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At an interview in the White
House, duly heralded by the press,
between Mr. Roosevelt and Helen
Keller, the young woman who in spite
of having been blind and deaf from in-
fancy has become anintellectual won-
der, Mr. Roosevelt entertained his

sensitive guest with a story of how.

one of his boys enjoyed a rabbit hunt
in the White House grounds. Does
this man ever think of anything but
killing?

In his bid this week at the Tam-
many “harmony” dinner for the Dem-
ocratic nomination for the presi-
dency, David B. Hill urged upon the
party the importance at this time of
unity and aggressive action. Ag-
gressive action in what? Unity for
what? Not the tariff, surely;for Hill
is as good a protectionist as Roosevelt.
Not the money question; for he
stands as unflinchingly for hard
money and the national bank of issue
system as Mr. Gage, or Mr. Shaw.
Not imperialism; for if he is opposed
to that he has thus far borne the in-
fliction with great fortitude end
singular reticence. Not direct tax-
ation; for he prefers indirect taxes,
which surreptitiously rob the poor,
to an income tax that would fall upon
the rich. Not anything that would
prejudice the interests of property in
legal privilege; for a8 a thickand thin
defender of established privilege he
yields to no plutocrat in the land.
Upon what principle, then, and for
what policy can the Democratic party
unite with Mr. Hill? If foranything
under heaven which the Republican
party does not already represent more
<fficiently, we should like to be en-

lightened. As at present advised we
discern no other motive for a reunion
of the Democratic party with Mr. Hill
than an earnest hope and a lively ex-
pectation of sharing in the spoils of
office. For that policy, and for that
alone, Mr. Hill stands preeminent.

Senator Depew has saddled the
constitutional amendment for the
election of senators by popular vote,
with a clause requiring that “the
qualifications of citizens entitled to
vote for United States Senators and
representatives in Congress shall be
uniform in all states.” Hisimplica-
tion is that in fixing these uniform
qualifications his party in Congress
will secure the Negro in the south his
right to vote at least for members of
both houses of the national legisla-
ture. The primary object of the
tricky clause is probably what it is
suspected to be, a weapon to force
Southern senators and congressmen
to oppose the principle of popular
election of senators. Incidentally,
however, the Republican managers
expect to get some cheap capital out
of the matter by pretending to be the
very good friends of the Negro race.
If they were really friendly to Negro
suffrage rights they would not confine
their efforts to making such a clause
the condition of an amendment to
which it is not especially related.
They would at once take steps to se-
cure those rights to the Negroregard-
less of the senatorial election amend-
ment. But there is possibly an ul-
terior motive. Suppose the Depew
condition were conceded. Suppose
Congress were given power to make
those uniform suffrage qualifications.
Is there any certainty that the quali-
fications would be broadened so as to
include the disfranchised Negroes of
the South? Isitnot as probablethat
they would be narrowed so as to ex-
clude great bodies of enfranchised,

white men as well as Negroes every-
where? What better opportunity to
perpetuate its power could a pluto-
cratic party already in control of Con-
gress want, than authority to define
the qualifications of voters forits suc-
cessors? May not Mr. Depew be
working only nominally for the Ne-
gro and more liberty, but really for
the great corporations and more re-
strictions?

The third successive Democratic
victory in Cuyahoga county, Ohio, un-
der the leadership of Tom L. John-
son, i3 attracting marked attention
all over the country. Itismade espe-
cially notable because, for one thing,
this is a Republican county, and for
another, the Republicans appear to
have been generally successful else-
where in the state at the recent local
elections. In these circumstances
another fact regarding the spring
elections in Ohio is significant. In
Loraine, in a neighboring county, Jo-
seph King became the Democratic
candidate formayorat Johnson’ssug-
gestion; and, although this town had
never before in its history elected a
Democrat to office, Mr. King received
a plurality of 70 votes. The truth is
that Johnson’s methods are becoming
as acceptable to the people as they
are peculiar to politics. Candorand
fidelity have been the chief points of
his political policy. His purposesare
radical, his plans are conservative, his
judgment is sound, and his word is at
par. These are the qualities that are
making him, indeed have already
made him, the Democratic leader in
Ohio. He isa leader who leads.

