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A pietistic convention in Boston
adopted a resolution on the 23d which
declared that the United States has
incurred the displeasure af Jehovah
by leaving Christ’s name out of the
constitution. If that isn’t idolatry,
where will you find any? We may
‘safely enoughleave Christ’s name out
of the national constitution if we
make his principles of brotherhood
-part of our national life.

The Indian baseball player, Walla
‘Tonka, has received a new lease of
life. In accordance with Indian law,
he was to have been shot at sunrise
on the 27th, upon conviction for
murder, but a reprieve arrived just in
time. The most impressive fact about
‘this case, more impressive than the
dramatic postponement of the execu-
tion, is that the culprit has been at
large all the time since his conviction,
and when the date for his execution
arrived he redeemed his promise to
the authorities by appearing volun-
tarily at the execution grounds. Nor
i his case in this respect peculiar. All
Indians under capital sentence are set
‘at liberty upon promising to appear
for execution; and the promise is
never broken. Anglo-Saxons boast
their superiority to the Indian, but

few of them could be trusted to keep

such an appointment.

Farmers are quick to complain of
the misuse of public money, yet they
are as a class quite'as ready as any
other class to help misuse it. By a
two-thirds vote the Illinois Farmers’
Institute this week recommended the
passage of a bill giving a bounty of
one cent a pound on all beet sugar

manufactured in the state. That bill
is dishonest. It would tax the many
to give to a few. And from the point
of view of the farmers’ interests, it
iz 8 bunco. Farmers don’t make beet
sugar; they raise sugar beets. In or-
der to help them, therefore, the bill
ought to put a bounty on beets instead
of sugar. But if the pending bill
passes, the sugar manufacturers will
get the bounty, while beet raisers will
have to take what they are offered for
beets. And they won’t be offered any-
thing extra either.

Upon all occasions when it is de-
sirable to show that whether the rich
are getting richer or no, the poor are
not getting poorer, savings banks sta-
tistics are trotted out, it being gener-
ally assumed that large aggregates of
savings bank deposits imply prosper-
ity among the poor. This statistical
fake has been exposed before. But
that makes no difference; it is always

‘thought to be a “good enough Mor-

gan.” For everybody cannot be ex-
pected to know that savings banks, in-
stead of being places of deposit for
the thrifty poor, are mostly con-
veniences for the rich and well to do.
But that is what these banks are; and
the Connecticut reports for last year
again demonstrate it. The Connecti-
cut savings banks increased their de-
posits last year by $7,512,700. But
only $348,618 of this amount, less
than 5 per cent., was in deposits of
less than $1,000 each. There were
many single deposits in excess of $2,-
000 each, while some exceeded $20,-
000 each, and nearly 300 exceeded
$10,000 each. The truth is that sav-
ings banks are largely used by rich
people for making their surplus cash
draw a revenue while awaiting oppor-
tunities for permanent investment.
No inferences as to the condition of
the working classes can be drawn from
savings banks statistics.

The papal letter on the alleged her-
esies of Father Hecker, founder of the
Paulist Fathers, which were discov-
ered, it is said, in the French transla-
tion of Father Elliott’s life of Hecker,
may be intended to condemn the lib-
eral tendencies in the Catholic church
in America; but if so, it would re-
quire an expert in ecclesiastical Latin
to spell out the condemnation. The
Corrigans in the church of Rome in
Anmerica will not find support in this
letter from the head of their church
in the fight for medievalism which
they are making against the Irelands
and McGlynns. Some attempt has
been made to construe the letterasa
withdrawal by the pope from the un-
expectedly advanced position he has
for some time held on the subject of
political liberty. The wish in this re-
spect has probably been father to
the thought. The letter does not ap-
pear to justify any such interpreta-
tion. Its tenor, however, is wonder-
fully suggestive of the tremendous
play of action’and reaction between
the mighty forces that make respect-
ively for and against liberty, in the
whirl of which we of this time are
living.

Another advance in wages is to be

ccredited to the remarkable prosperity

which this country, as represented by
the monopolies and trusts, is enjoy-
ing. The advance comes as the cul-
mination of a threatened strike of
New England cotton mill operativee.
After a few week’s conference with
their operatives, the employers agreed
to increase wages on April 3 by 12}
per cent. This will bring back the
cotton mill wages of New England to
about what they were prior to Janu-
ary 3, 1898—a year after the begin-
ning of McKinley’s prosperity—when
they were reduced 11 per cent. The
restoration of cotton mill wages is the
second instance of a wages increase
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to be announced in these pipingly
prosperous times. The other was pro-
claimed by some of the steel mills
eastward of Chicago. In that case,
as in the case of the cotton mill oper-
atives, wages had been reduced after
the presidential election, before be-
ing increased; but whereas the cotton
mill operatives are to get their for-
mer rates of pay with the first in-
crease, it will take yet another in-
crease by those steel mills to put their
workers in that position. Mjysterious
are the ways of McKinley’s pros
perity! A third wages increase was
announced on the 1st of March. It
was to take place in the steel mills of
Illinois and Wisconsin. By this in-
crease the wages of the common la-
borers are to be advanced one whole
cent an hour—ten cents a day!

How absurd to assert upon the
basis of such facts, that the working
people of this country are prosper-
ing. It is a bald pretense. If
further proof were required, it
is to be found in the interest
rates. “Never in the history of
the country,” begins a financial re-
port in the Chicago Tribune, “was
there so much money to loan as now,
and never before were the rates of
interest so low.” And then the report
specifies prevailing interest in the
leading cities from New York to San
Francisco, varying from 4 per cent.
in the former city to 7 in the latter.
These are low rates. But so far from
proving that the country is prosper-
ous, they go to prove the reverse.
When interest is low, and capital—for
it is not money, but capital that is of-
fered—is begging for borrowers, the
situation can have but one meaning,
and that is that it does not pay to
borrow capital and put it to use. To
say that wages are low and laborers
are hunting for work, would be an in-
dication of hard times. To say that
interest is low and capital is hunting
for borrowers, is indicative of the
same thing. Both conditions, in fact,
exist. Labor, like capital, is plentiful
and hunting for employment; while
wages, like interest, are low. And

I

that is what Mr. McKinley and the
parasitic monopolists call prosperity!

Horrible stories are reported from
Europe of a recently discovered traf-
fic in human skin. Jewelers who serve
the rich leisure classes admit that they
have made ladies’ belts and card-
cages from this material, and tanners
say that they have recently prepared
quantities of it after the fashion of
alligators’ and monkeys skins, while
women boast of the possession of ar-
ticles manufactured fromit. One sen-
sational London correspondent cables
a report that “nicely tanned human
skin recently formed a novel though
considerable portion of the trousseau
of a fashionable bride.” The skin is
procured from bodies of the un-
claimed poor, which have been turned
over to scientific institutions for dis-
section; and to own articles made of
it is a fad. A horrible story, indeed;
not so much, however, on account of
any injury to the poor which it sug-
gests, as of the degradation of the rich
which it implies.

To work up the skin of the dead
poor into belts and card cases for the
morbid rich, cannot hurt those whose
bodies have supplied the material.
Neither their nerves nor their emo-
tions are any longer sensitive. What
does hurt, is the working up, while
they live, of their sinews and blood
and sweat into comforts and luxuries
for the rich who do nothing in re-
turn. We are told that there is great
anxiety among the American rich to
establish a titled aristocracy in the
United States. Not one with empty
titles, like the French; but one like
the English, with titles that are united
to power and wealth. Anditiscertain
that the growing custom among the
rich of leaving most of their proper-
ty to the oldest son, has this ambition
for its impulse. The rich are striving
to strap themselves tighter to the
backs of the living poor; and if, inci-
dentally, they find amusement in own-
ing curios made of the skins of the
dead poor, that only goes to show the
contempt as well as indifference
which they cultivate toward the

classes that support them. But if the

living poor are forced to give their
lives to the idle rich, what harm can

it do them if, after they die, their

skins be taken also?

It is remarkable, the increasing re-
semblance between the tory party of
England and the tory faction of the
republican party of the United States.
Not only is each at work with fire
and sword conquering the dark peo-
ples of the world “for their own
good,” but even in the matter of
making national deficits each is run-
ning a race with the other. With a
war revenue law, in addition to near-
ly enough proceeds from war bonds
to pay for the war, the United States
is nevertheless spending more than its
income, and will soon have a mag-
nificent deficit of & hundred millions
or so in dollars. This deficit is to
be modestly rivaled by the Eng-
lish tories. It is now considered as
tolerably certain that there will be a
deficit in the English accounts for
the year of a million and a half in
pounds. Small though that is, by
comparison, yet the English tories
may take heart of hope. If McKinley
with increased revenues can run his
government behind a hundred mil-
lion dollars in two years, Salisbury
may yet largely lessen the difference
between that and only seven millions.

Asg to the proposed methods of
making up their deficits the English
and the American tories are again
congenial spirits. In England as in
the United States, the consumption
of the poor, not the accumulations of
the rich, iy to be made to shoulder this
“white man’s burden.” The old
thunderer, the London Times, tory
through and through, looks to a tax
on grain and sugar. And of such are
the taxes which our own tories im-
pose. Taxation of the masses by the
classes and for the classes is the princi-
ple of government upon which Amer-
ican McKinleyism and English tory-
ism meet as upon common ground. °

No one has yet been able to inter-
pret the mystery of Dewey’s urgent
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request that the Oregon be sent to
Manila at once, “for political rea-
sons.” The most plausible guesses,
and they are not very plausible, are
to the effect that Germany was in-
dulging among the Filipinos in what
American politicians call “mixing,”
and that Dewey wanted to impress her
naval commander with the sight of
& big American battleship. One re-
port had it that Germany was plan-
ning the defeat of the American pol-
icy of expansion in the Philippines.
For the honor—the real, and not the
pinchbeck honor—of the United
States, we should hope that this
might prove to be true, and that Ger-
many would succeed in that design.
But it appears that whatever her
original intentions may have been,
Germany has concluded to leave the
Filipinos to their fate.

Irrespective of the shame of our
bloody attack upon Filipino liberties,
of our sordid reaching out for real
estate and “markets,” the costliness
of the enterprise is becoming appar-
ent. There are now in the Philip-
pines or on the way, nearly twice as
many American troops as set foot in
Cuba during the war; and with near-
1y 100 men killed and 300 wounded,
besides suffering and death from dis-
ease, the campaign appears, neverthe-
less, to have only begun. Army offi-
cers say they expect a series of small
battles throughout the summer, and
believe that all the troops now in the
Philippines will have to be relieved by
fresh men before fall. On the mere
question of profit, a “market” thus
secured, after a first cost of $20,000,-
000 purchase money, will be unprofit-
able enough. As William Lloyd Gar-
rison says:

A gold: brick swindle is economical in

comparison. You can throw away a
brick.

