


policy has been urged with an eloquence
which I can never hope to equal, I may be
pardoned if 1 give a dispassionate statement
of the case from a Kilipino point of view,
leaving the American people to form their
own conciusions and to judge on which side
lies the balance of truth and justice,

The history of the Philippines, or that part
of the history which is immediately ger-
mane, nay be told in a few sentences. Some
three hundred years ago the people of the
Philippines suffered material conquest at the
hands of Spain, but there was never a nioral
submission. The desire for national liberty
lived in the hearts of the people in spite of
the most cruel oppression. The spirit of re-
bellion against the usurper had never been
quelled. Kver and anon it took active form,
and culmipnated in the insurrection led by
Aguinaldo in 1896. 'The result of that insur-
rection was an agreement entered into be-
tween the insurgent leaders and.the Span-
jsh authorities in Manpila, p'ri)viding that
certain reforms were to be granted, and that
the Xilipinos were to bave adequate repre-
sentation in the Spanish Cortes. As a guar-
antee of good falth the Spanish authorities
agreed to deposit with the insurgent lead-
ers a sum of $800,000. This sum, in the
event of Spain failing to keep her compact,
was (o be used for the repurchase of arms
and munitions of war. But if Spain acted in
good faith the money was to be invested for
the benefit and education of the children of
those insurgents who bad fallen in the in-
surrection. The first instalment of $400,000
was dQuly paid. But as soon as the insur-
gent leaders bhad, according to agreement,
taken wp their residence in Hong Kong,
Spaln, with characteristic malae fides, repu-
diated the whole of the agreement.

It was at this juncture that the Nelson of
America entered Manila Bay. The Filipinos
promptly joined forces with those of the
United States and rendered all assistance in
their povrer against the common foe. This
assistance to Awmerican arms, whatever its
valuc may hare been, was given with a cheer-
fulness born of faith in the righteousness of
the American people; upon whom we looked
as our friends and deliverers. The Filipinos
never dreamed that 4 nation whose first
and guiding principle is (or was!) that “ All

|
just powers of government are derived from .
the consent of the governed,” would ever’
seek 10 thrust its sovereign will upon an un. |
willing people. We had recelved satisfac-
tory assurances from responsible servants ot
the United States that ,whatever rights
America might claim, in leu of invaluable
services to our people, those rlghts would
not be incompatible with our liberty and in-.
dependence. These assurances were tacitly
confirmed in the acceptance, by Admiral
Dewey and others, of our assistance against
Spain, for we could not believe that America
would ever turn iis back upon an ally and
comrade in arms. But further and, as we
thought, final confirmation of .these assur
ances was provided in the explicit state
ment of President McKinley when he de
elared, in his Message to Congress, that “ for-,
cible annexation [of Spanish possessions] !
caunot be thought of.” Accepting that dec-,
laxation as practlcally a * Self-denying or-
dinance ” on the part of the United States,
and with the above mentioned assurances,
explicit and implicit, we felt we had nothing
to fear in joining forces with a nation which
itself had passed through the struggle for
liberty and national life, 5

Can it be believed ? We now find ourselves]
at war with that nation!

Before proceeding to inquire into the, reason
for this war, it may be prudent to disclose 2
fact which will enable the people of America
to judge as to who were primarily responsi-
ble for the outbreak of hostilities,