One thing about Johnson is only
just coming to be recognized at its
full value—his civil service policy.
He believes in the merit system, and
unlike some more pretentious civil
service reformers in office, he isapply-



18

The Public

ing it with the same bold confidence
and open candor that characterize all
he does. Already, for the first time
in the history of Cleveland, three im-
portant departments of local govern-
ment have been rescued from the
spoils system. One is the water de-
partment, which Johnson has placed
in charge of Prof. E. W. Bemis,
to whom he has given in fact and not
as a pretense—as recent develop-
ments have fully shown—a free hand
to manage the department without
reference to party politics, but in the
best interests of the city. Amotheris
the city treasury. Upon the death of
the republican incumbent, May-
or Johnson appointed Mr. Cof-
finberry, who was known to be
his candidate for the office at
the recent election, and Mr. Cof-
finberry has placed that office up-
on the merit basis. The third is the
public school system, to the head of
which Starr Cadwallader was chosen
at the same election. Mr. Cadwalla-
der, who was universally regarded
during the campaign asthe candidate
of Mayor Johnson, to whose influence
the nomination and election was un-
questionably due, has supplanted the
Republican spoils system heretofore
prevailing in the school management
in Cleveland, by the mnon-partisan
merit system. And much to the sur-
prise of old-fashioned politicians,
Mayor Johnson’s civil service policy
has actually strengthened him and his
party in politics.

Johnson’s possibilities as Demo-
cratic leader in Ohio are naturally
enough disturbing the Republican
managers. They do not understand
his kind of politics as well as the
voters who have had a chance to ex-
press themselves upon it seem to.
They are frank enough to admit that
Johnson’s third successive triumph
in Cuyahoga as Democratic leader,
means for them a hard battle for su-
premacy in the state next fall; and
they don’t conceal thefact that John-
son has them badly frightened. At
the same time they are manufactur-
ing an abundance of campaign ma-
terial for him. Not only are they

openly identifying the Republican
party with the street railroad and the
steam railroad monopolies, and trying
to rip up the government of Cleve-
land (established by their own legisla-
tion and enjoyed by them for more
than a decade), so as to deprive
Johnson of the power the people have
reposed in him and which he has
used faithfully in the public interest;
but they have in addition enacted tax
laws for the state the operation of
which ought to damn a far better
party than the Republican party of
Ohio has come to be.

The Ohio tax laws which have just
been enacted were proposed by the
Republican governor and forced
through the legislature as party meas-
ures. They will save the steam rail-
roads and other public utility corpo-
rations hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars in the taxes they would have to
pay if they were taxed on the same
basis as farmers, merchants, mechan-
ics, ete. Moreover, the laws are so
drawn as to tax unprofitable private
corporations of a given capitalization,
and those that are only moderately
profitable, more than others of the
same capitalization which are profit-
able enough to put their shares at a
premium.

Let us explain this remarkable leg-
islation. To establish the eminently
sound policy of home rulein taxation,
the Democrats in the legislature pro-
posed bills abolishing the general tax
levy of the stateand charging the de-
ficiency, as it might appear from year
to year, to the various countiesin pro-
portion to their respective tax totals
for local purposes. This would have
relieved the state of its pestiferous
board of equalization, for the appor-
tionment would have been arrived at
by a simple arithmetical calculation,
mere clerical work, and every county
could have been left wholly free to
raise public revenues in its own
chosen way. But that was not satis-
factory to the party of tax-dodging
monopolists. Itspolitical patronsand
legislative beneficiaries would have
been in danger under such a system

of being taxed equally with other in-
terests. Yetit wasanxiousto posefor
home rule in taxation, which is popu-
larin Ohio. Sotwo Republican “home
rule” tax bills were passed. Under
these an annual tax of one per cent.
will be imposed on the gross receipts
of steam railroads and other public
service corporations. As they have
heretofore paid one-half of omne per
cent. the reform will double their
their taxes, which seems, at first blush,
like a bad thing for them. Butitis
not so bad after all. For under this
law they will escape with an aggregate
increase of about $700,000; whereas,
under the.old law, taxed upon a 60
per cent. valuation like other prop-
erty owners—and there was growing
danger that with Johnson’s advent in-
to Ohio politics this would be done—
they- would have had to pay about
$7,000,000. It was quite worth their
while, therefore, to accept the Repub-
lican tax “reform” measures. An-
other feature of these measures is of
like inequitable character. All Ohio
corporations are to be taxed one-tenth
of one per cent. on their capital stock,
estimated at par. Consequently every
little business which has become in-
corporated, must, whether profitable
or not, pay the same tax as a highly
profitable corporation owning special
privileges, if the capital stockisnom-
inally the same. Thus, a corporation
capitalized at $100,000, but whose
stock is worth only ten cents or less
to the dollar, would be taxed the same
as a telephone company capitalized at
$100,000 but whose stock was worth
200 cents to the dollar.