The recent lecture by Prof. David
Starr Jordon, president of Stanford
university, and a republican, in which
he deecribed the McKinley adminis-
tration as conspicuous in its “inapt-
itude for divorcing politics from
statesmanship,” and characterized Me-

Kinley himseldf as a president “with
many virtues who never had an idea
of his own,” has been supplemented
hy the speech of Congressman John-
son, also a republican, upon the floor
of the house, in which McKinley was
condemned as no president ever was
before officially by a member of his
own party. Mr. Johnson denounced
the president for having

engaged in the prosecution of a bloody
war against a poor and defenseless peo-
ple in the Orient, engaged in the unsa-~
vory task of Christianizicg them with
the sword and civilizing them at the
mouths of cannon. *

He characterized the president’s Bos-
ton speech as “the most disingenuous
address that ever fell from the lips of
an American president,” an address
which,

divested of its verbiage, considered
apart from its platitudes and the osten-
tatious professions of virtue with which
it was interlarded, was nothing more
nor less than a carefullydevised and
studious misstatement of the issue be-
tween the chief executive and those of
his own party who are opposed to his
wretched policy in the Philippines. It
was an effort to befog the subject, and
to mislead the public judgment;

and which, “when read in cold print,
inthelight of the indefensible tragedy
now being enacted near the shores of
Asia,” suggests '

that creation of Charles Dickens, who
was accustomed to roll his eyes picusly
to heaven and exclaim with great os-
tentation to those about him: ‘My
friends, let us be moral,’ and who was
the father of two daughters, one of
whom he named Charity and the other
Mercy.

Continuing, Mr. Johnson seid:

I am determined that the president
shall neither befog the issue between
himself and those of the republican
party who oppose his Philippine poliey,
nor mislead the public judgment, nor
shirk the responsibility for the gross
official blunders which he has commit-
ted in connection with this great prob-
lem. I insist that the whole policy is
not simply an error, but that it is a
crime, and that the chief executive of
this nation is the one who has precipi-
tated upon us the embarrassments and
the difficulties by which we are now
confronted. I insist that he did not
simply hold the Philippines as com-
mander-in-chief, leaving the question of
the disposition and control of them to
congress, but that he formulated and
put into execution an affirmative and
aggressive policy, that of their perma-
nent annexation to this country, and

forced it through the senate with all
the power and influence which his high
office enabled him to employ.

The worst of this speech is not that it
was made, as administration syco-
phants insist, but that it is true.

Chauncey M. Depew, whom Prof.
Herron well describes as a “puerile
mountebank,” has been at Chicago
speaking to a society of railroad em-
ployes which railroad bosses hayve
organized to act as a buffer between
railroad monopolies and anti-monop-
oly legislation. Mr. Depew took ad-
vantage of this opportunity to ex-
plain why he withdrew from the con-
test for the republican presidential
nomination in 1888. It was
because the delegates from the so-
called granger states told me that the
feeling in their states against railway
men in every branch of the service was
so intense that a station agent or aloco-
motive engineer or a conductor could
not be elected as trustee of any village
on their line, and that the nomination
of a railway official for president would
disintegrate the party in their states.
Those delegates certainly understood
the situation, and their constituents
appreciated the power of railway mo-
nopoly. Nothing could be more dan-
gerous to any community than to
elect railroad employes to political
office, and few things could be more
disastrous to homnest but dependent
railroad employes than to accept
such office. Railroad corporations
expect their employes to be loyal to
their interests, just or unjust, and in
all relations, no matter what inter-
venes; and they make no exceptions
of employes who also hold public
office.

After eleven years’ experience with
the great railroad octopus, the inter-
state commerce commission virtually
“gives it up.” It reports that “the
present law is wholly inadequate to
deal with the situation.” Yet the
commission offers no specific remedy.
It does not even suggest one, because
none occurs to it that “would not in-
volve resort to measures of so radical
a nature as would doubtless preclude
their adoption.” This is an allusion,
probably, to public ownership. Not
courageous enough to propose the
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only remedy it can conceive, the com-
miscion proposes “leaving the roads
to regulate their own rates and their
oWwn competition, subject to some as-
surances that the rates would not be
forced too high!”

We sympathize with the commis-
sion. It was invested by govern-
ment with governmental functions,
for the purpose of controlling an in-
stitution which had been invested by
government with still more powerful
governmental functions. The failure
might have been predicted. “Let me
control the highways of a country,”
the railroad magnate may well sing,
“and I care not what commission you
appoint to control me.” To properly
understand and effectually solve the
railroad question, we must first real-
ize that it is at bottom a highway
question. When that is done, all the
rest follows. It can then be seen
plainly that government cannot turn
over public highways to private cor-
porations, and at the same time pro-
tect the people from the depredations
of the modern type of what was once
known as “road agents.” Public own-
ership of all highways is the only so-
lution of the railroad problem.

In conmnection with the railroad
problem, J. Sterling Morton’s out-
spoken Conservative wants to know
why “homesteaders” should not be
treated as they try to treat railroads.
It asks—

If it is right to prescribe the limit of
the income of a railroad because the
government has done so much for it,
why is it not equally ‘proper to fix the
price of corn, wheat, oats, cattle and
hogs grown by homesteaders upon land
donated to them by the general govern-
ment ? .
The question is framed a little care-
lessly. To “limit the income of a rail-
road” is not at all analogous to fixing
“the price of corn, wheat” and so on.
But fixing the price of transportation
would be, and it is that doubtless that
Mr. Morton had in mind. The answer
is that it is neither right nor practica-
ble to fix by law the prices either of
corn and wheat or of railroad trans-
portation. But it is right and would
be practicable to “limit the income”

of railroads; and it would be right and
practicable to “limit the income” of
homesteadeérs. So much of the rail-
roads’ income as is due to the value of
its monopoly right of way—the “wa-
ter” in its stock, that is to say—and
nothing more, should be taken from
the railroad company. That could be
done by making railway lines, as dis-
tinguished from rolling stock, public
property, and allowing competition
to regulate prices of transportation.
Likewise, so much of the income of
the homesteader as is due to his supe-
rior location—the “water” in his
deed, so to speak—and nothing more,
should be taken from him. That
could be done by substituting for his
present taxes a tax not to exceed the
value of his location.

There is a trick to which pluto-
cratic editorial writers, and economic
professors in colleges endowed by
robber barons of the period, are ad-
dicted, regarding which the general
reader must be on the alert or his
common sense will be taken captive.
These writers defend corporations,
production on a large scale, and so
on, propositions that are quite de-
fensible, and then rush the reader,
with a literary hop-skip-and-jump, to
the conclusion that the attacks upon
railroad, telegraph, gas, street car
and similar corporations are an-
swered. The trick may with a little
thought be readily detected. Its se-
cret lies in the assumption that all
corporations are alike, and that trusts
are a method of production on a
large scale. But.in truth, trusts are
combinations to prevent production,
and some corporations are monopo-
lies. A corporation to work a farm
would be unobjectionable and might
be desirable. But a corporation to
run street cars is something more
than a corporation; it is the owner
of an exclusive right of way through
the public streets. The evilis not in
the charter of incorporation, but in
the street franchise. With a clear
understanding of the principle of
this distinction, any reader can for
himself detect in the editorial and

magazine writings of plutocratic hire-
lings the place where their trick
comes in.

Questioning our approval of Tol-
stoi’s criticisms of the czar’s disarm-
ament conference, Charles T. Dole, of
Massachusetts, acks if all who love
peace ought not, even though there
be reason for distrusting the czar’s
proposal, to take advantage of the op-
portunity offered by the conference
to promote the cause. Doubtless they
ought. But they should be wise
about it. War is not the worst of
evils. It is one of the worst; but lib-
erty-suppressing governments are
worse still. Now, Russia is under the
domination of such a government,
which is reaching out to grasp more
territory and subjugate other peoples.
Autocratic dominioh over Europe and
Asia is its aim. And to accomplish its
ends the Russian government now
proposes to the other European pow-
ers that the armaments of all stop
where they are. If that were agreed
to, Russia could and doubtless would
go on perfecting her armaments in
secret. For Russia muzzles the press.
Let the czar’s government abolish
press censorship, and every lover of
peace, who loves liberty even more
than peace, will gladly promote the
czar’s peace proposals. As matters
now stand, those proposals are like
the request of Esop’s wolves to the
sheep, that they discharge the dogs.

Some idea of the plans of the Rus-
sian government may be derived from
the plight of Finland. Though Fin-
land adjoins Russia and has for near-
ly a century been a Russian depend-
ency, it nevertheless in great measure
preserves its autonomy. It retains a
language and literature of its own,
and comprises an educated, intelli-
gent and thriving people; and withal
is a sort of protection to Norway and
Sweden against encroachments by
Russia upon them. But now Russia,
with evident designs upon Norway
and Sweden, is about to deprive poor
Finland of all autonomy, and to ex-
tend the absolute powers of the czar
to the Scandinavian borders. Fin-



The Publiec

5

land is being Russianized. Language,
liberty, and all are to be submerged
in Russian despotism. -And then the
word will be, “Next!” On thisside of
the Atlantic, we need not fear Rus-
sia. But in Europe, where natural de-
fensive boundaries are few, an agree-
ment for general disarmament would
be almost eqyivalent to the cession
of the continent to the czar.

Our opinion published in The Pub-
lic of February 4, in connection with
the question of remitting the extreme
penalty for murder in the case of a
woman in New York, because she is
a woman, has evoked an inquiry from
one of the best known and justly
loved executives in the United States.
We said that “it is not one of the
functions of an executive to deter-
mine whether a penalty is proper or
not; it is his function to execute the
law as he finds it.” Referring to this,
the executive to whom we have al-
luded, writes us, acking if we are cer-
tain that our position iva tenable one.
He says:

Does not an executive have a duty as
a citizen, as well as an executive? And
might he not contribute quite as much
to the education of the public mind by
calling pointed attention to a law that
was unscientific, and therefore wrong,
and even using the powers of his office
of executive clemency, if you please, or
any other power that he may possess,
in behalf of a beiter and more justlaw?

Upon further reflection we are con-
firmed in the opinion that the posi-
tion we took regarding Gov. Roose-
velt’s possible use of the pardoning
power regardless of the law, and
which is questioned above, is ten-
able. Indeed, we think it unassailable
from any other point of view than
that of the monarchical theory of
government. Upon the democratic
theory of government, it isnot a func-
tion of the executive to pass upon the
propriety of laws. His single duty
as executive is to execute. That he
has also a duty asa citizen is true. But
when that duty conflicts with his duty
as an executive he must distinguish
his functions by performing his du-
ties a3 a citizen in his capacity of mere
citizen, and his duties as executive in

his capacity of executive. To concede
that the executive may in his individ~
ual discretion obey or disobey laws
which he has been chosen to execute,
is to put him above the laws which the
people, whose servant he is, have
made; and that is to establish what is
in essence an absolute, even if elect-
ive, monarchy.

It must be observed, however,
that there are circumstances in which
executives are justified, upon demo-
cratic principles, in virtually abrogat-
ing laws that they have been ap-
pointed to enforce. But these
are not “exceptions proving the
rule;” they are really within the
rule, and exceptions only in ap-
pearance. When, for example, of-
fensive laws are superimposed upon
a community from without—as when
England undertakes to regulate the
internal affairs of Ireland, or an
American state attempts arbitrarily
to regulate the purely local concerns
of its towns and cities—it may be
quite within the democratic right of
locally elected executives to igmore
those laws. In such cases, that is
what they are elected for. Disregard
of the law is then in a high sense
obedience to the popular will. But
when both the law and the executive
are regularly chosen by the communi-
ty to be affected, the simple function
of the executive is to execute.

Joseph Edwards’s fifth issue of his
“Labour Annual,” is more valuable
than the best of its predecessors.
What the Statesman’s Year Book is
to the general student of the world’s
politics, this annual is to students of
the progress of social reforms. It
keeps track of the men and move-
ments and doctrines that are related
to social, economic and political re-
form the world over. The book in
paper is mailed to any part of the
world, free of postage, for 31 cents,
and may be had directly of Joseph
Edwards, Wallasey, Cheshire, Eng-
land.