President MecKinley, in bis recent speech
at Fargo, declared that: “ We did not go to
war until every effort at peace was ex
hausted.” [ disclaim all intention of disre
spect to the person and high office of the
President when I say I join issue with him
on that statement. What was the *every
effort at peace ?” The President himself
tells us. When divested of rhetoric il
amounts simply to an instruction to the
United States troops not to commence hos
tilities. Such an instruction- was surely ?
mere elementary, commonplace duty on the
part of the United States Administration—j
duty which can hardly be regarded in itsell
as a strenuous effort to preserve peace. But
there was one thing within the power of the
Administration to do, which was not dooe
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bt which would have had an incaleulable
influence in presérving peace. I am pre-
pared to bear all just censure for adopting
the unusual course of here quoting part of an
official letter which has not yet been made
public by the United States authorities. Had
the President refrained from the declaration
that * every effort to preserve peace was ex-
bausted,” I should gladly have waited until
1request had been made in Congress for the
poduction of this document. But under the
dreumstances the quotation is justified, and
wems to me to be due in common fairness
w the Filipinos, as showing that we were as
wxlous- for the preservation of peace as
vere those in America who claim the same
nerit.  The letter in question was addressed
by the late Filipino representative, when in
Washingion, to the Secretary of State, and
tears the date 24th of January, 1899, just
deven days before the outbreak of hostili-
tles in the Philippines: ‘
* L * * * .

“1 ventured [in a former letter] to call your
ittention to the fact that in the present strained
wsition at Manila, the impetuous action of a
Filipino or the over zeal of an American soldier
night create a condition resulting in grievous
hss of life, and for this reason I particularly
trged upon you the necessity of early and frank
wmmunication between the representatives of
tetwo countries. . . . The conditions have
tot essentially changed since the writing of my
frmer letter . . . and the urgency then
pinted out, I respectfully submit, still exists
wen in an accentuated degree. . . There
e at the present time, as we are informed,
pproximately twenty thousand armed and dis-
fplined American troops in the city of Manila
ud vicinity, controlling a population of about
tiree bundred thousand, A number of war ves-
slsare stationed in the harbor, and many other
dmerican men-of-war and transports are to be
bund within the limits of the Philippine archi-
relago, Despite the existence of these
wormous forces within an extremely circum-
wribed area, we are informed through the pub-
% prints that other vessels of war have been
udered from distant parts of the globe to rein-
firce those now among the islands in question;
tile but a few days ago a transport sailed from
.\:ew York City carrying about two thousand sol-
firs and having Manila as its destination ; and,
s we are further informed, regiments of troops
e under orders to proceed by way of San
Bncisco to the Philippines. The public prints

inform us ‘that an attack upon the Philippine
Islands is contemplated; that t_lie islands are to
be taken in detail, the smaller ones first, the
larger ones blockaded, so that they may not as-
sist those first attacked.

_# It is naturally the impression of my Gov- .
ernment and people that these warlike prepara-
fions indicate existing or immediate m}]itary :
operations in the Orient, and they readily con-
ceive that it must be contemplated that such
operations are to be leveled at the existing gov-
ernment of the Philippine Islands.

¢ Aa the representative of the Philippine gov- .
ernment, I hesitate to give adhesion to this idea,
for I cannot believe that there is any present or
threatened future difficulty between the Ameri-
can and the Philippine governments justifying
warlike activities, and as a believer in the hu-
manity of the American people r,eEuse to ac-
quiesce in the idea that America designed war
upon the Philipnine Islands.

“ I cannot, as I have said, conceive any reason
why the armies and navies of the United States
lately employed . against her common enemy
should now be turped against America’s recent
associate, . '
*“1 am sure you will appreciate, in view of
the circumstances I have detailed, the quieting
and reassuring effect upon the minds of my
countrymen to result from a disclaimer upon
the part of the American Government of any
intention to attack their liberties and independ-
ence,

“ Notwithstanding the serlous difficulty under
which I labor in not having been formally re-
ceived by the American Government as a rep--
resentative of the Filipino nation, I feel it my
imperative duty to call your attention to the
disturbing facts before enumerated to the end
that I may receive from you such assurances as’
will satisfy my countrymen that it is not the
intention of Americe to make war upon the new
republic of Asia, and which will explain to it
the reason why large armies and navies should
be dispatched to the Philippine Islands, and
which will relieve my countrymen of the fear
that now possesses them that their liberties are
endangered at the hands of -a republic whose
name they always believed was associated with
freedom, and to which they have come first ap-
plying for recognition among the nations of the
earth,

“1 desire again to express the gratitude of
my nation to America for services rendered by"
her in furthering Filipino independence, and to
express the hope that friendly relations may
ever continue.

