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ABSTRACT 

This thesis examines the impact of the Monroe Doctrine on European colonial ambitions in the 

Americas, exploring how this pivotal 1823 policy shaped the geopolitical landscape of the 

Western Hemisphere. Initially introduced by President James Monroe, the doctrine declared 

the Americas off-limits to further European colonization and warned against foreign 

intervention in the region’s internal affairs. This research investigates the doctrine's origins, 

underlying principles, and its immediate and lasting effects on European colonial strategies, as 

well as its role in establishing U.S. influence over Latin America. By analyzing key historical 

cases and shifts in European policy, this study reveals how the Monroe Doctrine curbed direct 

colonial expansion but encouraged European powers to pursue indirect influence through 

economic and diplomatic channels. Additionally, the doctrine’s legacy as a foundation for U.S. 

interventionism is explored, tracing its evolution through policies like the Roosevelt Corollary 

and its impact on modern U.S.-Latin American relations. This research underscores the Monroe 

Doctrine’s significance in American foreign policy and its lasting influence on hemispheric 

power dynamics. 

 

KEYWORDS: Monroe Doctrine, European colonialism, U.S. foreign policy, Latin America, 
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INTRODUCTION 

 

In the early 19th century, the political landscape of the Americas was undergoing dramatic 

transformation. Newly independent nations in Latin America were breaking away from 

centuries of Spanish and Portuguese colonial rule, resulting in a wave of nationalist fervor and 

a reconfiguration of power dynamics across the Western Hemisphere. This period of upheaval 

also coincided with growing influence and expansionist ambitions among European powers, 

including Britain, France, and Spain, who saw opportunities to reclaim influence in the region. 

The United States, too, was evolving, seeking to consolidate its independence and secure its 

sphere of influence. Against this backdrop, President James Monroe issued the Monroe Doctrine 

in 1823—a bold declaration warning European nations against further colonization and 

intervention in the Americas. 

The Monroe Doctrine was more than a defensive stance; it was a vision for an American-led 

hemisphere, asserting that any attempt by European powers to control or interfere in the 

Western Hemisphere would be viewed as an act of aggression. Although the United States 

lacked the military power to enforce this doctrine at the time, it gained indirect support from 

Britain, whose economic interests aligned with U.S. opposition to European interference in 

Latin America. Over time, the Monroe Doctrine became a cornerstone of American foreign 
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policy, influencing U.S.-European relations and reshaping colonial and political ambitions in the 

Americas. 

The Monroe Doctrine has been widely studied as a pivotal document in the history of American 

foreign policy. Early scholarship, such as Albert K. Weinberg's Manifest Destiny (1935), 

explored the doctrine within the context of U.S. expansionist ideals, emphasizing its role in the 

ideology of Manifest Destiny. Subsequent works, like Samuel Flagg Bemis’s The Latin American 

Policy of the United States (1943), argued that the Monroe Doctrine represented a defensive 

measure to safeguard the Americas from European intervention. Bemis’s interpretation set the 

foundation for understanding the doctrine as an anti-colonial statement rather than an 

imperialistic one. 

In contrast, more recent scholarship has examined the doctrine through a critical lens, 

assessing it as an assertion of U.S. hegemony. Historians like Dexter Perkins in The Monroe 

Doctrine, 1823–1826 (1966) and Jay Sexton in The Monroe Doctrine: Empire and Nation in 

Nineteenth-Century America (2011) argue that the doctrine was a strategic move toward 

regional dominance, laying the groundwork for American imperialism. These works 

underscore the doctrine’s dual legacy as both a protective measure for Latin America and a 

justification for future U.S. interventions. This chapter will analyze these foundational studies, 

highlighting shifts in interpretations and their relevance to the doctrine's impact on European 

colonial ambitions. 

The Monroe Doctrine emerged as a bold declaration of American opposition to European 

intervention and colonization in the Americas. Though initially limited by the United States' 

relatively modest power, the doctrine was bolstered by British support and became a symbolic 

cornerstone of American foreign policy. European reactions ranged from indifference to 

cautious restraint, with most powers adapting to the doctrine by pursuing economic influence 

rather than direct colonial control. 

Over time, the doctrine evolved from a protective measure to a justification for U.S. 

interventionism, shaping the course of U.S.-Latin American relations. This historical 

background sets the stage for a deeper examination of how the Monroe Doctrine impacted 

European colonial ambitions and its lasting influence on intercontinental relations in the 

chapters that follow. 

One of the primary impacts of the Monroe Doctrine was its deterrence of formal European 

colonial expansion in Latin America. By declaring the Americas off-limits to further 

colonization, the doctrine positioned the United States as a regional protector, signaling that 

any attempt to reestablish colonial rule would be met with opposition. This stance, while 

initially more symbolic than enforceable, sent a clear message to European powers that their 

traditional approaches to colonization would be challenged. 

The doctrine's deterrent effect was amplified by Britain’s tacit support. Britain, the dominant 

naval power of the era, had its own strategic and economic interests in preserving Latin 

American independence, as an open Latin America would allow for continued and expanded 

British trade. By supporting the U.S. position, Britain helped to discourage European nations 

from attempting new colonial ventures. This alignment of U.S. and British interests effectively 

curbed direct colonial ambitions and forced European powers to rethink their approach to 

influence in Latin America. 
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This research has examined the impact of the Monroe Doctrine on European colonial ambitions 

in the Americas, focusing on its deterrence of formal colonial expansion, the shift to economic 

and proxy influence, and case studies illustrating how European powers adapted to the 

constraints imposed by the doctrine. The main findings can be summarized as follows: 

The Monroe Doctrine effectively discouraged European powers from pursuing new formal 

colonies in Latin America. With implicit support from Britain, the doctrine established a barrier 

against European interference, asserting the United States as a protector of the Western 

Hemisphere. Although the doctrine restricted formal colonial control, it did not eliminate 

European interests. European powers adapted by shifting to economic influence and proxy 

arrangements, using financial investments and alliances with local factions to maintain a 

presence in Latin America and the Caribbean. Examples such as France’s intervention in 

Mexico, Spain’s hold on Cuba, and ongoing European interests in the Caribbean illustrate how 

European powers navigated the limitations set by the doctrine. While formal colonialism was 

constrained, indirect forms of control persisted, highlighting both the effectiveness and 

limitations of the doctrine. 

Through these findings, the Monroe Doctrine emerges as a catalyst for a new form of American 

influence in Latin America and the Caribbean. It marked a turning point in U.S.-European 

relations and redefined the parameters of European engagement in the Americas. 
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