The Outlook proposes an experi-
ment in the Philippines with the

gingle tax. We have no right to ex-
periment there with the single tax
or anything else. If the justice and
practicability of the single tax com-
mend it, here among ourselves is the
place to experiment with it. Let the
Filipinos learn from our teaching and
our experience, not from enforced
obedience to our irresponsible author-
ity.

LEGAL ASPECTS OF THE PHILIPPINE
QUESTION.

I

It is remarkable if not significant
that the advocates of Philippine sub-
jugation have been so very reticent
about the application to our Philip-
pine question of the principles of in-
ternational law. They have not lacked
occasion to refer to those principles.
But their speeches and writings will
be examined in vain for any appeal
to that source of authority.

There is no accounting for this up-
on any theory of the nice technicali-
ties of international law, which might
make the subject too obscure for ordi-
nary citizens to understand. Inter-
national law is not at all a highly
technical subject. While it includes
numerous specific rules and prece-
dents which only special students are
familiar with, yet in its broad applica-
tions it need not be at all mysterious
to the ordinarily intelligent citizen.
No branch of legal science is so free
from technicality; none rests so sol-
idly upon simple apprehensions of
right.

We do, indeed, look to the interna-
tional practice of governments for ex-
pressions of international law; but no
such practice is accepted as author-
itative unless it has been adopted de-
liberately and from a persuasion that
the practice is right. A practice is
o part of international law, if it have
nothing to support it but force.

With a knowledge, then, of the
facts in a given international prob-
lem, the citizen of reasonable intelli-
gence, provided he be a just man, can
without much difficulty or danger of
going wrong, discover and correctly
apply the principles of international
law. He can at least readily under-
stand and estimate the value of a co-
herent explanation.
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For the purpose of inquiring into
the rights under international law,
of the United States in the Philip-
pine islands, the central point of ob-
servation now must be the peace pro-
tocol. Before that was signed, the
United States had no legitimate polit-
ical relations whatever with the Phil-
ippines, exoept as the armed enemy of
Spain. Since then, the United States
has had no such relations except in

virtue of the protocol.
" So much is obvious to any intelli-
gent person. It is hardly more than
4 statement of historical fact.

Had a treaty been ratified by both
the United States and Spain prior to
our difficulties with the Filipinos, the
present political relations of the Fili-
pinos to this country might have been
determined by the treaty instead of
the protocol. But no treaty has been
ratified even yet. To validate the
Paris treaty, the approval of the Span-
ish government is still needed. Doubt-
less that approval will be given. Spain
<an hardly help herself. But when
given, it can make no difference, so
far as concerns the relations of the
United States to the Filipinos up to
the present time. Whatever our gov-
ernment has so far done in the Phil-
ippine islands, has been done, regard-
less of any treaty that may yet be rati-
fied, either as the enemy of Spain be-
fore the protocol, or as a contracting
power with Spain under the protocol.
The protocol is the great central fact.

III1.

It was on the 12th of August, 1898,
that the protocol became operative.
At that time, though the American
fleet possessed the harbor and bay of
Manila, and occupied a bit of land
south.of the city of Manila, all the
rest of the archipelago was in posses-
sion of either the Spaniards or the
Filipinos. The city of Manila itself
was in possession of Spaniards whom
the Filipinos had penned in there.

At about the same time the Ameri-
cans bombarded Manila and received
its surrender from the Spanish com-
mandant. This event actually oc-
curred after the signing of the pro-
tocal; but as it did not secure to the
Americans any advantages in excess
of what the protocol had conferred,
that fact is immaterial to the pur-
poses- of the present inquiry. The
Americans, we may therefore say,

were in possession, upon the signing
of the protocol, of the bay and har-
bor of Manila, and of the city of
Manila with its suburbs. But they
had no foothold elsewhere in the
archipelago.

How was it at this time with the
Filipinos?

As far back as the 19th of March,
1898—six weeks before Dewey’s naval
victory, and a month before hostili-
ties between Spain and the United
States—the old rebellion against
Spain in the Philippines had blazed
up anew; and, in the language of the
American consul general at Manila,
in a letter of that date, it was “never
more threatening to Spain.” On the
21st of March, also upon the authori-
ty of Consul General Williams, the
rebels menaced Manila itself. There
was, moreover, abundant evidence of
the fact that the Philippine rebellion
was again in full swing before the
American war with Spain, in the
news reports of the time. It wasnoted
on page 12 of the first number of The
Public, that of April 9, 1898—ten
days before our war began. This no-
tation was upon the authority of the
American daily press. It was noted
again in the issue of April 23, on page
11, upon the authority of a private
letter of April 14—six days before the
war—which had appeared in the
American daily papers, and which de-
scribed Manila as panic-stricken, ow-
ing to the strength of the rebellion.
That letter reported over 20,000 well-
armed men as in the field against
Spanish authority. Aguinaldo, the
president of the former republic,
though not then in the islands, was
again directing the rebellion.

TUpon Aguinaldo’s return to the
islands, the rebellionr became still
more formidable; and in a little while
the Spanish were driven into the prin-
cipal cities, outside of which they
were thereafter unable to exercise

| ither civil or military authority.

On the 1st of July, asthe American
papers at the time reported, the reb-
els formally re-proclaimed the repub-
lic. It had been organized in 1896;
and upon a treaty with Spain,
promising reforms, had been dis-
solved. On account of Spain’s viola-
tion of this treaty, the rebellion broke
out again in 1898, astold above. Hav-
ing proclaimed the republic anew on
the 1st of July, 1898, and established

local governments in many of the dis-
tricts, President Aguinaldo formally
announced to foreign governments on
the 6th of August, that independence
had been declared. In doing this he
asserted, what subsequent events have
substantially verified, that the repub-
lic maintained “on & war footing more
than 30,000 soldiers, organized, com-
manded and acting as a regular
army;” and that it held “nearly 9,000
prisoners of war,” who were “treated
according to the rules of war of the
most civilized nations, and the laws of
humanity.”

. Besides this, the government so pro-
claimed did in fact exercise the only
civilized authority—except at Manila,
where the Americans may be consid-
ered to have been in possession, and
at Iloilo and other coast cities of sim-
ilar importance, where the Spanish
were hemmed in by nebel troops—that
was recognized or submitted to by the
inhabitants of the Philippine islands
at the time of thesigning of the Span-
ish-American protocol.

It is true that no foreign govern-
ments recognized the Philippine re-
public as one of the family of nations.
But that isnot conclusive. Two kinds
of government are known to interna-
tional law—governments “de jure,”
and governments “de facto.” Gov-
ernments “de jure,” or legalized gov-
ernments, are those which are in gen-
eral recognized as having all the at-
tributes of sovereign power, whether
able to enforce their sovereignty over
the territory they claim or not. Gov-
ernments “de facto” are those which,
without being recognized abroad as
possessing the legal attributes of sov-
ereignty, nevertheless actually exer-
cise the powers of sovereignty at
home. All rebellious governments
are at first necessarily governments
“defacto.” Upon achieving complete
success they become governments “de
jure.”

Clearly the Philippine republic was
not, at the time of the signing of the
Spanish-American protocol, a gov-
ernment “de jure.” But just as clear-
ly it was at that time a government
“de facto.” Its resistance to the au-
thority of Spain had passed beyond
simple or temporary acts of treason,
mutiny or sedition, and assumed the
character and proportions of a perma-
nent rebellion or insurrection. It fol-
lows, upon reasonable and acknowl-
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edged principles of international law,
that it was maintaining civil war—a
fact which conclusively testifies to its
having achieved the dignity of a gov-
ernment “de facto.” For only gov-
ernments can wage war; and when
civil war exists, the contesting gov-
ernment that is not such “de jure”
must be such- “de facto.”

Iv.

We find, therefore, that on the 12th
day of August, 1898, when the proto-
col was signed, the Philippine islands
were occupied and governed, in dif-
ferent parts, by three sovereigniies.
The city, bay and harbor of Manila,
were under the jurisdiction of the
United States; Iloilo and a few other
coast cities, were held by Spain; all
the rest of the territory was held and
governed by a “de facto” government,
the Philippine republic, which, in
proseeuting a civil war, had to that
extent expelled the “de jure” govern-
ment of Spain from its former posses-
sions. ¢

V.

By the protocol, Spain authorized
the United States, as she had the
right and power in international law
to do, to occupy and hold the city, bay
and harbor of Manila. Only this.
Nothing more.

True, it was stated in the protocol
that the treaty of peace, when con-
cluded, should “determine the con-
trol, disposition and government of
the Philippines.” But as that treaty
has not yet been concluded, all that
the United States has so far done in
the Philippines, since the signing of
the protocol, has been done by virtue
solely of the authority given in the
protocol to “occupy and hold the
city, bay and harbor of Manila.”
There is absolutely no other author-
ity now, of which international law
can take notice.

VI

- Being in lawful possesston of Ma-
nila, we are entitled under the pro-
tocol to resist aggressions, on the part
of the Filipinos or anyone else. For
the time being Manila is American
territory, and the Filipinos cannot at-
tempt to seize it without making war
upon us.

On the other hand, we cannot at-
tempt to seize any territory which
their “de facto” government holds
against Spain, without making war
upon! them. We are, and ever since

the protocol have been, bound to re-
strict our occupation to the harbor,
bay and city of Manila, leaving Spain
and the Philippine republic to fight
out their civil war upon the remain-
ing territory between themselves.

; VIL

Now consider the events that fol-
lowed the protocol. The civil war be-
tween Spain and the Philippine re-
public continued, and the republicin-
creaged its power and extended its
authority. From nearly all the cities
and towns she occupied, Spain was
driven out. The whole island of Lu-
zon, outside of Manila, came under
the authority of the Philippine re-
public, as did also the island of Panay,
where the Spaniards surrendered Ilo-
ilo. Nothing was left to Spain in the
whole archipelago but a few distant
and scattered garrison posts of mo
importance.

Meanwhile, the United States de~

manded of Spain the cession, for a
price, of all the Philippine territory;
not only that which the United States
already occupied and that which
Spain still held, but also those much
more extensive and populous parts
which recognized the sovereignty of
the Philippine republic. This de-
mand, moreover, was made in defiance
of the “de facto” Philippine govern-
ment.

Then, troopsin large numbers were
hurried to Manila. They were not
needed for the defense of that city,
and the necessary inference was that
they were sent out to enable the Unit-
ed States to take Spain’s place in the
civil war.

A little later, and an overt act was
committed. The American authori-
ties sent a military expedition to Iloilo
to relieve the Spanish garrison which
the Filipinos were closely investing.

Finally, the president of the United
States ordered the secretary of war,
under date of December 21, to extend
the military government of the Unit-
ed States to the whole Philippine ar-
chipelago, an order which was pro-
mulgated by proclamation to the Fil-
ipinos.

The natural result followed. Its
existence thus directly menaced, the
Philippine republic—the “de facto”
government in possession of all the
important territory of the islands ex-
cept Manila,—prepared to defend
itself.

Six weeks later the American war
with the Philippine republic began.

Who struck the firet blow isimma-
terial. The crucial questions are only
two.  First, Was there then a “de
facto” government holding adverse
possession to Spain in the islands?
If so, second, Was the United States
then vested with any legal right, oth-
er than the mere naked right of in-
augurating a war of conquest, to as-
sail that government, directly or in-
directly, outside the limits of the bay,
harbor and city of Manila?