“In view of the present alarming situation



may I respectfully urge the importance of an
immediate answer?”
- * * * * *

The reasonable prayer contained in the
above quotation has never been granted.
The letter itself, with several other letters
and memorials, were never accorded the
curtesy of even a formal acknowl'edgment
of receipt. Those who care to review the
situation will see that the letter just quoted
was prophetic of what subsequently oc-
curred. When two armed forces are within
sti-iking distance; the one waiting—perhaps
impatiently—the result of proffered negotia-
tion, the other increasing its forces, the
merest indiscretion or‘display of temper on
. either side may precipitate a conflict. It has
been truly said that “ the raising of the eye-
brows may affect the destiny of a nation.”
It is equally true that the smallest act may
provoke a bitter and disastrous quarrel. It
is then easy to raise one's hands in horror at
the enormity of the offense. It is also easy
for one side to charge the other with the
whole'of the blame. If our representative’s
reasonable and humane request had been
granted it would bave had a reassuring and
calming influence on both forces. But not-
withstanding the concentration of the ad-
ditional troops referred to, and in spite of
this reasonable plea for an explanation, the
whole of the responsibility for the outbreak
of hostilities has been placed upon the Fili-
pinos, and a declaration has been made on
high authority that “every effort at peace
was exhausted !” Is this fair ? The Fili-
pinos had much to lose and nothing what-
ever to gnin by a conflict with the American
forces. Would they be likely to deliberate-
ly commit an act so palpably detrimental to
their interests, and so opportune for secur-
ing the ratification of the I'reaty of Peace ?
It should rot be forgotten that the report of
the outbreak of hostilities was furnished by
those who exercised a censorship over all
telegrapbic dispatches from Manila. I do
not for a moment mean to imply that the
censors were guilty of deliberate fabriea-
tion. The American soldiers gave their ver-
sion from their own point of view. A Tili-
pino, with equal sincerity, might have given
a directly opposite version. Reasonable, fair-
minded persons vecognize that there are al-

ways two sides to a story. The Filipino ver-
sion has not yet been given. But lest I
should be charged with a one-sidedness sim.-
ilar to that of which I complain, let me quote
the Congressional speech of Senator Till-
man, whose reasonable view of the case I
hereby adopt as my own:

“ Mr. President, what caused this last battle
of Manila? The reports which we received
through our newspapers all come from American
sources, They charge that the Filipinos wanton-
1y attacked the American army, and that that
army had a right to defend itself, which nobody
agssumes to deny. But when we recollect that
the telegraph lines from those islands are in
charge of the American commander there, or of
those whom he designates to control them, it is
natural for us to suppose that nothing would be
let out under the censorship which has existed
for the last three months or more that would
be in the slightest degree derogatory to the good
faith or the honor of the American army there.
Time alone will tell whether this battle was pro-
voked by the Tilipinos for purpdses of their
own or by the Americans for the purpose of
endeavoring to sway men in this Senate to
ratify the treaty and change the status. T 1e
call one of Atsop’s fables in which a painter had
depicted a lion lying on his batk prone beneath
the heel of a man, and when he showed the
painting to the lion the lion said: *Yes, you
painted that; but if you will let me paint it, the
situation will be just the opposite.””

What then is the reason for this war in the
Philippines 7+ Is it because—as is alIeged—!
one or more Iilipinos crossed the Ameriean
lines at an hour when they were forbidden
to do so ? This would furnish a wholly in-
adequate reason for offensive action. If a
Filipino acted in defiance—eitber in igno-
rance or wittingly—of an order given by theg
United States Commander, however unwise_
or uncalled for or provocative that orderi
may have been, the American soldiers acted'
within their legal rights in punishing the of-
fender. And if the Filipino army, belleyiﬂg
that an attack was being made upon It
rushed to arms, the American soldlers were
within their rights in offering a complete
and effective resistance. But why should
America then take up the offensive ? If, a8
stated, the Filipino army was promptly
driven from its intrenchments, there could
have been no necessity, in military tactics,
for a continuance of the offensive for a P&




