AN ELOQUENT STATEMENT.

Sixte Lepex Discusmes ¢ Porsounl” mud
“Nmclennl’” Libersy.

Capt Patrick O'Farrell of Washington
recently received the following eloguently-
written letter from Sixto Lopez, the agent
ot the Filipiros in London:—

It-may_be of intersst and assistance to
you, it I give a brief ,statement of the
hopes and aspirations of our people, and
of the: way in which, from our polnt ot
view, we regard the dcts which have led
ko the present.unfortunate condition of af-

Elsewhem, in ope of your ludmg Amer-
jcan jourmals, I have said that what we
craye s liberty; not merely personal, but
natignal hberty It requires neither argu-
ment nor eloguence to convince us thzc wo
should hnve personal ltberty -
of opportunity” under Amerlum rule\ “ e
3? convmced that Americad rul “

i

ike the Gnited States should reek mﬁmh
a small and struggling peaple_like Jonrs.

| Evorything that-can be achieved by rGeans

of war ean be hetter arhxp\'nl “ubum st
What we «ay, o ¢ peupl of
America, hut 10 the administration k as
Io"m\'s
1 want meays to secure pro
té hfe and property? Then fahe wh
means are necessary. Do vou mant
cure rights_in lien of services’ rendeged to
ua? You shall have alf that yon defand.
Do you want to xee 3 stahle govenpiment
established in the islanda? &0 dn weicome
and help us, or come and supecivisevw hile
we establish it for ourselves. Do you want
repayment in whole or in part for the §
DO0,000 too hastily paid to a deteated foe?”
0 you want trade cuncessions? Do you
require 8 basis of operntious in the far
East? Do you want coahing statipns ot
any conceivahle hvng whi¢k ne are able
to give or find? me and take all these
xhim:-:, Do you wam to humiliate us, »\wl
ve your own military strength?
possible there could be no nobility, of char~
acter, no *‘prestige to arms,” ne “honos
the ﬂug’ g the strong humilisting the
hd

m(iun
Rtever
i0 se-

':

ToIm
We can weu believe that even unde the
present administration’s conception of “lox|
cal selt’government,” by which we should;
be offered the
fall from our master's table, we should
have some advantages which we did not!
possess under Spanish rule. Indeed, in jus-
tice to the people of America, we might’
%o further and admit that in the earlier
siages we should baye, vuder Heral Auer- |
jean rule, greater prosperi!
rur own administration,
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tiag that wo were glven the Iargest mets- p

] ‘ill
wou_ld that com ensng’ns the
patiord! nife? Therein lieg the head and
front of our offending. We are ch
with ingratitade and many other offenses
because we do not desire foreign rule, how-
ever good it may
But is it a crime—does it presuppose in-
tude—to crave for national life? Is it
dable aspiration which, instead of
upon us the force of their might
to erm: American people ought to, and
I beligve will, support and encourage usin?
Is it unkrateful it, while recognizing and
appreciating the help which America_ has
given u:[ we su]l preter to be the arbiters

gratit:
notn]

of our o des: prepared as we should
be to syffer the xexuns of qur initial mis-
takes ln order that we may the soonmer
lessons aof nationhood?
liberty, ls undoubtedly a necessary condi-.
ucn \nt.hout which nations can neither be
germnnent. But personal lib-;

er!y is neither the sole nor the chief con-
n of-attainment. National lib-
my et Sl AT, T ARE higher than per-
sonal liberty. If any American fails to
realize this let him ask himself if ke
wonld be satisfied with personal liberty
while his country becamé the vassal of
England, France or Germany? 1Is it not
ertecx.ly certain that the one thing which
‘would never consent to part with is his
uatwnal lite? Would he not be prepared,
if be is a good cif to give up every-
thing, even hir own ife, in order to pre-
serve the life of his country and keep its
banner xn the heavens? HGW. then, does
a crime io it we are ac-

tunted by tho same lotty a-pm\uans? But
o we desire &

crumbs of office which might | Je:

RIS

L3 g
that  “the weak’

n it is Temember:
once xave whatever
strength it had in s
i “the stmm‘z. Then

port of the anms of
9.Ecre is oy one lhxng
1t. Dv you want our country? We can
not’ believe that you do. With all sour:
millions of miles of territory, with all your
ahle wealth. with the vastness of |
your commerce, with te rights and conces-
sions which we are prepared to yield o
you, we cnnnc! believe that you also wait
oenr countr; t if you do want it, why
not say ro? ¥ hy talk of philantheopy and