VIIL

Those questions are not now diffi-
cult to answer.

That ever since the protocol, as
well as before, there was a “de facto”
government holding possession in the
Philippines adverse to Spain, we have
plainly seen. It was the Philippine
republic, which, at the time of Presi-
dent McKinley’s order, held two-
thirds of all the territory of the is-
lands, and governed more than nine-
tenths of the inhabitants.

We have also seen that under the
protocol, the United States had no
right to assail any power, not even
Spain, much less the Philippine re-
public, beyond the limits of the har
bor, bay and city of Manila. Nor has
any such right been even yet acquired

| by treaty. For wholly apart from

Spain’s power to cede territory
which a “de facto” government has
expelled her from, there is as yet no
effective treaty. Spain’s ratification
is still lacking. There is not, there-
fore, and since the signing of the pro-
tocol there has never been, any legal
right vested in the United States—
other than the mere naked, brutal and
abhorrent right of inaugurating a
war of conquest—to advance upon
territory held by the Philippine re-
public. '

The forwarding of troops, then, and
the Philippine negotiations at Paris,
together with the expedition to Iloilo
and the president’s order of December
21 for the immediate military occu-
pancy of the whole archipelago, were
unwarranted acts of aggression.

* If the Filipinoy attacked the Amer-
ican line on the 4th of Febrn-
ary, the Americans did have the
legal right to resist the attack, and
to do anything, even to the extent of
invasion, to make that resistance ef-
fectual. They had this right under

A
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the protocol, for their occupancy of
Manila was lawful. And they had it,
even though the Filipinos were goad-
ed on to the attack by the manifest
disposition of the Americans to sub-
jugate the whole archipelago.

But they had no right to go fur-
ther. Having secured Manila, their
legal authority to fight the Philippine
republic ended. Consequently, the
subsequent capture of Iloilo, 350 miles
from Manila and on another island,
and the later capture of Cebu,still far-
ther away and on still another island,
were as utterly without lawful war-
rant as if no attack upon the Amer-
ican line at Manila had been made.
These captures were not defensive.
They were made in execution of the
president’s order of six weeke before
the Manila attack. There is not and
cannot be any serious pretense to the
contrary.

IX.

To sum up the whole matter—

The United States has made war
upon the “de facto” government of
the Philippines. '

It has done so for the purpose of
making conquest of the whole Phil-
ippine archipelago, under the guise
of purchase from the expelled “de
jure” government.

It has based its claim of purchase
upon a treaty with the “de jure” gov-
ernment, a treaty which—aside from
the question of the selling govern-
ment’s legal right to sell what it does
not possess—has as yet no legal ex-
istence.

It can set up for that claim no
other legal sanction than the proto-
col, which distinetly restricts the oc-
cupancy of the United States to the
harbor, bay and city of Manila, and
therefore is no sanction at all.

X.

If the Philippine republic had a
powerful friend in the family of na-
tioms, or if its rights could be adjudi-
cated by an impartial tribunal, the
United States would, upon principles
of international law, be compelled to
withdraw from the position it has
taken, and to abandon all Philippine
territory outside of the harbor, bay
and city of Manila. The case of our
nation rests now solely upon superior
force, not upon legal right.

What, then, is our duty?

Honor demands that what autbori-
ty or power could rightly compel the

United States to do, she should do
voluntarily. Our country can get no
real credit by winning from the Phil-
ippine republic by force of artns what
we could not lawfully demand as &
right under the law of nations. It
is our duty, then, in justice and there-
fore in honor, to restore to the Philip-
pine republic the territory we have
wrested from it, and to assure it of
our future friendliness.

NEWS

The American war in the Philip-
pines is now in its fourth week. It be-
gan on the 4th of February and has
been in progress ever since, with al-
most daily fighting. Our last account
closed with the press reports of the
fire and fighting on the 22d in Manila,
when some 700 houses were burned
and a loss of life was suffered, the full
extent of which has not yet been re-
ported. On the 23d there was desper-
ate fighting at Tonda, a suburb of Ma-
nila, with great slaughter, say the
press reports, of Filipinos.

The movement of the Filipinos up-
on Tondo, mentioned above, began at
dawn. They opened fire with cannon
upon Caloocan, between two and
three miles north of Tondo. This fire
was silenced by American cannon; but
meantime the Filipinosemerged from
the marshes inside the American po-
sition between Manila and Caloocan,
where they had been concealed, and
endeavored to break the American
line. The Americans resisted this
movement, surrounding the Filipinos
from the city on the south and from
Caloocan on the north, and being as-
sisted by the warships in the bay,
which swept the marshes and the
burned district of Tondo with shell.
Though completely surrounded the
Filipinos fought stubbornly, throw-
ing up numerous barricades, but they
were cut to pieces, and finally driven
back into the marshes. During thiy
fighting, two Englishmen were shot,
one being wounded and the other
killed, by American soldiers.

While the fighting was in progress
in the Tondo suburbof Manila, other
detachments of Filipinos were engag-
ing the Americans farther south and
east, at the Manila suburbs known as
Santa Cruz and San Sebastian. All
the detachments were composed of
Filipino militia organized within the
American lines, which responded to

signals from the regular Filipino
troops outside.

The official report of the enga
ments described above, and of similar
ones,in the two days preceding, was
made on the 24th by Gen. Otis as fol-
lows:

Scandiaarrived last night. On nights
21st and 22d and yesterday morning
insurgent troops gained access to 6ut-
skirts of city behind our lines. Many
in hiding and about 1,000 intrenched
themselves. Completely routed yester-
day,with loss killed and wounded about
500 and 200 prisoners. Our loss very
slight. City quiet; confidence re-
stored; business progressing.

The mention by Gen. Otis of the ar-
rival of the Scandia refers to the ar-
rival of the first reenforcements of
the 8,000 or more that have been re-
cently sent to Manila. The Scandia
had on board the Twentieth infantry,
which embarked January 26, at San
Francisco.

On the 24th, the day following the
occurrences reported above, frequent
volleys were fired at the Americans
by Filipinos, the latter being most ac-
tive in front of the southeastern sec-
tion of the’American line. They were
shelled from a gunboat in the Pasig
river. Farther north, in front of Ca-
loocan, Filipino sharpshooters were
active all day. They continued their
work through the 25th; and in the
evening a skirmish occurred at the
village of Mariquina. On the 26th
the sharpshooting at Caloocan con-
tinued at close range. On that day al-
so a significant dispatch to Gen. Law-
ton, who is on the way to Manila with
further reenforcements, was repeated
from Colombo, Island of Ceylon,
where he received it. It was from
Gen. Otis at Manila, and reads:

Situation critical. Your early ar-
rival necessaery.

An attack was made on the 27th from
the jungle near Malibon, to the north
of Caloocan, which was replied to
with shells by an American gunboat.
The shelling destroyed the Malabon
church. Throughout the day desul-
tory firing upon the American line at
other points continued, as it did also
on the 28th; and on the 1st of March
an attack was made on the water-
works, and a sharp skirmish occurred
at San Pedro Macati, near the Amer-
ican center. At night on the 1st it
was unusually quiet, the Filipinos be-
ing apparently busy preparing de-
fenses in anticipation of the arrival
of American reenforcements, when
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the Americans are expected to ad-
vance.

The American casualties in the
Philippine war, reported down to the
27th, were 83 killed, and 347 wound-
ed. Of the wounded, 43 were regulars
and 304 volunteers; of the killed, 8
were regulars and 75 volunteers.

Since the fire in Manila and its sub-
urbs the Americans maintain a strict
curfew system. All the inhabitants
are required to be in their houses by
7 o’clock each night, to remain there
until daylight.

On the 26th, news was brought to
Manila, of the occupation by the
Anmericans of Cebu, a city of 35,000
inhabitants. It is the principal city
of the Island of Cebu, which lies to
the east of the Island of Panay, with
the Island of Negros between. The
occupation was effected on the 22d.
The commander of the American gun-
boat Petrel sent an ultimatum ashore
declaring the intention of the Ameri-
cans to take possession, peaceably if
possible, but by force if necessary;
and the Filipinos vacated without re-
sistance, taking their arms with them
into the neighboring hills. Cebu is
the third Philippine city to be occu-

ied by the Americans; Manila and
oilo being the other two.

It was reported from Manila on the
22d that four native commissioners
had arrived from the Island of Ne-
gros, which lies between Cebu and
Panay, to report that the native in-
habitants had put that island under
the protection of the United States.
They informed Gen. Otis that the
American flag had already been
raised, and asked hiv advice and help.
On the 1st of March they returned
to Negros on the St. Paul, accompa-
nied by an American battalion.

A startling dispateh was received at
Washington on the 24th from Ad-
miral Dewey, saying that “for politi-
cal reasons, the Oregon should be
sent” to Manila “at once.” The Ore-
gon, at that time on her way to
Manila, was detained at Honolulu
for repairs. She has since resumed
her voyage. No explanation of
Dewey’s dispatch has yet been given.
Dewey himself has refused to be in-
terviewed upon the subject. It was
guessed that he wished to anticipate
some interference by Germany, a Ger-
man war vessel, the Kaiserin Augus-
ta, having put into Manila bay. But

the German ambassador at Washing-
ton, on the 28th, requested the Amer-
ican government to undertake the
protection of German subjects in the
Philippines, explaining that it might
be necessary to withdraw the Kaiserin
Augusta. Another guess related to a
meeting, on the 24th, of foreign con-
suls at Manila, from which the Brit-
ish consul—possibly on account of
British friendship to .the United
States—was absent. Dewey’s present
strength is 22 warships, with 3,359
sailors and 304 marines.

¢

A formal declaration of policy re-
garding the Philippine question was
adopted in caucus on the 27th by the
democratic members of the lower
house of congress. It was in full as
follows:

We hold that the constitution of the
United States was ordained and estab-
lished for an intelligent, liberty-loving
and self-governing people, and cannot
be successfully applied to a people of
different virtues and conditions. We
therefore hold that a colonial policy is
contrary to the theory of our govern-
ment and subversive of those principles
of civil liberty which we have been
taught to cherish. We believe with the
declaration of independence that all
governments derive their just powers
from the consent of the governed, and
we are unalterably opposed to the es-
tablishment of any government by the
United States without the consent of
the people to be governed, and in con-
formity with these principles we in-
struct the minority members of the
foreign affairs committeee tointroduce
and urge the following resolution:

Resolved, That the United States hereby
disclaim any disposition or intention_to
exercise permanent sovereignty, jurisdic-
tion or control over the Phili pfne islands,
and assert their determination, when an
independent government shall have been
erected thereln, to transfer to said gov-
ernment upon terms which shall be rea-
sonable and just all rights secured under
the cession by Spain, and thereupon ta
leave the government and control of the
islands to their people.

We, the democratic members of the
house of representatives, in caucus as-
sembled, commend the signal loyalty
and valor of our soldiers and sailors in
the performance of every military duty
to which they have been assigned by
proper authority, however much we
may deplore the policy of the adminis-
tration now directing their move-
ments; and we pledge to them our
hearty support and sympathy under all
circumstances wherever engaged.

