THE FILIPINO CAUSE SET FORTH

IN A VERY REMARKABLE LETTER,

, Agm
Dy sixie l.-pr.:"Alf_ H
Dr W. A. Crofiut, secretary “of the anti-
imperialixt league at Washinzton. D. C.,
has received the following letter from Six-
to Lopez. the representalive of Aguinal
do's gmemmm: in Europe:—
Hasing® noted with interest
and pleusnn- 1he valie and importance of
the work which yout league has undertak-
en, I am desirous of ollering, on Lebal
of 1y countrrmet, A €Xpression of our
heartfelt thad and  gra 1u-h> for the
aplendid m:lnner in which e deten:
ing pot ouly t Lt of the l‘xluunna and
the honor nmx xuu—gnly of the people of
Amenica, bur &lse  those™ prmciples of
highteousuess, justice and liberty, which
exalt upd perpettiate & pation, T am con-
scivus that wards are madeguate (o ea-
bress the feelingzs whick onr people desire
to convey to these with whemw, as wot
ers in the comon cause of humanity and
hberty, they now wish to join hamds icross
the sen. But L am happy in the assirance
that jour labors, utderizben not for the
love of fame or wish for prae, will meet
with due reward—the only real reward—
in a pereonal CuDwIOUsUEsS of dury fal-
tlled.
1t may be of interent—I might even hope
wilt pu B
‘h“olé_ it 11.\; a briet statement nf the
~purations of ol]r]»vy[lle and of
the way iu which fiom eur point o
we 1egand the acts which hare I-.l t
preseat unfortupate cmlition of mr-m
lsen i une ul \mlr Teas Amer-
can joury al«, 1 hav 3 e iat el
is liberty, not mrn‘l\‘.l ersonal. but
n:mnml hbetty, 1t requires heither ansu-
nient hor eluquence to cofivinee nx
shonld have persmal hbettx, il “liber
of epportunity,” umler Awerieen rule, '
are sinced, and therefore do not re
quire  convineing, that Amwenecan e
wonll differ very materially from Spanich
tule, We can well believe that even under
the ;-rewnt aduninistration conception of
“local government,” by which  we
shiauld D affered the crumbs of office
which might fall from our naster’ tabhle,
we should hare some advantages which
we did wnt peese~s under Npanish rule.
"ndeed, in justice to the peaple of Awmer-
jca, we might go further and admit that
in the earlier stages we <Loul have. under
bberal American rule, greater prospenty
than underourownadmini+tration. Ruteven
admitting that we were given the largest
measuresof personal Iiberty ami prospenty,
wonld that compensate us for the loys of
Aational life?
front of onr offendin
with ingratitude aud with many other of-
fenses ‘ause we do nm desire’ foreign
nle, howerer good it may be. Rut isita
1 presuppose ingratitude—to
ave for national life? s it oot a laud-
le aspiration which. of turning
an us tl-e force of lhelr mnghl 10 ernsh,
, Awerican people nueht to, and, 1 he-
ve, will, sup[mrl and encours;
ungratefal if, while

de’s Reprinem-:
pe.,

e are chaiged

thexe was Do specific or wnuen
ment™ n< to onr independén
Fou mot tell us at frst_that
mtennon to annex the Philippines? Why
did you eay that “anueation wae not to
be thonght of,” and that by seur code of
morality it wonld be crimipal acgression™?
Whr fiid you not say ballly that you
lﬂ)d?d tn lnL:- our country, and that you

“agree- |
Whr did
t <was vour

ould be satistied with nothing less? W hy
dn son na( Jead at once that “might is
right” snd

ave done with the wretched
mess of mircoustruction,” as Col by
elegantly expreses it?
[hese are ques<tions whicly a« I have
£aid, we adirecs Dol tn the people of
America. with whom wehave no quarrel,
but 10 the admimstration. Thes are ques-
tions which require straighifornard an- |
swers. 1f _the admiristration can answer
them it will at any rate setve to cleap-e
the records if it cannot, (hen all 1men who |
regard integrity as of more value than ter-
ritecial_espansion ory eommercial advan-
tage will reinsin aneatiched and distrust-
fnl. But aeither legal sultlety, nor politic
evasion, nor an “elaquent ~ikdnee™ under
the pretense that the nuections are lw-
neath notice. will serve. 1t will be use
Iesr to attempt to avoid the issue by tell-
ing us that we are “avaz va-r will
it avail 1o plead that s
been made \\llh r\l!ﬂlnﬂ]llfl as
to independence.” We have onr own opin-
ion as to whether there was a <pecitic ver-
bal azieement. Rut let that. for the mo-
ment, be put out of the dicenssion. What
we contend is that ever aml alove ARy spe-
cific agreement there was a moral under-
<tandinz from which ensue maral ald
tinge which are more bimling than srie-
1 agreements—more Lindinzg heease one
¥ s :ru-n-i 1o the honor of the athes
ot A weritten bond. If 1
\ o secnee the all of a Cend: if 1
wll him that [ \\xll not do a m-rl'uu xlnnz
that nr«-nnlm code « it
wonld be “eriminal® to do
then accept his aid hnowing tha
sutirely to my honor, wenld it be either
moral or henorable tn sech ta escape the
hI plealling that there haed 5
or “wriften'' ~agrecmen
ATl w0 charse of “savagurs™ At Aty
tnde” which I max afterward make agninst
mr friend can defiver me from the moral
Our case doex not stand npon
agreements; it stands ‘upon -
alienahle rights, The administration’s ease
nex not stand upen “writter” or “lexal”
agreements; it xtands upon wmem) oblign-
tion.

g
2

ve never dodbted thdt the peaple of

Amertica will do what faith and henor de-
mand. ucrrﬂy \'nun-.
(Siznedh o Lorez.