There is enough political dynamite
in that Ohio tax legislation to blow
the party orgenization responsible
for it into fragments. This in itself,
of course, would not be worth while.
But the Democratic tax bills that were
shoved aside by these monopoly-fos-
tering tax laws are worth while. And
after the comparison of the opposing
policies the two sets of bille respec-
tively stand for, which iscertain to be
made under Johnson’s leadership this
fall on the stump throughout Ohio, it
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will reflect upon the intelligence of
the average Ohio voter if the tax-
dodging monopolies and their polit-
ical friends are not worsted as badly
in the state as they have been already
in Cuyahoga county.

Why is it that Congressional reso-
lutions expressive of sympathy with
the resistance of the Boer republics
to the efforts of the Tory party of
Great Britain to subjugate their peo-
ple and annex their territory, never
see the light after once getting into
the possession of the committee on
foreign affairs? Why are they “held
up”’? Perhaps none of them ought
to pass. Possibly the committee
ought not recommend all of them or
any one of them. It may be that the
adoption of any of these resolutions
would put our nation in a false light
as & neutral power. We might there-
by seem to be taking sides with and
aiding the causeof the Boer republics,
somewhat as in connection with the
British army depot at New Orleans
we are actually taking sides with and
aiding the British empire. This, of
course, ought not to be done. No
resolution regarding the Boers ought
to be adopted by Congress which
would really conflict with our obliga-
tions of neutrality. But that is not a
valid reason for burying the resolu-
tions in committee.

The function of a committee isto
inquire into and report upon matters
referred to it, not to “pigeon-hole”
them. Whether it reports favorably
or unfavorably is for the committee
itself to decide. But it is its duty to
report. When it refuses to do that,
the people have a right to complain.
And this is what the committee on
foreign affairs of the House does re-
fuse to do with the Boer resolutionsin
its hands. It has “held up” some of
them two years, and congressmen and
private citizens have tried in vain to
get it to make any report, favorable
or otherwise, upon any. How is this
accomplished? Through the chair-
man of the committee, as everyone
familiar with congressional procedure
knows, What the chairman wants

done his associates of the party in
power, constituting a majority of the
committee, agree to. Unless they do,
they get no plums. It is the same
with what he doesn’t want done.
Consequently, if the chairman of a
committee wishes to “hold up” any
matter referred to his committee, he
does so and “no questions asked.”

TUpon Robert R. Hitt, then, the
chairman of the House commitiee on
foreign affairs and a congressman
from Illinois, rests the responsibility
for the longand comprehensive “hold
up” of Boer resolutions in Congress.
Of that there can be no question. But
what is Mr. Hitt’s motive? There
can be but one motive for such con-
duct. If the resolutions ought not to
pass, the chairman should report
against them with the reasons. But
if there are no valid reasons why they
should not pass, yet they are objec-
tionable to him, his only recourse is
to bury them. And thisis what Mr.
Hitt has done with the Boer resolu-
tions that have accumulated in his
committee during the past two years
or more. Opposed to fair play for the
Boers, but conscious of the popular
sympathy for them which prevails in
his state and over the country, he
avoids the issue by pigeon-holing the
resolutions. Mr. Hitt servestheTory
party of England, by puttingthe Boers
at an unfair disadvantage with refer-
ence to American sentiment. He pre-
vents a discussion and vote upon the
resolutions in Congress upon their
merits, and thereby fosters the no-
tion, of which the British ministry
makes much, that in the South Af-
rican war the sympathy of the United
Statesis with the British. Thisought
to answer the question of the Chi-
cago Tribune, which wants to know
why Mr. Hitt should not be the next
senator from Illinois. It is to be
hoped that Illinois wants no sympa-
thizer with British toryism to repre-
sent her in the United States Senate.

Senator Hanna is widely com-
mended for his fidelity to Rathbone,
the Cuban postal defaulter. This is
as it should be. Was not Rathbone

the man whose name figured conspie-
uously in the charges of bribery in
connection with Mr. Hanna’s election
to the Senate—the man who, as the
Toledo Bee tersely puts it “handled
the legislators who had to be
bought”? If Rathbone did push Mr.
Hanna into the Senate, it would
be only fair for Senator Hanna to pull
Rathbone out of the penitentiary.