<k which l’rm‘ldence
8 placed npon you Why speak of re-
fusing to accede to imaginary demands
which we never made as to the Immediate
withdrawal of your forces? If it was your
mtemion from tie first to seize aur coun-
Y, y did you seek and accept our aid
in it \onqum of our native land? Why
{ tele, {n'aph to ns “come 25 500m s
possible”?_ IVhY do you now seeix to belit-
tle onr rid? Why do you charge us with hav~
ing been bnhod and then allow us to gpend
e be” in warfare agajnst your ep~
erny’ “h id you awaken us from the
delighttul sleep into which you assert we
had been lulled by “bribery™? Why did you
allow us to cherish for wmonths the belief
that we were to have national liberty apd
dependenco" Why did you mot tell us
:: first- that it was your intention to annex
the I’l:uhppmes" Why did you say that
- “anuexation was mot to be thought of.”
and that by your code of mornlity it would
ke “eriminal nggr!s on”? Why did you
not say beldiy K at you mlend('d to take
our country, and that you would be satis-
fied with nothing e]se" Why did you not
plead at once that “might 13 Tight,” and’

{ortumf’" AT
a

“have done swith the wretched mess ot
miscanstroction” aa Col Dealy elegantly
expressed i

These are Ihe q)xestlons whick. &s I have
said, we address he people of
America, with whom we h'u'e no qn;\ml,
but to the administration.  They ate qu
tiona which require straightforward ln-
avr:rs. 1t the admimstrzuon can answer

t will, at apy rate, serve to cleanse
lha record i lt cannot, then all men who
regnni integrity, as of more value thag ter

or.

des.mble' Why do e uplre w national
life? Ta it becauss we are “malcontents”™?

Is it becanse we are “savages”? Is it that

we are Etetn} for those services ren-
dered by u? Surely it {3 becanse
there I ted in every human hear

the love not on!y of liberty, but of na-
tional life and ,the desire to see one’s
conntry subject to no power seve that af
the Creator.

Such being our desire, dees it follow that
we must make the unreasonable d
mands xmpnted to us by those who have
evolyed imaginary difficulties out of their
own jnper consciousness? We have never.
for instance, demanded that the Unil
States forees should be withdrawn trmn
the Phlhpphxes, or that our country should
be loft torthe supposed danger at & hy-
pothetical state of anarchy. The
tion comes, not from us, but f
who first tell us that we are “sava
and then chxrge us
manding all the toollnh uu ings which sav-
ages are supposed to do and demand. The
fact is that we hl"t never demanded any-

g.md e 71'15 m xnd stili are,
‘prepa:; to yleld a: g aod T3
wr)?"%ih w.i}ll & enable tr!‘x& ldr.mﬁ}lllmd on to
D e ascurity of life an
erty that ‘ean conceh bo pmp-

Bat it seems that anless we

ppared to yield all and to eub-|
mit to uncornditional surrender as well, the
administration, - though it must con-
sclous_of-ite own powes,-will not be satis-
fied. We qanoot imagine why a nation

van-
mge ﬂl remain unsatisfied and distrustful.
But neither legal subtlety, nor politic eva-
sion, nor an “eloquent silence” nnder the
pretense that the gnestions .are beneath
notice, will serve. It will be uséless to at-
tempt to avoid the Issce by telling us that
we are “savages.” \mm et will it avail to
plead that “no specific agreement had beén
made with Azumn!dn as to independence.”

for the moment, be put out of the discus.
What we contend i that over and
above any specifié agreement,there was a
moral uaderstanding from ‘which ensue
moral obligations which.are more bmdin;
than written agreememq—mnre bindi mg be-
cause the one party has trosted to the,
Eonor of the nthPr mﬁmt seeking L
tan bond. If I wish to secure the aid of &
friend; if I tell hlm that T will not do a
certain thing, that :ccardmg 12 y code
of morality’” it would “crlmin&l“ to_do
it; and if T then nccem his aid, knowidr
that be trusts entirely to my honm* would
it De elther moral or honoable to seek to
escape the obligation h; pleading that there
had been no “specifie” or Wwritten .xzree-
ment”? ,And no, Sharge of CRavaEery”
“Sngratitude” whick I may aftersard bave
made against my friecnd can deliver me
from the rooral obligation, OQur case does
not stand upon *‘specific” agreements;
stands o on innhennble rights. The
mlnlstrﬁ' n’s ease not stand un-
“written” or “legal” umzmentﬂ. it stan
npon moral obligation. I have never doubt-
that the people of America will do what
fnith and honor demand. Sincerely yours,
Srxro Lorez.
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