riod of now nine months, unless some other
motive actuated the United States Adminis-
tration, .
Is it, then, that the war is pursued because
the Filipinos will not agree to the form of
government by which the United States in-
tends to govern them ? This assuredly can-
not be so, for the simple reason that the
United States Administration has never

given a definite expression of its intentions-

with regard to the Philippines, nor formu-
lated any concrete method or system of gov-
ernment for the islands. As far as I know,
up to the p_resent no attempt has been made
officinlly to discover what the Filipinos are
or are not prepared to accept. If the Ad-
ministration had stated its terms definitely
and clearly to the Filipinos, and if the Fili-
pinos had refused absolutely to accept such
termns, then the policy of force would have
become at least rational, even if no moral
right existed- But as matters now stand
the Inilipinos can hardly ‘be cbarged with re-
jecting that which has never been proposed.

Let me, therefore, try another hazard. Is
the “ mailed fist” turned against us because
—as President McKinley alleged—we have
“assailed the sovereignty of the United
States * in the Philippines ?/ If the Filipinos
had assailed American sovereignty they
might with justice claim that they were
right in assalling a sovereignty the scope
and meaning of which had never been made
clear. But the truth of the matter is that
the Filipinos were not aware that the United
States claimed sovereignty over the Philip-
plnes. Such a claim would mean that the
Philippines had alrenc‘.y been annexed by the
United States, and from first to last the Fili-
pinos never understood that America came
to the Philippines for purposes of annexation.
On the contrary, we understood that the in-
tervention of the United States was soleiy
with the intention of putting an end to the
intolerable misrule of Spain—a misrule
which was declared, and I concur in the dec-
laration, to be a blot upon civilization. I

speak not,” says President McKinley in his’

message to Congress of the 1lth of April,
- 1808, “of forcible annexation, for that can-
not be thought of. That by our code of moral-
ity would be criminal aggression.” We, Fili-
Dlnos, take that deliberate declaration of pol-

fecy as the word of one whose word is his
bond, and who will not alter bis policy ‘or
‘shift the position without at least giving no-
tice to those whom it may concern. Conse-
quently, if there has been N0 annexaticn
there can be no sovereignty, and if there is
no sovereignty, then that which does not ex-
ist cannot have been assailed. If, however,
it is urged that the President’s declaration
referred to Cuba and Porto Rico and not spe-
cially to the Philippines, then the reply is
that that which, by any “ code of morality,”
is “criminal aggression” in the Eastern
hemisphere, is equally criminal in the West-
ern. There are no circumstances, geograph-
ical or political, which could possibly alter
the case in reference to the Philippines. That
which “ eannot be thought of ” in the Carib-
bean Sea, is equally unthinkable in the Pa-
cific Ocean. Indeed, there would be  much
more excuse for the “forcible annexation”
of 4 neighboring, than for a remoté¢ territory.

What, then, is the casus belli # No one, as
far as I can discover, seems to know; or, if
the knowledge Is possessed by any one, it
has never been made public. In the mean-
time, in the absence of this knowledge, the
Filipinos are simply defending themselves
against what seems to them a meaningless—
but what the.President has declared to be a
* eriminal —aggression.