OUR DEMORALIZING OONQUEST.

1. .

The inhumanity which has char-
acterized the American occupation of
the Philippines can no longer be de-
nied. It must now beeither defended
with bravado or confessed with shame.
The trial and verdict in the case of
Maj. Waller leave no other alterna-
tive.

Maj. Wailer was court-martialed
for killing natives in the island of Sa-
mar, not in battle but in cold blood
after capturing them.

His plea in part was that the na-
tives in Samar were treacherous. But
he conceded that he had not put his
prisoners on trial to ascertain their
individual guilt. He had executed
them off-hand, without regard to
whether they were individually guilty
of treachery ornot. Defending thisas
being within the usages of war, he
urged that without criticism he had
dealt in the same way with “boxers”
in China; and that not only did this
conduct there go without criticism
from his superiors, but it was prac-
ticed and approved by officers of the
European troops. Indeed, they were
inclined to make sport of the Ameri-
cans for chicken-heartedness, because
in other respects the American policy
was execessively fair and humane
from the prevailing military point of
view. Maj. Waller admitted the ex-
ecution of 11 of his Samar prisoners
in this unceremonious fashion, jus-
tifying the homicide as a legitimate
act of war. .

But he did not rest his defense on
that plea alone. He made a further
plea,thenature of whichstronglyindi-
cates that his motive after all was not
to punish treachery, but to terrorize
a stubborn enemy by giving them to
understand that they were to receive
no quarter. He testified that he had
acted pursuant to the orders of Maj.
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Gen. Jacob H. Smith, the American
general in command on the island of
Samar and his superior officer.  His
testimony in this respect was denied
by Gen. Smith, but 1t was positively
corroborated by three officers who
went upon the witness stand at the
trial. Gen. Smith’s order, as recited
by. all the witnesses and as reported
by the Manila dispatches, was to this
effect:

I wish you to kill and burn. The
more you kill the more you will
please me. The interior of Samar
must be made a howling wilderness.
Kill every native over ten years old.

- On the 13th the Waller court-mar-
tial made known the verdict which
had been arrived at by a vote of 11 to
2. Asreported by special cable to the
Chicago Record-Herald, a Republican
and imperialist paper, in which it was
published on the 14th, this verdict
found that Waller had acted in accord-
ance with the rules of war, the mili-
tary necessities of the situation, and
the order of his superiors. In other

words, the execution without trial of

prisoners of war taken-by American
troops in the Philippines, is regarded
by American military authority as
being within the military code of
ethics. :

Whether such base conduct is
in truth in harmony with military
ethics may well bedoubted. The mil-
itary ethical code is sadly eccentrie
when invoked in behalf of peoples too
weak to assert its authority with force
and too friendless to have it asserted
for them by powerful onlooking na-
tions; but it is hardly believable that
it would justify the off-hand shooting
of prisoners of war unconvicted of
any offense.

One military officer of long experi-
ence in the field, a Republican at that
—we refer to Col. Henry L. Turner,
of Chicago—has spoken vigorously
in condemnation of thetheory of mil-
itary honor which approves the Wal-
ler method of warfare. Interviewed
for the Chicago Record-Herald of the
14th he said:

To me this principle is so horrible
to adopt that I cannot help hoping
there will be some qualification of the
news received later. Probably there
never was a more treacherous, blood-
thirsty enemy than the American In-
dian ever fought by the United States
army. And yet I do not hesitate to
declare that had Maj. Waller drawn
up 11 unarmed prisoners of the blood-
thirsty Apache tribe and ordered them
shot without trial, his lightest punish-
ment under Gens. Grant, Sheridan,
Crook, Miles, Custer or any of our old

line heroes, would have been dismissal
from the army in disgrace or impris-
onment for life.” My own judgment is
that Maj. Waller would have been tried
by a drumhead court-martial and shot
within 24 hours. That a man who has
tried to justify the unwarranted kill-
ing of Filipinos by the fact that he had
ruthlessly shot down the Chinese,
should be acquitted with honor and let
loose to continue the destruction of
human life at his own sweet will is a
matter difficult to realize. If cam-
paigning in the Philippine islands has
brought the United States army to
the point where it justifies this class
of warfare, the sooner the troops are
brought home the better.

