
AN ELOQUENT STATEMENT.Sixto
Lopez Discusses "Personal" and

"National" Liberty
Capt Patrick O'Farrell of Washington

recently received the following eloquently-
written letter from Sixto Lopez, the agent
of the Filipinos in London:—

It-may be of interest and assistance to
You, if I give a brief 'statement of the
hopes and aspirations of our people, and
of the way in which, : from oar point of
view we regard the acts which bare led
to tee present unfortunate condition of af-
fairs.

Elsewhere. in one of your leadinig Amer-
ican journals, I have said that what we
crave Is liberty; not merely personal, but
national liberty. It requires neither argu-
ment nor eloquence to convince us that we
should have personal liberty end "liberty
of opportunity" under American rule, We

are convinced that American rule Would
differ very materially from Spanish. rule.
We can well believe that even Under the
present administration's conception of ..lo,
cal self government," by which we should
be offered the crumbs of office which might
fall from our master'. table, we should
hove some advantages which we did not

possesses under Spanish rule. Indeed, in ins-
Bee to the people of America, we might
go further and admit that in the earlier
stages we should have, wader liberal Amer-
ican rule, greater prosperity than under
nor own admtion. lint even admit-
ting that we were given the largest mean-
would that cramp sate tor theter of
nation

a
l life? Therein lies the head and

front of our offending. We are charged
with ingratitude and many other offenses
because we de not desire foreign tale, how-
ever good it may be.

Brit is it a crime—does it presuppose In-
gratitude—to crave for national life? Is it.
not a I 	 aspiration which, instead of
turning u us the force of their might
to ern the American people ought to, and
I believe will, support and encourage askin
Is It ungrateful if, While recognizing and
appreciating the help which America has
of our o destiny, prepared as we should
given us we still prefer to be the arbiters
be to suffer the resat. of oar initial mis-
takes In order that we may the sooner

learn the lessons of nationhood? Personal
liberty is undoubtedly a necessary condi -
tion without which patient can neither be
great nor permanent But personal lib-
erty is neither the sole nor the chief con-
dition worthy of-attainment. National lib-
erty must always rank higher than per-
meal liberty. If any American faits to
realize this let him ask himself if he
woold be satisfied with personal liberty
while his country became the vassal of
England, Franca or Germany? Is it not
perfectly certain that the one thing which
he world never coiment to part with is his
national life? Would he not be prepared,
if he is a good	 zen, to Hire nP evert-
tlaIng, even hia own life, in order to pre-
serve the life of his cormtrY Ood keel, its
banner in the heave.? How, then, does
it become s crime in no i we are a,
tented by the same lofty asp

f
irations? But

why do we desire a ndition so fraternity
desirable? Why do We aspire to national
life? Is it because we are **malcontents"?
Is it hemline we are "garages"? Is it that
we are ggrraateful for those services ren-
dered by _eri.? Surely it is because
there Is implanted in every human bee
the love not only of liberty, but of na-
tional life and ,the desire to see one's
country subject to no power sere that of
the Creator.

Such being ear desire, does it follow that
we must then Make the unreasonable de
ev-
mends imputed to us by those who have

olred Imaginary difficulties ant of their
own inner consciousness? We have never.
for instance. demanded that the United
States forces should be withdrawn from
the Ph/Jinn/nee, or that-our country should
be left to? the supposed danger Of a hy-
pothetical rtate of anarchy. The mire.-tine comes, not from us, but from those
who first tell us that we are "savage.,"
and then charge as with doing and de-
weeding al/ the foolish thinge which say-
nits are supposed to do and demand. the
fact is that we have never demanded

lie 

tiny-thing. We have always been, and still arere,
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desired.derired. We-are also Prepared to yield

poulbls right or concession as some
return for the inestimable IA/Tite

rendered ea. Bat it status that unless see
Are prepared tO yield all this .d to =li-
mit to unconditional surrender as well, the
administration..though it mast be .no
scions ofsits own power,-will not he satis-
fied- We *ann.t imagine why a nation