Now in the namne of humanity and eclviliza-
tion—in the name (I say if with all rever-
ence) of God, is it not incumbent upon the
United States Administration to state def-
initely what its intentions are in reference to
the Philippines before it can expect the Fili-
pinos to bow humbly and submit to—they
know not what ? This surely must be done
before the Administiration can with reason,
to say nothing about righteousness, enforce
its - bitherto unexpressed will. Is it any won-
der that our people should regard with dis-
trust the professedly philanthropic but
vaguely expressed intentions of the United
States ? “I would rather,” says Senator
Mason, of Illinois, “resign my seat than
treat a dog the way we are treating the Fili-
pinos.” I make no comment as to the just-
ness or otherwise of this opinion. But if
such an opinion can be held by an Ameri-
can statesman, what must the opinion be of
a Filipino whose jaw has just been smashed



by an American bullet!
cumstances it seems to me to be vain, and I
think it is also somewhat cruel, to talk of
“peace,” and “charity for all,” and *lib-
erty of opportunity under the Stars and
Stripes.” These vague, ethereal abstractions
give very little solid assurance to a people
‘who, for three hundred years, have struggled
for liberty, and whose faith has received
many a rude shock at the hands of a pro-
fessedly civilized, Christian nation.

I cannot profess to a knowledge of state-
craft, but certalnly the conviction is forced
upon me that the present attitude of the
United States Administration with regard to
the Philippines requires explanation. Re-
cent official utterances show that the Ad-
ministration intends to “subdue the Pilipi-
nos by force before discussing the future
government of the Philippines.” I cannot
believe that this is the policy of the Ameri-
can people as a whole. Can it be that the
erstwhile ally, whose soldiers fought and
died practically side by side with the sol-
diers of the Union, is to be subdued before
the form ov nature of its government is to
be even discussed ? Can it be that the
American nation—the greatest apostle and
exponent of liberty and of the péople’s right
to self-government—is now going to forsake
the goddess whose glant statue stands guard
at its front door ? Can justification be found
for a policy which would subdue a foreign
people by foree and then discuss the nature
of its future government with the surviving
remnant ? Such a *“ discussion” might be
liable to the charge of being somewhat one-
sided ! What would have been the reply of
the Amerlcan patriots of 1776 if George IIL
had informed them: “ We intend to subdue
you by force before we discuss the future
government of your country ?” A noble
chapter in history records the reply, and in
that chapter will be found ample condemna-
tion for a policy which would Ignore the
principle that * All just powers of govern-
ment are derived from the consent of the
governed.”

Ever since the Declaration of Independ-
ence the American people have, with justice,
claimed to be the freest people in the world.
But those only are free who are prepared

Under these cir- .

to grant the same freedom to others which
they claim for themselves. The first prin-
ciple of liberty is liberty to others. Those
who deny liberty to others are not free; they
are bound by some sordid or other considera-
tion which has a stronger influence upon
them than the love of true liberty. * Those,”
sald President Lincoln, * who deny freedom
to others deserve it not for themselves, and
under a just.God cannot long retain it.” But
it is contended that this policy of the Ad-
ministration is chiefly “ for the good of the
Filipinos,” and that the underlying motives
dictating this policy are purely philanthrop-
ic. We have also been assured that a con-
tinuance of the war will result in the “ ter-
rible destruction of the property of our peo-
and the loss of numberless lives.” This
latter statement is perfectly true, and is no
doubt meant as a kindly warning, but is it
not an unguarded admission on the part of
those who have proclaimed their intention of
“doing us- good?” To wreak * terrible de-
struction ” on our property, is that for our
good ? To batter the bravery and self-re-
spect and independence out of us, is thal
also for our good ? By no possibility ecan
you with one hand do good to a people, who
arve striving for national life, if with the
other hand you take from them their 1ib-
erly, Philanthropy, as soon as it takes the
form of coercion, ceases to be philanthropy-
Good inientions, if made known through the
agency of ‘“shrapnel,” are liable to suspi-
cion. If the people of America wish to really
help us, the first thing they must say to us
Is, You shall be free, They might then coun-
sel us how best to use our freedom, and so
by precept as well 8s by example they might
lead into national life, with ‘*the golden
wand of Liberty,” a people who have been
cruelly oppressed, but who have dreamed
and worked and fought for liberty for up-
ward of three hundred years. But instead
of the “golden wand,” are we to have the
cannon’s roar and the sheen of steel—thrust-
ing upon us that fatal philanthropy which
will only reach us after our blood has red-
dened many a Pampanga marsh ?