Much more agreeable to humane
sensibilities is Col. Turner’s view of
military ethics than that of Gen.
Funston, who at a Republican ban-
quet in Chicago recently exclaimed,
referring to the approaching trial of
Waller—*I say, Bully for Maj. Wal-
ler!” It is to be most earnestly hoped
that the banqueting Republicans
who applauded that brutal exclama-
tion do notreally represent the ethical
ideas of their party, but that Repub-
licans like Col. Turner do.

If Maj. Waller’s murderous act was
not in accordance with the rules of
war, ag every honorable soldier and hu-
mane man must hope is the case, then
the further excuse that it wasjustified
by “the military necessities of thesit-
uation” must collapse. Even by the
military code, military necessity can-
not justify military crime. To jus-
tify either a general elaughter of cap-
tives or the execution without trial of
particular prisoners, on a plea of “the
military necessities of the situation,”
is to throw down all moral barriers
to Dbarbarism in warfare. “The
military necessities of the sitnation,”
whenever a powerful foreign invader
was baffled by the stubborn resistance
of a weak people fighting for their na-
tive land, would always be sufficiently
pressing, in the invader’s estimation,
to warrant a resort to barbarous
methods. Ifitwouldjustify suchade-
parture from humane military ethics
as Maj. Waller’s, it would justify any
departure which the achievement of
success might seem to require.

That it has seemed to the baffled
American troops in the Philippines
to require revolting barbarities is now
disclosed beyond the possibility of
plausible denial. What Gen. Miles
characterized as the “severity” of our
military conduct in those islands,
for which he was promptly rebuked,
proves now to have been but inade-
quately described by him. The Wal-

ler verdict, together with the
horrible revelations of the ev-
idence, is an intimation to
thoughtful Americans that here
is only one instance of a general
policy of inhumanity. But for some
such policy, tacitly recognized and ap-
proved, Waller would hardly have
ventured to kill his prisoners without
a trial, no matter what their offense
had been; Gen. Smith would hardly
have ordered a slaughter of captives,
and if he had, Waller would probably
have disobeyed; and, last but by
no means least, the Waller court-
martial, had Waller ventured upon
such an exploit, would not have ac-

uitted him of the crime. The whole
thing testifies to a contagion of in-
humanity.

IL

That this shameful condition has
long been known by theauthorities at
Washington has been more than sus-
pected, and with good reason.

Why has Senator Lodge and his
Philippine committee refused persist-
ently toinvestigate charges of cruelty,
if he did not believe that a thorough
investigation would uncover what
the Waller trial has begun to reveal?

Why has the secretary of war sup-
pressed documents tending to expose
the revolting situation, if he does not
know, what the Waller verdict indi-
cates, how very revolting it would be
to the public mind. _

Why is a virtual censorship still
maintained at Manila, if thereis noth-
ing to conceal from the American peo-
ple?

Why were all correspondents but
those of the three monopoly press as-
sociations excluded from thelgearings
of the Senate Philippine committee,
unless there was a purpose to keep the
testimony “well in hand.”

Every disclosure through private
sources of facts like those involved in
the Waller trial has been met with of-
ficial denial orscouted as hearsay;and
though the anonymous evidence—
anonymous because the witnesses
dared not reveal their identity lest
they themselves might suffer from the
same barbaric policy — has been
abundant, the official probe has been
strenuously withheld. The govern-
ment itself has stood between officers
like Maj. Waller or Gen. Smith and
the American people, officially vouch-
ing, in the face of circumstantial re-
ports to the contrary, for the hu-
manity of the American troops in the
Philippines.

In this connection, so loyal a Re-
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publican paperas the Chicago Recard-
Herald, censures the war department
in its issue of the 12th in these meas-
ured terms:

It is clearly exceeding its powers
and rights as a branch of a represent-
ative government which is responsible
to the American public whatever the
truth may be. . . . Itisknown be-
yond doubt that it has censored press
dispatches to the perversion of the
truth, that it has concealed the facts
concerning an outrageous mismanage-
ment of the finances in the transport
service, and lastly that its policy with
regard to the stories of Weylerism in
the Philippines has been one of persist-
ent deceit. . .. the situation as weknow
itto-day brings shame upon us all. Dis-
trict after district burned, natives tor-
tured, a population . mercilessly cut
down, and to crown all, editors impris-
oned arbitrarily, not for sedition, but
for printing stories of corrupt prac-
tices in American administration. The
liberty of the press, with accountabil-
ity for its abuse, is ruthlessly violated
by the military authorities in the Phil-
ippines in wanton defiance of the first
principle of American law. Surely the
indictment is one that demands some-
thing more than protestations and ex-
cuses from Secretary Root.