Elsa the United States should seek to 411,11
smail and struggling People lilyEvorything that-can be achieved by Moans

of war can be better achieved withont It.
'What -V, ‘117, not to the PfAMA "C

A;nerica. hot to the administration lo es
Do you want Merit. toeCC1/1., prowrt—

td life and property? Then Isle h ker.
means . are	 arr. Do ;Ada acetic se-
n17 Iktihit:hl'i

niecessge:
fatrrt6trt*eyrnl,.eFfatiT

Do you wont to see a stable goveniment
established in the iolands? So do wilt:rune
and help it., or ....rue and eupenisesw bile
we establish it for ourself ,. yen want
repayment in whole or in part fey the Slit'
trail./ tee hastily petit to a defeated if'"?Do you went trade conecosiono? Do pm
require a basis of operotious M the far
East? Do yon went coaling statiens or
any conceivahlr thing which or are able
to give or Moll Come and take all these
things. /to you want to humiliate us, aud
prove your own military strength? lm-
possible; there could be no nobility of char-
acter, no "prestige to arms." no 'honor to
the flag" an the strong humiliating the
weak, especially when it is remembered
that "the week" once Rare -whatever
strength it had in support of the arms of
"the strong." Then there is on oar . thing
left Do yon want our country? We can-
not believe that you do. Willi all your
mullions of miles of territorr, with all your
Al/imitable wealth with the vastness of
Your commerce, with the rights and conces-
eions which we are prepared to yield CO
Too, we rennet believe that you also wafit
our country. But if you do want it. why
not say: got Why talk of philanthropy and
"pence" u I * I -1 it " end "libert • of op-
portunifr and the "task which Providence
has placed up. you"? Why speak of re-
fusing to accede- to imaginary demands
which we never made es to the immediate
withdrawal of your forces? It it woo roarintention from the first to seire our coun-
try, why did you seek and accept our aid
in the ,conquest of our Dative land? Why
did you telegraph to ns ..COMR ns soon as
possible"? Why do you coo- seek to belit-
tle our aid?Why do you oboe. no with hard

-
ing been bribed, and then allow- us to spend
the "bribe" in warfare agaMst your en-
emy? Why did you aweken us from the-
delightful sleep into which you assert we
hadwbe

us to
en lulled by h"b

for mryonth
ribe 't Ws thyb did

belief
yOU

no	 cherise
that we were to hare national liberty and
ladepeDdenco? Why did you not tell us
at first-that it was yoerr' mention to annen
the Philippines? Why did you say that
**annexation was not to be thought of,"
and that by your code of morality it would
be "criminal aggression"? Why did you
not say boldly that you intended to take
eur country, and that you would be satis-
fied with nothing else? Why did yon not
plead at once that "might is right." and'
"have done with the wretched mesa of
mis.nstruction" as Col Denby elegantly
expressed it,

Th.e are theimestions, which. as I have
said, we address not to the People of
Amerka, with whom we have no marred,
but to the administration. 'they are ones-
tions which require straightforward an-
swer. If the administration can answer
theme it will, et nay rate, serve to cleanse
the record; if it cannot, then all men who
regard integrity as of More value than ter-
ritorial expansion or commercial advan- I

toga ,v,MIthr l,mitAttirted anti diarustl¢1.
Mon, nor an "elouent &nee" under the
pretense than the

q
 flirtations w ne beneathnotice, will serve_ It will be usel.s to at'

tempt to avoid the lathe by telling na that
we are "savages:* Neither will it avail to
plead that "no specific agreement had betn
made with Agoinaldo . ta independence.'
We hare our opinion 

no to whether there
was a specific agreement- Brit let that,
for the moment, be pot out of the discus-
sten. What we contend is that over and
above may speeifie agreement,there ensue a
moral undenrtanding from which nse
moral obligationswhich Are more binding
than mitten agreements—mere binding be-
cause the one party has trusted to the
honor of the other without seeking n writ-
ten bond. If I wish to secure the aid of a
friend; if I tell him that I will not do a
certain thing, that according to .1119 code
of morality" it would be "criminal" to do
it- and it I then acceot his aid, knowing
theft be tins, entirely to my honer: would
ft be either moral or honorable to seek to
escope the obligation by pleading that there
had been no "specific" or written"ogre,
meet"? .And ne charge of "savagery" or
"ingrotitude" which I in. enterwerd hare
made against toy friend can deliver me
from the moral obligation. Our case does

t stand upon "speeitic"agreementirte I
stands npen Inalienable rights. The d.
aainistin tion's ease does not stand u
"written" or "legal" agreements.: it stands
p morel obligation. I hare never donb -

ed that aloe people of America will do what
faith and honor demand. Sincerely yours,

Omen Lora.
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