- The American standing army bill
has been passed by both houses of
congress. Before its passage, how-
ever, it had been divested by the sen-
ate of the feature of permanency.
As the bill originally passed the house
it required the president to enlarge

the regular army permanently to 50,-
000 men, and authorized him in his
discretion to increase their number
to 100,000. In the senate an amend-
ment was added limiting the duration
of the bill to July, 1901, when the
army is to be reduced to the old num-
ber of about 25,000 men. The amend-
ed bill passed the senate by a vote of.
55 to 13; and the lower house adopted
it on the 1st by a vote of 203 to 32.
Democrats very generally supported
the bill as amended, on the ground
that if this temporary measure were
defeated an extra session of congress.
would be called and a large standing;
army be established permanently.

Russia’s policy of expansion with
reference to Finland is apparently
about to culminate in the obliteration
of the autonomy of that country and
its complete absorption by Russia.
Finland is now an autonomous de-
pendency of Russia. Itextends from
the Gulf of Finland almost to the
Arctic ocean, and is bounded on the
west by Sweden and the Gulf of Both-
nia, on the north by Norway, and on
the east by Russia proper. In length
it exceeds 750 miles, and in breadth
185, its area being 144,255 square
miles. The population of Finland in
1897 was 2,483,249. Its factories,
which in 1894 numbered 6,963, large |
and small, employed 58,233 hands,
and yielded an annual product of
$33,000,000. There were then in the
country 68,670 small farmers. Fin-
land’s imports in 1896 amounted to
$43,150,000 and her exports to $39,-
750,000. In 1895 there were 694 post
offices, the profits of which were $47,-
993; and 153 savings banks reported
85,915 depositors with deposits aggre-
gating $11,143,400. The educational
institutions of Finland are a univer-
sity, a polytechnic school, and a va-
riety of other schools, including
places for instruction in navigation,
commerce, and agriculture, as well as
lyceums and private schools. Out of
470,382 children of school age—7 to
16 years—in 1896, only 21,523 re-
ceived no education. The university
is located at Helsingfors. It was at-
tended in 1896 by 2,010 students, of
whom 158 were women; and its di-
plomas are respected in the educa-
tional circles of the world. The peo-
ple of Finland are of Turanian origin.
They are the only Turanian remnant
in Europe with a distinct nationality,
unless the Magyars and the Turks be
excepted—the Lapps having always
been nomadic, and the Basques of
Spain having long since lost distinet-
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ive national character. Swedish is
the language of the aristocracy of Fin-
land, but the Finns have a distinet lan-
guage and literature of their own.

Politically, Finland is a grand
duchy, the czar of Russia being the
grand duke. The country came un-
der; the general control of Sweden in
the twelfth century, retaining, how-
ever, rights of local government. For
a long time prior to the early part
of the present century it was a battle-
field for the wars between Sweden and
Russia; but in 1809, by the treaty of
Frederickshamn, Sweden ceded to
Russia so much of Finland as Russia
had not already wrenched from her.
Immediately afterward, in 1810, the
czar was constrained to make consti-
" tutional gurantees to Finland of its
ancient autonomous rights, among
other things exempting the Finnish
army from service outside of Finland,
and setting up a local parliament.
These constitutional rights have been
confirmed from time to time by suc-
ceeding czars. The parliament of Fin-
land consists of four chambers—no-
bles, clergy, burghers and peasants.
It is empowered to discuseall schemes
of laws proposed by the czar, as grand
duke, and no changes can be made in
the constitution, nor any new taxes be
levied, without the assent of all four
chambers. We may see, therefore,
that, limited though it be, the self-
governing power of Finland is en-
viable as compared with the absolut-
ism of Russia.

Russia has long been intent upon
withdrawing this self-governing pow-
er from Finland and wiping out both
the form and the substance of Fin-
nish nationality. That intention has
been especially marked ever since the
parliament, or landtag, of Finland has
been convened in its present session.
At first Russia’s demands were for
the assignment of Finnish troops to
serve outside of Finland, under Rus-
sian generals. This aroused suspicion
and intensified the anti-Russian feel-
ing. To allay that, the czar transmit-
ted to the parliament a conciliatory
message. He insisted, nevertheless,
that the Finnish army be Russianized.
Quickly following that message, and
in the latter part of January of the
present year, the czar made his hostile
intentions still more apparent. He
transmitted to the parliament propo-
sitions for making Russian the official
and school language of Finland. The
change was to be observed at once by
the senate, the administrative author-

—‘.

ity in Finland, and by the judges with-
in five years. Finally, about the mid-
dle of February, an imperial mani-
festo was published by the czar, de-
priving the Finnish parliament alto-
gether of its constitutional right to
discuss schemes of laws proposed by
the czar.

Meantime Russia maintains a strict
censorship of the press, all criticisms
of the proposed aggressions being for-
bidden. But reports from Stockholm,
Sweden, show that the people of Hel-
singfors are convulsed by the evident
intentions of the czar. And a depu-
tation of the Finnish parliament was
sent in February to Petersburg to
protest in person to the czar against
his manifest abrogation of Finland’s
constitution. News of the disagree-
able reception of this deputation
reached Stockholm on the 24th. An
audience with the czar was positively
refused.

The czar’s evident purposes regard-
ing Finland are noticed with great
concern in Norway and Sweden. Nat-
urally so, for upon the subjugation of
Finland by Russia, the Scandinavian
border would be exposed to the Rus-
sian frontier. The press of Norway
and Sweden, therefore, urges the
immediate dropping of all quarrels
between the two countries, for the
purpose of presenting a united front
to Russia. The quarrels between Nor-
way and Sweden grow out of their pe-
culiar union. The two countries are
distinet nations, except as to the
power of declaring war and making
peace. This power is a joint affair
and is vested in the one king who is
common to both nations. In declar-
ing war and making peace he acts for
the two jointly. But in the exercise
of all other functions, he acts for each
nation separately; for Norway in Nor-
wegian affairs, and for Sweden in
Swedish affairs. When the union
took place, however, Norway had
been obliged to accept if not to seek
that relation, and consequently,
though the two countries are nom-
inally equal, Sweden has always main-
tained an attitude of paternal superi-
ority. This has been all the more
natural because the common king is
primarily the king of Sweden. Still,
until 1885 there was no serious diffi-
culty. But in that year Swenden with-
drew to a great extent from the
king the administration of Swed-
ish foreign affairs, and gave over
that function toa Swedish min-

ister responsible only to the
Swedish parliament or riksdag.
Norway has therefore demanded
also a separate minister of for-
eign affairs, but the king has
vetoed the demand. Consequently
Norwegian foreign affairs are con-
trolled by the king, while Swedish
foreign affairs are controlled by the
Swedish parliament. This disturbs
the equality of the two countries, and
by that disturbance a great deal of
friction is caused. Norway complains,
for instance, that under existing con-
ditions Sweden monopolizes the whole
consular service. A superficial mani-
festation of the feeling between the
two countries is the adoption by the
Norwegian parliament, or storthing,
of a distinct flag for her merchant ma-
rine. It eliminates the union symbol
of the Norway-Sweden flag. The
Norwegian storthing had twice before
made this change—in 1893 and again
in 1896—but the king each time
vetoed the bill. Having now been
passed for the third time, each time
by a newly-elected storthing, the bill
becomes a law, notwithstanding the
king’s third veto. At the sessions of
the Swedish riksdag during the past
winter, speeches against the action
of the Norwegian storthing, as to the
flag, have been very bitter. The dif-
ficulty between Norway and Sweden
is manifested also in Norway’s resist-
ed claim to the right to maintain an
army of her own, for which the
storthing has voted a large sum of
money. The two countries have for
a considerable time been upon the
verge of civil war.

The expectations in Paris, noted in
our report of last week, of an out-
break on the occasion of the late Pres-
ident Faure’s funeral, were disap-
pointed. The event passed off on the
23d quietly. An attempt to create
disturbance was made by three mem-
bers of the chamber of deputies—Paul
Deroulede, Marcel-Habert and La-
cien Millevoye. Both were arrested;
but the latter was discharged the
next day, he having merely opposed
the police in preserving order. De-
roulede and Marcel-Habert were held,
and the chamber of deputies stﬁfend-
ed their parliamentary privileges,
leaving them to the courts for trial
They were charged with attempting
to lead troops into a revolutionary
movement for the purpose of re-
placing a parliamentary republic by
a plebiscite republic. Since the Faure
funeral a large quantity of documents
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incriminating the monarchist party
have been seized, and several mon-
archists have been arrested..

Two weeks ago, in connection with
French affairs, we told of the passage
by the chamber of deputies of a min-
isterial bill to regulate the Dreyfus
revision. It would require the ques-
tion of revision to be paseed upon by
the whole court of cassation, instead
of the criminal branch; and in the
event of a revision being ordered,
would send Dreyfus for his new trial
again to a court-martial. The senate
has now taken action on this bill. On
the 28th it adopted the principle of
the bill by a vote of 155t0 125, and on
the 1st passed the bill itself by 158 to
131.

In Spain the cortes have been acri-
moniously debating the American
{))eace treaty and collateral questions,

ut on the 1st proceedings were
stopped by the resignation of the Sa-
gasta ministry. The ministry de-
cided to resign because they believed
that the vote in the cortes on the
question of ceding the Philippines to
tge United States would go against
them.

The civil war in Nicaragua, the out-
break of which we reported two weeks
ago, has collapsed. On the 26th the
British and American naval com-
manders at Bluefields guaranteed that
the revolutionists would disarm if the
established government would guar-
antee their lives and property and
maintain order at Bluefields. The
leader of the rebellion, Gen. Reyes,
had sought refuge at the-British con-
sulate at Bluefields, and announced
his willingness to surrender without
further resistance.

A copy of the papal letter men-
tioned last week as having been brief-
1y reported by cable, was published on
the 23d in the United States. It re-
lates to the “Life of Isaac Thomas
Hecker,” written by Father Elliott,
“especially as interpreted and trans-
mitted in a foreign language,” the
French; and it condemns certain
views described and commented upon
in the letter at length, which “in their
collective sense are called ‘American-
isms.’” Archbishop Ireland, whose
name is identified with what is col-
loquially referred to as the American
movement in the Catholic church,
wrote a letter to the pope on the 24th,

’-.

in which he expressed his hearty

agreement with the papal letter, say- I G

ing that— .

they are enemies of the church in
America and false interpreters of the
faith who imagine there exists or who
desire to establish in the United States
a church differing a single jpta from
the holy universal church, recognized
by other nations as the only church
Rome itself recognizes or can recognize
as the infallible guardian of the revela-
tion of Jesus Christ.

NEWS NOTES.

—Senor Cuestas has been elected
president of Uruguay.

—Baron Reuter died on the 25th at
Nice. He was the founder of the world-
famed Reuter news collection agency.

—Ex-Secretary Day has been ap-
pointed by the president as the United
States circuit judge for the Sixth cir-
cuit.

—Prof. Herron’s Sunday night and
Monday noon: lectures at the Chicago
Central Music Hall are attended by in-
treasing audiences.

—A conference of negroes was held
at Tuskegee, Ala., on the 23d, for the
purpose of discussing the relation be-
tween whites and negroes in the south.

—Baron Herschell, British member of
the Canadian-American commission
which has recently adjourned until
next August, died at Washington on the
1st.

—The state of Illinois chooses a stat-
ue of Frances E. Willard as one of the
two statues it is invited by congress to
place in the capitol rotunda at Wash-
ington.

—The senate of Colorado on the 18th
killed the bill against department
stores. Anti-monopoly senators voted
against the bill as an unwarranted in-
terference with free competition.