Official protestations and excuses
will pase current no longer. Both Sec-
retary Root and the Presidene have
come to that conclusion, astheirelev-
enth hour vigor testifies. One
thoroughly authenticated and im-
pressive instance of barbarity,indica-
tive of the general policy outlined by
the Record-Herald, was all that was
needed to awaken the American con-
science. Such an instance is afforded
by the Waller verdict. That verdict,
with the evidence upon which it rests,
lends color of truth to all the reports
of inhumanity that have attached to
the American name in the Philip-
pines.

And what a story it is that those
reports tell!

“The ‘water cure’ has been admin-
istered 1o thousands of natives in the
Philippines. at least in Panay,” saysa
returned soldier of Kansas City, who
had himself “seen it administered
dozens of times” to natives and assert-
ed that the practice was general in the
island of Panay, and who approves it.

Other witnesses, produced before
the Senate committee, not by the ma-
jority—who are responsible for the in-
vestigation but have been much
more solicitous to conceal the facte
than to permit disclosures—but by
theminority, have fully confirmed the
Kansas City soldier’s story. One of

them testified on the 14th, as the As-
sociated Press reports him, that—

he had witnessd the “water cure” at
Igbaras, province of Iloilo, November
27, 1900. It was administered to the
presidente, or chief Filipino official,
of the town. Upon the arrival of his
command at Igbaras the presidente
was asked whether runners had been
sent out notifying the insurgents of
their presence, and that upon the of-
ficial’s refusal to give the information
he was taken to the convent, where
the witness was stationed, and the wa-
ter cure was administered to him. . .
he was standing in the corridor of
the convent, stripped to the waist and
his hands tied behind him, with Capt.
Glenn and Lieut Conger, of the regular
army, and Dr. Lyons, a contract sur-
geon, standing near, while many sol-
diersstoodabout. The man was thrown
under a water tank, which held about
100 gallons of water, and his mouth was
placed directly under the faucet and
held open to compel him to swallow
the water which was allowed to es-
cape from the tank. . . . Whenat
last the presidente agreed to tell what
he knew, he was released and allowed
to start away. He was not, however,
permitted to escape, and upon refus-
ing to give further information he
was taken again as he was about to
mount his horse and the cure was ad-
ministered the second time. This time
the man was not stripped, nor was he
taken into the building. Dr. Lyons
said the water could be brought to the
spot and given there, and when it was
brought in a five-gallon can, one end
of a syringe was placed in it and the
other in the man’s mouth. As he still
refused, a second syringe was brought
and one end of it placed ih the pros-
trate man’s nose. He still refused,
and a handful of salt was thrown into
the water. This had the desired ef-
fect and the presidente agreed to an-
swer questions.

The other witness testified that—
he had witnessed the torture of two
policemen of the town of Igbaras.
. the details of the “cure” were
in the hands of a squad of the Eight-
eenth regular infantry, known as “the
water cure detail.” These acts were
committed under the command of
Capt. Glenn, who was judge advocate
of the department of the Viscayas.
. the water was kept running
four or five minutes, and the physi-
cian in charge frequently placed his
hand upon the man's heart to observe
the effect of the treatment upon that
organ.

Here we have the fact that a squad
was detailed to the special duty of ad-
ministering the torture; and the
names of the officers ordering the tor-
ture are given so that the witnesses
may be easily contradicted if they
have not told the truth.

But there can be no reasonable
doubt that they have told the truth.
The civil governor of Tabayas, an
American army officer, officially con-
firms these witnesses and all others
who tell of similar cruelties. For he
declares in his report of last Decem-
ber, which the secretary of war sup-
pressed, that this water torture is in
general use.. In the same report heac-
cuses the American troops of exten-
sive burnings to “lay waste the coun-
try so that the insurgents cannot oc-
cupy it.” In this connection the let-
ter of a soldier in Batangas province
to the Rev. Lewis J. Bristow, of Co-
lumbia, S. C., published in the Chi-
cago Chronicle of the 15th, is sig-
nificant. Telling of the orders fora
ten days’ “hike’”’ hesays:

Our orders were to burn every-
thing we passed, houses and food, all
clothing, household goods, etc. We
found quite a number of houses from
which the inmates had fled, leaving
everything just as it was when they
were at home and happy. We burned
it all. Another paragraph of the or-
der given me instructed us to kill
every living thing except women,
children and very old men. Thou-
sands of horses, cows, chickens, dogs,
etc., bit the dust. On this march and
every subsequent one these orders
were carried out. You may think
us a bloodthirsty crew, but you mis-
judge us. We do not shoot down
these poor devils in cold blood, but
always give them a chance to sur-
render; they won’t do it, so we have
to shoot. But I'll admit it is some-
what like eating olives—you have to
get used to it.

