States and eithtesé, it may safely be said that it is essetuitthe welfare of the
whole country that the conditions of trade and camroa should remain, as far as possible, unaffdntesh external
war. In order to do this, the enemy must be keponty out of our ports, but far away from our cizas
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