—The second of ex-Gov. Altgeld’s
Chicago mayoralty campaign speeches
was made on the North side on the
24th before an immense audience over
which Edward Osgood Brown presided.

—The Fairhope Industrial associa-
tion, which controls a cooperative col-
ony at Fairhope, Ala., publishes its
fourth annual report, which shows it
to be in a satisfactory-financial condi-
tion.

—Senator Quay’s trial for embezzle-
ment, which was to have begun on the
27th, was adjourned until April 10, at
the request of the prosecuting offi-
cer. The reasons have not been di-
vulged.

—A large single tax mass meeting
was held on the 22d, at Tremont Tem-
ple, Boston. It was presided over'by
William Lloyd Garrison, and the speak-
ers were Thomas G. Shearman and Tom

L. Johnson.

—The presidenthasappointed Senator
iray, of Delaware, the democratic mem-
ber of the Paris peace commission, to
the judgeship of the newly created cir-
cuit, which comprises Pennsylvania,
New Jersey and Delaware. :

—A syndicate has purchased the Chi-
cago & Alton railroad. The syndicate
represents controlling interests in the
Baltimore & Ohio, the Missouri Pa-
cifie, the Union Pacific and the Missouri,
Kansas & Texas systems. The price
was $74,505,675.

IN OONGRESS.

This report is an abstract of the Con-
gressional Record, and closes with the last
issue of that publication at hand upon go-
ing to press.

Senate.
February 21 to 25, 1899.

The joint resolution passed by the
house on the 9th relative to revenue
stamps in cases of instruments accom-
panied by other instruments by way of
security, was adopted by the senate
on the 21st, with an amendment; and
thereupon consideration of the post
office appropriation bll was resumed
and the bill with amendments passed.
The army reorganization bill was then
again brought up, but not disposed of.
On the 22d Washington’s farewell ad-
dress was read in celebration of the
day, dnd memorial addresses on the late
Senator Morrill were delivered. Both
the river and harbor appropriation bill
and the Alaska code bill were taken up
on the 23d. On the 24th consideration
of the river and harbor bill and also of
the army reorganization bill was re-
sumed. The river and harbor bill,
with amendments, was passed; among
the amendments being a clause provid-
ing for the comstruction of the Nica-
ragua canal. No disposition was made
of the army reorganization bill, and on
the 25th its consideration was re-
sumed.

House.

The Naval appropriation bill was
further considered on the 21st; and
Washington’s birthday was celebrated
on the 22d by the reading of Washing-
ton's farewell address, after which the
report of the conferees with the senate
on the legislative appropriation bill
was adopted. Consideration of the na-
val appropriation bill was then re-
sumed, but was suspended to make
way for the delivery of memorial
speeches on the late Senator Morrill.
Its consideration was again resumedon
the 23d, when the bill was passed. The
army appropriation bill was taken up
on the 24th, and its consideration con-
tinued on the 25th until the business
was suspended for memorial speeches
on the late Senator Walthall and Rep-
resentative Love.

It is as much a theft to steal with a
long head as with a long arm.
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TO HENRY GEORGE.
A Tribute.
For The Public.

Come, ‘“House of Want,” where life is

guest of death,
Come ye whose living has been tragedy,
Our time is come to bear him flower and

wreath,
And treasure memories fragrant of his life,
That he may dwell with us as sacred story.

And Mother Earth will join the unison,

For when men said that she was old and
hoary

And had not food for every one,

He said her breasts had milk for all,

80 she too loves him for the filial story.

And they who know that man’s despairing
night .

‘Will break ere long into a day of glory,

And they who see its coming light

From mountains that are nigh God’s sanc-
tuary,

These all will come to tell our Prophet’s

story.
SAMUEL 8. MARSH.

NOT CENTRALIZATION, BUT UNI-
FICATION.

No centralization is good except a
centralization of function. We some-
times make a great mistake because
we say that centralization is the order
of the day. Unification, may be the
order of the day, but not centralizgtion.
The centralization of wealth has never
taken place in human history without
the absolute destruction of the civ-
ilization in which it took place. Now,
mark you—the more property is cen-
tralized in any municipality, thestrong-
er and more necessary the police force
will be. Policemen and police systems
exist, not to protect men, but to pro-
tect property. The legions of -the
Caesars existed not to protect men,
but to police the plunder of the Roman
politicians. The standing army that is
called for in America to-day is called
for—as we everyone of us know—to po-
lice our vested interests.—Prof. George
D. Herron, in Chicago, Feb. 27.

WILL FRANCE ADMIT WOMEN TO
THE BAR?

M. Trouillot, ex-minister of the col
onies, and advocate by profession, is the
president of the parliamentary com-
mittee appointed to examine the claims
of the lady lawyers who want to be
allowed authorization to plead in courts
of justice. The ex-minister and his col-
leagues on the committee are thor-
oughly in favor of the admission of
women to the bar. They do not see
why a lady advocate should be pre-
vented from practicing her profession,
since there are women who have been
empowered to heal the sick or to act
as professors and teachers after they
have passed stiff examinations and ob-

tained high degrees in arts and sci-
ences. Accordingly, Mlle. Jeanne Chau-
vin and those who, like her, are clever
and studious enough to wade through
the pandects and the codes in order to
obtain degrees and honors from the
faculty of law are now gradually ad-
vancing toward their desired goal. The
big-wigs of the Palais de Justice, ani-
mated by professional motives, may
be against them, but they have a strong
backing among the legislators, and can
include on the list of their, champions
the names of influential politicians like
M. Leon Bourgeois, M. Deschanel (pres-
ident of the chamber of deputies), M.
Poincarre, and others who have held
high offices in the state, and are el-
igible or available for important ad-
ministrative posts in the future.—Paris
Cor. of London Telegraph.

ENGLAND IN 1776:
~ 1899.

England in 1776 was trying to sub-
jugate a people who were contending
for rights of self-government. But
there was no lack of protest from some
of her noblest sons. The duke of Rich-
mond hoped the Americans might suc-
ceed. Fox spoke of Gen. Howe’s first
victory as the ‘“terrible news from
Long Island.” The whigs habitually
alluded to Washington’s army as “our
army.” Burke declared he would rath-
er be a prisoner in the Tower than en-
joy liberty in company with those who
were seeking to enslave America. The
whigs discouraged enlistments. Lord
Chatham withdrew his eldest son from
the army. As late as 1778 Chatham
would have withdrawn every British
soldier from our soil. We Americans
are apt not to remember these things.
We have especial need to remember
them at the present time. Awmerica in
1899 is in England’s place; it now is
trying to subjugate a people who are

AMERICA IN

contending for rights of self-govern-

ment. England had a semblance of
right, for the colonists were her chil-
dren. But the Filipinos are not our
children. We have not even liberated
them; we have only given them a new
master. England disregarded the
rights of Englishmen; we disregard the
rights of man, which we have hitherto
professed to defend. Burke urged that
an Englishman was the unfittest per-
son on earth to argue another English-
man into slavery. An American is the
unfittest person on earth to argue an-
other man’ into slavery. We can only
hold a people against their consent
as we turn the declaration of independ-
ence to the wall. I hope America will
not succeed. I should rather be a
“traitor,” like Burke, than a supporter

of the dastardly business now going on
—or even be silent under it, as so many
are.—Rev. William M. Salter, before the
Ethical Culture Society of Chicago,
February 26, as reported in the Chicago
Record.

WHAT OUR SOLDIERS IN MANILA
THINK OF THE PHILIPPINE
QUESTION.

In a letter received February 20 from
Mrs. Reeve, wife of Gen. C. McC. Reeve,
who is with her husband at Manila, she
refers with evident anxiety to the
threatened outbreak of hostilities be-
tween the American troops and the Fili-
pinos. The letter was written the day
following Aguinaldo’s proclamation.

Says Mrs. Reeve:

“There has been a council of war.
LGreat numbers of the Spaniards are
coming into the walled city, while the
insurgents are leaving. It is really
funny, they are so frightened. Our
soldiers are in their quarters and all
the guards have been doubled. Car-
riages are rushing in all directions, and
everywhere there is an air of illy sup-
pressed excitement. .

“As I have already said, the insur-
gents are leaving the city as fast as
they can get away, and are taking their
families with them. This is very sig-
nificant, and can only mean that they
are going to attack us. No one wants
to fight these people, who ask only for
their liberty. They should have it.
None of the officers or men here are
in a position to say anything regarding
the president’s course, but everyone
knows that Aguinaldo was furious at
the nothings contained in the presi-
dent’s message, and that he has issued
a response which augurs ill for the
maintenance of peace here. Our men
will fight the Filipinos with a very dif-
ferent grace than they employed
against the Spaniards, although they
will, of course, obey orders, even
though their hearts are not in the
cause. '

“The leaders of the insurgents are
men of education and ability. Since
they went into Iloilo without disorder
and immediately settled down to good
government and humane care of their
prisoners, it looks to us, here on the
scene, as though they were fully cap-
able of taking care of themselves.

“When the people of the United
States know that these natives do not
want us, and that the army is very
much opposed to occupying this place
fit only for the ‘Indians’ now here, we
trust that the president will decide to
let the Filipinos take care of them-
selves. Out here we are not expansion-
ists. We know too much about the
country, the people and the climate.”—
Minneapolis Times of Feb. 21.
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JUST GOVERNMENT IS OF GOD.
“For forms of government let fools contest;
Whate'er is bes{ administered is best.”
—~Pope.

Nay, charming Pope, whose strains like
music swell,

Entrance the ear and charm the sense as
well,

‘Whose genius taught the Muse substantial
speech,

And sped Philosophy on wings to teach—

Nay, Government is not a thing of chance,

A scheme of England, or device of France,

A human scheme, no ordered part to flll,

But formed and functioned howsoe’er we
will;—

Nay, genial Pope, the Architect of Man

Left not that work an incompleted plan,

But made of human needs the guide and
chart

To common council and the public part.

In savage state let village life attest

The social instinct in the savage breast,

And in the needs of village life, behold

The Public Part, called government, unfold.

When Trade, the civilizer, came to earth,

She called for streets, and Government had
birth;

(For who should make the streets for
which she yearned?

And who the highways build, save All Con-
cerned?)

Council was held at the behest of Trade;

Courts were suggested when decrees were

made.

Thus Government took form; but from
that day,

Greed-blinded knaves have led the world
astray,

And still like vultures on the public prey.
L L ] * * ] *

In vain kind Nature hears her children cry;
They spurn her guidance, struggle, starve
and die.

Man's needs are such, and such are Man’s
desires,

They lead and prompt as Order's Law re-
quires;

But Self perverts what God through Na-
ture planned—

Nature, whose ways the child can under-
stand.

'Tis Nature’'s self that leads the child in-
tent

On fullest measure for the penny spent.

In every purchase it is plain to see

God’s wisdom guiding human industry.

The greatest bargains catching every eye,

Lead to the source of Nature’s best supply.

This is the Law yon statesman, “Labor’'s
friend,”

‘Wiser than God, professes to amend!

Those forms of government whose rule de-
crees

‘Woe, want and misery, are deformities;

The ‘“best administered” cannot be best,

Unless it on Eternal Justice rest;

Best government is surely unattained,

Short of the order which is God-Ordained.

The form evolved with social needs en-
twined—

That form, called government, i8 God-De-
signed.

This simple truth let Nature wide pro-
claim:

The public realm is everywhere the same.