It is certain, therefore, that however good
the intentions of the ;‘idmlnistrntion may be,
its peculiar form of philanthropy does not

ple



commend ftself to the Filipinos. What, then,
constitutes the moral right of America in an-
nexing the Phillppines ? I do not inquire
into the constitutional right. That is a ques-
tion which the people of Amerlca are well
nble to determine without the assistance of
foreigners. Presumably moral and consti-

tutional right’ are synonymous, but in any’

case I prefer to confine myself to the ques-
tion of moral right.

I pass over the assertion that the Fihpino
army consists only of a small section of
rebel malcontents. That charge was made
against the American patriots of the Revo-
lution. It has been made agalnst the lead-
ers of every movement since nations began
to free themselves' from tyrants and dicta-
tors. It cannot be regarded as a reason for
war; it is only an excuse. Besides, the
charge has been fully refuted by the Ad-
ministration in its decision to send 75,000
troops and 45 warships to the Philippines.

But in his address to the Tenth Pennsyl-
vapla Regiment, delivered at Pittsburg,
President McKinley is reported to have said:
“The Philippines are ours by purchase.” By
purchase from whom ? From the vanquished
enemy which we helped to conquer! Who
was the purchaser ? OQur ally and comrade
in arms ! The oppressor, who had ceased to
own us, sells us to our friend! Our friend,
who had accepted our aid, buys us from the
conquered foe who no longer had a title!
No. The transaction, so construed, would
not be defensible. The payment of the $20,-
000,000 might—I do not say that it would—
be so construed by an average Filipino
viewing the transaction along the barrel of
a rifle—a Filipino unacquainted with the
moral grandeur of a nation capable of 'pro-
ducing a Washington, a Jefferson, an Abra-
ham Lincoin. But I am happy in the thought
that there is another and a better explana-
tion of those twenty millions. I have al-
‘ways regarded the transaction as the act of
& generous victor seeking to, in some meas-
are, recoup a defeated, bankrupt nation for
the loss of its colonial possessions. But
since I am informed by the highest official
authority in the United States that the trans-
action wag intended as a purchase, I may be
permitted to remark thatin no sense can a

transaction be a purchase if one of the par-
ties thereto is compelled to accept the other’s
offer; and that if the Philippines are to be
purchased they ought surely to be pur-
chased from their natural owners, the in-
habitants, and not from a vanquished
usurper whom they helped to conquer.

But the right to anmex the Philippines
which bas recently been urged by the Ad-
ministration is that order must be restored
and maintained. The opinion—not only im-
plied, but forcibly expressed—is that it
would be “criminal for America to with-
draw her troops from the Philippines,”
That anarchy and bloodshed, a veritable
“ Reign of Terror” would immediately re-
sult under the ¢ ferocious” despotism of
Aguinaldo ! Whence this change of opinion?
When America went to the Philippines the
“ ferocious ” Aguinaldo was aided, encour-
aged and furnished with arms in the-war
against Spain. Admiral Dewey declared
that *“he knew well the Filipinos and the
Cubans, and that the Filipinos were a -far
superior people.” Other prominent Ameri-
cans declared that the Filipinos were more
capable of self-government than are the Cu-
bans. The only fault found with Aguin-
aldo was that he was * too young and amia-
ble ” to make a good leader. These were the
acts and the statements of men of honor
and independent mind. Whence, then, this
change of opinion ? Have the Filipinos
changed, or has the change taken place in-
the mind of the Administration ?