"herein’ liex_the Lead and °

“us in? Is
recopmizing ahd’ap- |

iating the help w hich Americahas given !

we still prefer to be the arbiters of our
de:u ¥,
1! esults of our 1 mistakes

Jor- rh:t we may the soozer learn, as
peaples have hindsto learn. the les<ons
nationbood?  Perconal Itherty i

¥ & necessary condition
tions ean be peither great ner

mancat. But pernnal hberty is neither
anle nor the chief condition worthy of

ment. National liberty must al rary

igher thun personal libertr. If 2
-lcnn falls to realize this let him n:k'
eIt if he wauld be sati<fied with per-

Iiberty while hiz conntry became the
2al of England, France or Germanyx?
it not. perfecily certain that the ome
¥ wonld pever consent to
g “uh is his natwn.l life? Would he
be Pl’rpnr"-] it he 35 2 good citizen, to
np cversthitz, even hie awn
r [n pn«--rv» the lifé of kis rountry and

i< hanner in the, heavena? Fow,

1ctuat0xl by the same Infty a<piration?
¥ do we dmn- a condition £0 nat-

that we are nn:r:u-ful (m—

e =Pr‘ncr'« el nderr-d by America? § nn-»

P It ia beeanse there is § Tery
human beart the Jove nn: only of m\em—
but of natlonal life and, the desire to see
one’s conntry subject to no power save that
of the Crearor.

Sach being our de<ire, does it fallow !h’lt
we mus<t then make the unreasonable d.
mands_imputed to < by thove who have
tevolved imaginary dyﬁ'ru]nu out of theic
awn i{nner conscionsnres? are’nerer,
tor instance. demanded th'\I the EUnited
Btates farces choauld be withdmwn from
the Philippines, or that onr conntry should
e left to the <upposml danzer of a hypo-
j thetical state of narch: he encgestinn
1 comes, not from ue. hnt from those who
firat tell us nm e are v
then cha nd nd
all the !mvh<h th nes which: wmzve
Frpposed to. and demanid.
we ‘have nﬂ\'er demand
hare alwaya been, and «f prenared
te xield ansthing and everyiling i hicl will
sn-xh!w the adminisreation o, provide all the
scenritr to fife and nroperty that ean con-
ciivably he required ar desired. We are
alxo pepared. 1o yiekl every perecihle richt
or (' cersion, as enme smallcretarn for
1h imalle serviees rendered to ne,

e that nnless we are prepared
tn nv-hl all this, apd to =ubmit ta uncondi

bl lrr-~n4h-r as welll the s |m)m~(r1-

. thongh it mast e coneeione n{ n:
awn power, will not he aatisfied. W
not imacine whe a nation liké 1he ¥ m!nd
e <hould <k to crush a <mall and
strigeline people like ours, Fr«n—thz
that ean be achinved by mean< of the
can be l,-"rr achieved withonr jr. W ll'lt
wo at 10 the people of America, but
to_the :uln nistration, is as_follow:

0 Fou wunt means tn seiure pratection
to 1ife and proerty? Then take whatever
{ meane are necesunr. TANLID

t‘ re rights 17 Jien of :vrvvu» cpilered to
iui? Yon sholl have all that \h-: Qemand,

0 TaIr want to seo n <talle movernment
estalitished in the jslands?  Kn da wei rome
and help ws. of eome and superrice while
we establivh il for ourselzes. T von want
renatment in whale ar in part of the 220.-
00,0 T hacrily paid 10 n defented fae?
Do ya gvant trade sconressions?  Da ' you
rrauire hacis of operatiane in the far
Fact? Da yeu want ‘eaaling statinne, or

ch w& are alile to
and 1ake all these

Come

nn Fou want ta humiate ns. nnd prore
Four awn militare strevpcta, Tmposatile:
there eauld be na Jobihls of chaencter. na
‘prestive th arme.” no,“Lonor to the fia
in the <trane humiliating the wenk,
cially when it js gemembered that,
weak” ance gave whatever streneth it !;-ul
in_sufport af the arms of “the strong;
Then thera [« nnlr , 00, thing Iaft. Do
AN want enr con e cannnt hnhhvr‘
1at vou o W nh -|ll Your mil
miles of territory, with all xenr llimitatie
weilth, with the vastness’ of rour eo-
weres,” with the richts and  ewnceseions
which we are propar] Fou, wa

cannot Lwlisce that . wone
Sonntyes Tt ir v o
- sav sa? W] Wk of ,ln]nmhmpv.

“pence™ and welagite” apd “liteete 'af on-
nartunite™ and the “trekl=hich peovidence
i has plareid npon yon™? Why spenk of re-
tosing to acemde ta imaginary demands
i which we never made 2% to the Immediate
withdeawal of vour forcee? Tf it wa« rour
fatention from the first to seize aur vnnn-
frr. by did yon werk and aceent anr nid
| he condue of ouc natire land? Whe
(Ii-! you 'ulm-r«r;\h ¥ annn

Jenr roner
11:3t we are “rabliers and savage v
o yon o <ent ta helittle our nll° Why
vou  charga ne wlth  having  been
irileed™ apul then allow we ta «pend the

“l-rihu" m warfare against vonel enemv?

Why a4 e awaken e from 1he delizh:
ful =IM» into ieh Tou aesert we hald
heen Tulled by “briberv™? Whr did von
allow w4 to eherish far manths the helief
mhat we were to have natianul Iiberty and
independence? Why 4o You plead that

reepared as e should b to |
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