Each public part, performed aright, ’tis

‘clear,
Just governments one common form must
bear.
ROBERT CUMMING.
Peoria, Ill.

‘were conquered by the climate.

A CASE IN POINT.

It seems to be assured that if we have
e struggle with the Filipinos the great
power of this country will make it a
trifling affair. It might be well for
those who think s0 to recall a bit of the
history of Sento Domingo, as told by
Hazard and by Thiers.

In 1793 the English invaded the is-
land. They abandoned it in 1798, after
expending in the invasion $100,000,000
and 45,000 lives. In February, 1802, 22,-
000 French veteran troops, sent by Na-
poleon, landed there. They met with
a feeble resistance, and were soon in
control of nearly the whole island. They
In
the autumn of 1802 Napoleon sent 10,-
000 more troops, making 32,000 in all.
Three-quarters of the French army per-
ished, and the remnant abandoned the
island in 1803.

When Napoleon contemplated send-
ing these troops, if any person had
suggested to him that it was beyond his
power to subdue Santo Domingo, the
reception which the adviser would have
met with can easily be imagined; and
I will not offend the bumptiousness of
our people by insinuating that they
lack power to do anything in the heav-
ens above or the earth below or the
waters under the earth. But when
we see that the strongest naval power
in the world, and the strongest mil-
itary power in the world, attempted in
turn to subdue Santo Domingo, and
gave it up, after enormous expense and
loss of life, the possibilities of our hav-
ing & similar experience in the Phil-
ippines cannot be denied.

If a collision with the natives, or a
portion of -them, should unfortunately
occur, our problem may become a more
difficult one than the S8anto Domingo
one. Both climates are tropical and
dangerous to unacclimated troops. But
the Philippines are four times as large
as Santo Domingo in area and popula-
tion; and neither England nor France
had to contend with the jealousy of
powerful nations which could easily
supply the insurgent army with arms,
ammunition and food to keep up a
guerilla warfare for years.

Is it worthy of a sensible and busi-
ness-like people to pursue an enterprise
involving hazy chances of profit, a cer-
tainty of enormous eest, and a possi-
bility of humiliating failure?

I know it would be said that we are
committed to it and cannot let go now,
but this argument is fallacious. Where
there is a will there is a way, and if
our people and our government were
unanimous in the desire to withdraw
from the Philippines a way to do so

wo'uld surely be found.—Francis H.

Peabody, in Boston Transcript.

THE ONE PRISON IN ICELAND.
For The Public.

The item which has been going the
rounds of the press, and which ap-
peared in The Public of Februsry 11,
entitled “No Prison in Iceland,” does
not state the facts quite correctly.

As the penal code, based upon Roman
law, and the industrial situation in Ice-
land are much as they are in other
Scandinavian and Germanic countries,
the social student will properly con-
clude that human nature there is also
not different. While it is true that
there are some gratifying aspects of
the situation in Iceland, the situation
itself does not differ. It is true that
“such defenses to property as locks,
bolts and bars” are hardly required
anywhere in Iceland. That there are
no police required would not be con-
cluded by one who knows that there
are also people from other countries
there.

The prison is in Reykjavik, the capi-
tal of Iceland. The present, and vir-
tually the first, jail in Iceland, a sub-
stantial, two-story structure of stone,
was built about 25 years ago. Itis jail
and penitentiary both. It is also the
town hall of Reykjavik, and was for
many years used for a house of parlia-
meht, that is, for the meeting place
of the national legislature, which has
now-€rected a separate building.

The management of this Iceland
prison deserves special description.
There is hardly, I think, a penitentiary
in the world where prisoners receive
more humane treatment. With the ex-
ception of being deprived of their free-
dom, many of the prisoners are better
provided for in jail than out of it, to
which some of them have confessed.
Here they get all the food, clothing
and warmth necessary to keep them in
comfort; they are not hard worked,
and receive a premium for anything
they may do over a day’s work.

The laws of the country are not so
much to be thanked for this as the good
management of the keeper of the peni-
tentiary, who has had that position
since its establishment. Never has
there been heard a single complaint of
bad treatment of prisoners in the peni-
tentiary of Iceland.

The moral sentiment of the people
may also have something to do with it.
A little insight into that may be
gleaned from the following stanza, by
a favorite clergyman-poet of Iceland,
the English rendering of which is of
course defective:

In erring man ’tis easy finding flaws,
His errors to condemn, but slight their
cause; '
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For fools see not the proofs that are not
displayed,

And blame the tree, but not the roots de-
cayed.

From this, howe'er, the friend of truth re-
frajns;

He overlooks an individual’s stains,

And never strikes with might a withered
bloom;

But national sin will get its dreadful

doom.
AN ICELANDER.

PURPOSE IS DESTINY.

‘The people have not voted for imper-
jalism; no naetional convention has de-
clared for it; no congress has passed
upon it. To whom, then, has the fu-
ture been revealed? Whence this voice
of authority? We can all prophecy,
but our prophecies are merely guesses,
colored by our hopes and our surround-
ings. Man’s opinion of what is to be
is half wish and half environment.
Avarice paints destiny with a dollar
mark before it, militarism equips it
with a sword.

He is the best prophet who, recog-
nizing the omnipotence of truth, com-
prehends most clearly the great forces
which are working out the progress,
not of one party, not of one nation,
but of the human race. History is re-
plete with predictions which once were
the hue of destiny, but which failed of
fulfillment because those who uttered
them saw too small an arc of the circle
of events. . . ..

The ancient doctrine of imperialism,
banished from our land more than a
century ago, has recrossed the Atlan-
tic and challenged democracy to mortal
ocombat upon American soil. Whether
the Spanish war shall be known. in
history as a war for liberty or as a war
of conquest; whether the principles of
self-government shall be strengthened
or abandoned; whether this nationshall
remain a homogeneous republic or be-
come a heterogeneous empire—these
questions must be answered by the
American people—when they speak,
and not until then will destiny be re-
vealed.

Destiny is not a matter of chance;
it is @ matter of choice; it is not &
thing to be waited for; it is a thing to
be achieved.

No one can see the end from the be-
ginning, but every one can make his
course an honorable one from begin-
ning to end by adhering to the right
under all circumstances. Whether a
man steals much or little may depend
upon his opportunities, but whether he
steals at all depends upon his own
volition.

So with our nation. I} we embark
upon a career of conquest, no one can
tell how many islands we may be able
to seize, or how many races we may be

able to subjugate; neither can anyone
estimate. the cost, immediate and re-
mote, to the nation’s purse and to the
nation’s character; but whether we
shall enter upon such a career is a
question which the people have a right
to decide for themselves.

Unexpected events may retard or ad-
vance the nation’s gro@vth, but the na-
tion’s purpose determines its destiny.

What is the nation’s purpose? That
purpose is set forth clearly and un-
mistakably in the first sentence of the
constitution: ‘“We, the people of the
United States, in order to form a more
perfect union, establish justice, insure
domestic tranquillity, provide for the
common defense, promote the general
welfare, and secure the blessings of lib-
erty to ourselves and to our posterity,
do ordein and establish this counstitu-
tion for the United States of America.”
—William J. Bryan, Washington, D. C.,
Ftbruary 22.

JAPANESE FARMERS.

So much has been said recently of the
industrial development of this country
that one is apt to take us as an indus-
trial nation. The fact is, we are essen-
tially an agricultural country, having
70 per cent. of our people in pursuit of
agriculture.

As yet, the farming industry in this
country is largely carried on by peasant
proprietors, and the land is quite even-
ly distributed among them. It is offi-
cially estimated that 56 per cent. of the
whole farming population are those
who own land of less than two acres
each, 29 per cent. are those who own be-
tween two and three and one-half acres
each, and the remaining 15 per cent.
are those who own over three and one-
half acres each. Although industrial
development and social progress is
slowly but irresistibly forcing usto the
era of landlordism, only 26 per cent. of
the farming population are cultivating
on tenancy at present.

As a rule, life conditions prevalent
among peasant proprietors as well as
tenant farmers, represent the lowest
type of Japanese life. For our present
purpose, we select one typical case from
the province of Owari, one of the fer-
tile districts in this country. The fam-
ily under our observation consists of
five members—husband, wife, parent
and two children, one of whom is old
enough to assist his parents in the
fleld. This family cultivates, on a ten-
ancy, one and a half acres of rice fleld
and one acre of dry field, both of good
fertility and capable of yielding two
crops in a year. The rice field yields
on an average 60 bushels. Seventy per
cent. of the yield is given in kind or

in cash, according to the market value
at the time, to the land owners as rent.
In other localities this percentage
varies, but in no case does it amount
higher than 75 per cent. or lower than
60 per cent.

The {farmer's share, therefore,
amounts to 18 bushels, which, esti-
mated at the ruling price of one dollar
per bushel, will bring $18 as the farm-
er’s income. Besides this, there is an
additional income of $4.50 by disposal
of bundles of straw accrued. This
brings the total amount to $22.50 as the
farmer’s earning from the cultivation
of rice.

The winter crop, for which no rentis
paid—or, rather, is paid in advance by
the rice crop—is a source of far more
important income to the farmer. Itis
the general practice among farmers in-
habiting the districts in question to
lay out rice plots, drained of water, of
course, for the cultivation of rape-seed
plants. The yield of the farmer by this
means comes to about 41 bushels, and
estimated at the rate of 61 cents per
bushel, it represents an income of $25.
The stalks are not valueless. They
fetch about $1.50 for the whole area.
Thus, the winter crop of the farmer
brings to the pocket of the farmer a
sum of $26.50 as his net earnings.

[The writer then enumerates the crops
raised as the dry fleld spoken of above.
First is barley, valued at $24, of which
$14 goes as rent for the fleld. From the
stalk the farmer gets $1.50. From the
various summer crops planted after the
barley has been harvested he obtains
$30.75, a total income of $91.25. The
article continues:]

On examining the living expenses of
the farmer’s family, we find that owing
to the higher cost of rice, they subsist
on rice evenly mixed with barley. Fish,
which is one of the common foods with
other classes of our countrymen, is a
thing of luxury for them, and they par-
take of it on the occasion of village fes-
tivals only. The chief item of food is
mixed rice, which coste for the wihole
family $3 per month. For fuel 90
cents is spent, for clothing 45 cents, for
repair of furniture and tools 45 cents,
and other expenses, including public
burdens, foot up to $1.25 monthly. The
whole expenditure thus comes to $6.05
per month, or $72.60 per year. To this,
the outlay on account of manure,
emounting to $15 per year, must be
added, and there remains $3.65 to be ex-
pended for incidental purposes.

Turning our attention to peasaunt pro-
prietors, we observe no marked differ
erce in their life conditions in compar-
ison with tenant farmers. True, they
are not liable to give up the greatest
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part of their income to landowners, but
instead they are heavily taxed by na-
tonal and local governments. The na-
tional tax on land amounts to about $3
per acre, and local tax comes to about
86 per acre. Thus, supposing the ten-
ant farmer we have above depicted as
owning the land, we will find his yearly
income is added to by $56, or his total
income will amount to $147.45. Deduct
from this the national and local taxes,
aggregating $27.50, and there remains
in the hands of the supposed peasant
proprietor a sum of $119.75 for his living
expenses, or $28.50 more than that of
the tenant farmer. It isquite apparent
that this small additional income is in-
sufficient to materially improve the life
conditions of peasant proprietors.—
From an article in The Coast Seamen’s
Journal, by Fusataro Takana, of Tokyo,
Japan, as republished in Justice, of Wil-
mington, Del.