When America embarked upon the hu- .
mane mission of freeing Spanish possessions
from cruel oppression, her energies were di-
rected against an actual state of things—
against conditions which really did exist.
Consequently her moral right of interfer-
ence was never questioned. But in the
Philippines the Administration is directing
its energies against not an actual but a
hypothetical state of things. The war is to.
be pursued not to put an end to conditions
which already exist,. but conditions which,
in the opinion of certain persons, may en-
sue. The circumstances are therefore wholly.
different, and the moral right rests solely
on & rmatter of opinion expressed, in ‘most
cases, by those who are' in the service of the



Administration. Besldes, in order to put an
end to Spanish misrule, annexation was not
necessary; it was “not to be thought of;"”
it would be “criminal aggression.” How
then does it come that in order to provide
against a hypothetical Filipino misrule an-
nexation becomes a sacred duty and its
avoidance would be *criminal ?” Is it a
crime to annex Spanish possessions and a
ciime not to annex Filipino possessions, in
order to put an end to in the one case ac-
tual, and in the other case imaginary, mis-
rule 7 Was there ever a moral weather-
cock more accommodating ?

The Iilipinos cheerfully_ admit that the
United States Administration is under moral
and legal ohligation to see that a stable gov-
ernment is established in the Philippines.
But does that obligation necessitate annexa-
tion ? The Tilipinos are as anxious for
stable government in the Philippines as is
America. How does the Administration
know but what the Filipinos are prepared
to yleld anything and everything required
by America in order to fulfil her pledge to

) Spain ? Has any attempt been made to dis-
cover what the Filipinos are or are not pre-
pared to yield? The only barrier to beace and
stable government is the present meaning-
less war. Terws, equitable and sufficient for
all purposes, could be obtained by negotia-
tion. Why then continue the war ? War-
fare for the sole purpose of vindicating the
prestige of a country’s arms is not, as far as
I know, sanctioned by either morality or
honor. War can only be justified when na-
tional honor or rights are in peril, and when
all other conceivable means have failed.
Have the proper—have any means been
tried 7 I am sure our people are reason-
able. I am equally sure that they have no
desire to disown obligation or to ﬁeny Just
rights. But unfortunately, like the rest of
mankind, they are human. And being hu-
man it is naturally hard for them to yield the
first point. It is always etsier for the great
and {he powerful to be magnanimous. But
surely it ought not to be beyond the ability
of étatesmanship to find some metbod of
bringing both parties to an amicable under-
standing. Where there’s a wlll,a way can

always be found. If some intimation were
given, even unofficially, that overtures for
friendly negotiation would not be rejected, a
considerable advance in the desired direc-
tion would be achieved. Why should there
be a frigid demand for * unconditional sur-
render ?” Such a demand is easy to make,
but it is hard for human nature to comply
therewith, even if wisdom so dictates. Such
a demand ought only to come from the one
who has been guilty of no fault in motive
or act against the other. Will the Adminis-
tration elaim that all its servants in the
Philippines, from the greatest to the least,
have pursued a course of conduct *so icy-
angelie, so snowy-seraphic” as to leave no
cause for complaint, no groufld for mis-
understanding, on the part of the Filipinos ?
Surely there have been faulls on both sides,
This is an admission based solely on the fact
that human nature is not immaculate., Al-
tho 1 am dolng everylhing in my power to
bring about peace, I could not and would
not counsel our people to surrender * uncon-
ditionn'lly." Better to have death with
honor than to bow the head at the expense
of self-respect and legitimate pride. And
even if Ameriea succeeds in the material
conquest of the Philippines, there will never
be a moral submission on the part of the Fili-
pinos. The Government of the islands would
then be minus those * just powers’ which

‘are derived solely “ from the consent of the

governed.” Will the great republic of the
West thus become a dletator ?

Why not negotiate ? If negotiations fail,
it will then be time enough for war. 'True,
in the i)ﬂst our overtures of peace and good-
will were not receivéd in a hearty manner
by the Administration. But let that pass. It
cannot be undignified to do what righteous-
ness and honor demand. Who will help me
in the cause of peace ? Could any cause be
worthier the genius of the statesmen of 2
great nation ?

In placing this statement before the people
of Americs, I beg to assure them that what-
ever its demerlts may be it is the outcome of
a sincere desire for peace and for an honor-
able settlement of the differences and diffi-
culties of the Philippine question,

Lonpon, ExcrLanp,
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