COMMENT OF “JUSTICE"
FOREGOING.

Small as the difference in favor of the
peasant proprietor appears, it is as $2.90
a week for him against $1.75 a week for
the tenant. The landowner takes as
rent nearly 40 per cent. of the tenant’s
earnings, nearly as much as Delaware
landlords, but pays more taxes. It will
be noticed that the tax is apparently
levied on the area of land, and bears
heavily on the working farmer who
owns hig land. It should also be re-
raembered that landlordism is a mod-
ern institution in Japan, and that 20
Yrars ago there was a vast amount of
free land open to the people, now most-
ly fenced in for speculation.

ON THE

GEN. EMILIO AGUINALDO.

Extracts from an article with the above
title, by Edwin Wildman, United States
vice-consul-general at Hong-Kong. Pub-
lished in Harper's Weekly of February 25.

In the nineteenth century there has
not been a more unique figure among
the native races of the earth than this
Tagalo patriot—or rebel; call him what
you will. Philosophers call silent men
wise; superficial people call them ig-
norant. Aguinaldo is wise among his
people, ignorant among lluropeans. A
man must be judged by his environ-
ments, his compatriots, hisrace. Agui-
naldo is not a Napoleon nor a Washing-
ton; neither is he a Tecumseh or a Sit~
ting Bull. HeisAguinaldo,and his name
stands for no metaphor. He has the
astuteness of his race, the fearless brav-
ery of the savage warrior, the sphinx-
like imperturbability of the Indian, the
straightforwardness of childhood, and
the innate sense of justice that char-
acterizes all aboriginal races. It may
be premature to sum up a man’s char-
acter while his career is at the zenith.

Some trick of circumstance or expedi-
ency may shift the kaleidoscope, for
no man cén stand under the microscope
of the historian until the last page of
evidence has been turned in; but Agui-
naldo, as he is to-day, commands the
consideration and respect of all who
have taken the trouble to study his
character and watch the trend of events
of whieh he is the central figure.

That he loves pomp and opera-bouffe,
ludicrous though it seems to the Euro-
pean, cannot condemn him to the showy
nobility of the kingdom that taught
his people to reverence gold braid and
plumed cockades, nor to the gaudy
monarchies of the old world, nor to our
own bemedaled, brass-buttoned and
gold-chevroned army and navy. Agui-
naldo is but a feeble imitator of a civili-
zation a thousand years his senior.
The cost of all the insignias of his 300
officers would not equal the expendi-
ture for the full-dress regalia I have
seen worn by the English colonial gov-
ernor at Hong-Kong. His much-adver-
tised gold collar pales into insignifl-
cance in comparison with the ones worn
by the British dignitary.

Aguinaldo takes himself seriously.
It is a primitive old-fashioned idea, and
never fails to arouse the amused smile
of a foreigner. If we set that same
representative of a higher civilization
down in the presence of the Tagalo
chieftain at Malolos headquarters, the
smile will vanish from his face, and he
will begin to ask himself why he feels
ashamed at his thoughts.

Aguinaldo holds his councils of state,
directs his army of 20,000 or more na-
tives, and lives at Malolos—a quaint
little town made up of nipa huts, a
dozen whitewashed brick structures,
including a great church and convent,
30 miles eastward of Manila in Luzon.
He has appropriated to his use the con-
vent of Malolos; and a half-dozen sol-
diers, and two natives with Mindanao
spears, all doing guard undera Filipino
flag at the convent’s entrance, inform
you of the fact. ’

When I made my visit to Aguinaldo
I was accompanied by a native Filipino
of Manila who stood high among his
people, and when he made known my
desire to meet the general we were ush-
ered through the lines of the well-
worn storied stairs of the old convent
into the council room of the Filipino
governmenit. It struck me as incon-
gruous that there, in the heart of a
palm-enhanced village of bare-placed,
scantily furnigshed native huts, I should
find myself suddenly in a great well-
furnished reception- room, laid with a
handsome French carpet, gorgeously
frescoed and decorated, and hung with

oil paintings, though of native masters,
creditably done; yet I could not help
admiring the attempts to ape European
grandeur. At one end of the council
chamber hangs a life-size portrait of
Aguinaldo, painted, I suspect, by .a
Chinaman. The portrait looks younger
than the general, and does not give a
correct idea of his face, but it serves
to remind the writer that he is in the
hot-bed of insurrection—in the very
home of the little rebel who has fo-
cused the attention of the world.
Along the sides of the room are a num-
ber of skillfully carved miniature im-
ages illustrating various methods of
torture and abuse to which the Fil-
ipinos were subjected by the Spanish
friars in order to extract the secrets
of the masonry which was the pre-
liminary organization that united the
natives of the islands for the purpose
of subverting the Spanish rule. . . . A
pair of red curtains separated the in-
ner sanctum of the commander-in-
chief of the insurgent forces from the
council room. They were deftly held
back by the aid-de-camp as I passed
into the presence of the famous Agui-
neldo. . . . Nothing in the chieftain’s
dress suggested his rank, but a glance
at his serious bronzed countenance
stamped him, in my estimation, as a
leader. His head is laTge, but set well
upon his rather slight body. His bair
is the rich shiny black of the Tagalo,
and is combed pompadour, enhancing
his height somewhat. He was neatly
dressed in a suit of fine pina cloth of
native manufacture, and as he stood
there straight and dignified, one hand
resting on his desk, despite his under-
size and mock-heroic surroundings, he
impressed me as a man capable of all
he had undertaken, and the possessor
of a will and determination equal to
the task set before him, and I made up
my mind then and there that he was
genuine; that his dignity was natural;
that his aim was lofty, and his char-
acter trustful and worthy of being
trusted. True worth shines through
the eyes, will shows itself in the mouth,
ability in the curve of the nose. There
is a look in the faces of men who lead,
men who command, that no student of
character can fail to note. There is
@ something in the make-up of this
little Tagalo that inspires more than
respect — something that commands
without words. I do not think that I
am overestimating Aguinaldo when I
say that he possesses the attributes that
go to make up greatness as it is under-
stood among men. There is something
out of the ordinary in a man, born in
the wilds of an outlying island, uned-
ucated, uncultured, untraveled, who
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possesses the power to inspire men to
heroism and self-sacrifice; who can
muster an army out of men who never
fought but with the knife or the bow
and arrow; who can hold in check the
violent passions of revenge, plunder
and destruction in @ race which has
never kpown anything but cruelty and
oppression from the white man, and
which does not forget that the soil must
be tilled and the crops harvested, and
that there is a God in Heaven who will
listen to the petition of a Tagalo cure
and will reject the mock prayers of a
Franciscan pharisee.

Aguinaldo’s generalship shows itself
in his resolute chin and overshot jaw.
If he were a bull-dog a fancier would
call himv a thoroughbred. In Malolos
the natives told me that Aguinaldo
never slept. While the Filipino takes
his siesta from 12 o’clock until 3:30, the
priest from 12 until 5, Aguinaldo
grapples with the problems of war and
peace. Over a thousand miles of tele-
graph wires (captured from the Span-
ish) terminate at his desk. All partsof
Luzon, and even beyond, are within his
ready reach, and every regiment re-
ceives its orders daily. Heisan enigma
to his people, and to the foreigners
who would probe his thoughts. Among
the natives he is held as a demi-god
who leads a charmed life—even far
back among the hills the yet
untamed Negrito tribes fear his name.
He knows every inch of Filipino
s0il, and can hold the outlying dis-
tricts loyal, for his purpose is never
questioned, and the ethics of right and
wrong are not discussed. His flag flies
over every group of huts, every petty
pueblo, and every junk and barge that
plies the rivers and bays of Luzon, and
it is not a stranger among the south-
ern islands. His people, in the general
acceptance of the word, are Indians;
but they must not be confused with.the
North American product. They are ad-
vanced in the arts of civilization far be-
yond the native races of our own con-
tinent. They are industrious; they
make the soil productive; they under-
stand the method of developing to their
best maturity the pative fruits, the
cocoanut, the betel-nut, the banana,
the mango, and even raising potatoes
and apples of an inferior quality. They
build substantial houses; they make
and mix paints; they carve in wood;
they work in iron; they make skillful
machinists, good mill-hands, barbers,
servants and day laborers, and they
worship God. They respect morality;
they love their homes and their chil-
dren. They make successful mer-
chants, scholars, divines, and in music
their talent is universal. As manufac-

‘turers and weavers their skill is won-

derful. They utilize the palm, the bam-
boo, the abaca-plant, the cocoanut
fiber, for food, clothing, and household
utensils innumerable. All this I assert
from observation and investigatiom,
and not from hearsay. Assoldiersthey
have shown themselves capable of
splendi¢ achievement, daring, and
heroism for a hundred years and more.

Aguinaldo is a native among natives.
He belongs to the common people, su-
perior only in the one gift that makes
him the chosen leader of them all, and
the question naturally arises, what has
he done for his people? What-
ever the outcome of our policy in the
Philippines will be, the islands will
ever owe a debt of deep gratitude to
Aguinaldo. He has made life and prop-
erty safe, preserved order, and en-
couraged a continuation of agricultural
and industrial pursuits. He has made
brigandage and loot impossible, re-
spected private property, forbidden ex-
cess, either in revenge orin the name of
the state, and made a woman's honor
safer in Luzon than it has been for 300
years. . . I have taken Aguinaldo
as he takes himself—seriously; and it
is the highest compliment I can pay
him, and the only way I know of to do
justice to a man whose achievements
stand preeminent in aboriginal war-
fare in the world’s history.

FROM THE PRIMER.

Here is the Dog. Since time be-gan,
'T'he Dog has been the friend of Man.
The Dog loves MAN be-cause he shears
His coat and clips his tail and ears.
MAN loves the Dog be-cause he’ll stay
And lis-ten to his talk all day,

And wag his tail and show de-light

At all his jokes, how-ev-er trite.

His bark is far worse than his bite,

80 peo-ple say. They may be right;

Yet if to make a choice I had,

I'd choose his bark, how-ev-er bad.
—Oliver Herford, in The Century for De-

cember.

No nation ever lived or will live that
can be trusted with the liberty of an-
other people. Commercialism, which
has depleted the chivalry of this nation,
when our manhood and womanhood
were crying for liberation of other peo-
ples from the Spanish yoke, and we
stood nationally pledged to the world
to seek only a war for humanity, now
bids us fight the Filipinos into sub-
mission, and we stand to-day a perjured
natiom—Prof. George D. Herron.

It is time that corporations, com-
bines, trusts and multi-millionaires
were requested to leave the front seats,
at least, and let the men who can speak
for the great body of voters, the men
who believe in the republicanism of
Abraham Lincoln, have room and part

in the conduct of public affairs. I do
not even suggest that men be ignored
and humiliated simply because they are
rich, but the legislative and executive
offices of this nation cannot much
longer be filled with men whose claims
are based solely upon their devotion to,
corporate interests.—Gov. Pingree.

“What have we to do with this 8a-
moan squabble?”

“Can’t say, exactly. I don’t know
whether it’s a case of duty, destiny or
humanity. or merely an old-fashioned
scrap.”—Puck.

What is charity anyway ?

Anything that we do for others that
makes us think less of them and more
of ourselves.—The Coming Nation.

HARRIS F. WILLIAMS
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