These are but samples of a multi-
tude of reports, more or less circum-
stantial and authenticated, all show-
ing that the American troops in the
Philippines yield their native sense of
humanity to “the military necessities
of the situation.”

III.

Now that this long-denied and
long-concealed but vigorously pros-
ecuted policy of cruelty and exter-
mination has leaked out through the
Waller court-martial proceedings, it
will not be enough for the govern-
ment to explain it as a matter of re-
taliatory policy.

The evidence is abundant and con-
clusive that in the beginning the Fil-
ipinos were humane in their modesof
warfare. Such cruelty as they have
practiced did not precede. but has
followed, the cruel methods of the
Americans. Our troops adopted the
“water cure” not in retaliation. but
confessedly to extort information.
They have laid waste and exterminat-
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ed, not to “get even,” but on account
of “the military necessities of the sit-
uation.” Baffled by a stubborn peo-
ple defending their homes, ourarmy
began a series of campaigns which, as
Gen. Hughes has cautiously admitted
before the Senate committee, could
not be called.civilized warfare.

Under these circumstancesthe plea
of retaliation for Filipino barbarities
will not serve our government as an
excuse forthe barbarities which it ap-
pears to have tolerated and which it
has certainly tried to conceal.

Neither will it do to shed official
tears of regret, and promise vigorous
measures of reform. The conditionis
chronic and will not yield to any ef-
forts at mere reform.

Gen. Hughes was correct in his
thought when, before the Senate com-
mittee, he said that new commanders
coming into the field would start in to
conduct their work much “easier”
than the old ones; that “they would
come into the country with theirideas
of civilized warfare and were allowed
toget theirlesson.” Thatis, “the mil-
itary necessities of the situation”
epeedily converted humane officers
into barbarians.

In the nature of the case it must be
so. We could not take upon ourselves
the colonial tasks of Spain, without
resorting to Spain’s revolting meth-
ods. If our human natureseemed be-
fore to be better than Spanish human
nature, it was not because we were in
reality morally superior to the Span-
ish; it was because we had not yet had
the Spanish temptations. With those
temptations we have become as Span-
ish as the Spaniards.

When any powerful nation under-
takes the conquest of a weak people,
one of two things is inevitable:
either the weak people will submit
upon realizing the hopelessness of
resistance, as the unwarlike Asiatics
have usually done; or they will fight
until exterminated, as did the Ameri-
can Indians, or until they repel the
invader, as did the Americans a
century ago and the Swiss centuries
before. If they submit. the work of
conquest is easy. But if they resist
and resist as the Filipinos did against
Spsinand are now doing against
Spain’s assignee, then the war of
conquest turns—especially if the
resisting inhabitants are an “inferior
people”—into a war of extermination,
with all the cruelties which such a war
naturally hegets. In that case it iz as
Gen. Hughes indicated with refer-
ence to the American occupation of

the Philippines. Humane officers
who replace those that have become
inured to cruelty,  come into the
country with exalted ideas of civilized
warfare, and are allowed to get their
lesson; which is this, that in such a
war “the military necessities of the
situation” justify the execution with-
out trial of prisoners of war, require
the use of cruel methods to extort in-
formation from reticent natives, ex-
cuse the wholesale slaughter of able
bodied inhabitants and uponioccasion
even of women and old men and chil-
dren above ten, and demand the utter
devastation of vast areas of country so
that the “rebels” cannot occupy it.

The humane tenderfoot of an of-
ficer does get that lesson. It is the
only lesson he can get. Being under
orders to “pacify” the country, he
learns to pacify it in the only possible
way. It is no native inhumanity of
our soldiers that has made the story
of our occupation of the Philippinesa
shameful and ineffaceable blotch
upon our history. It is “the military
necessities of the situation” which
our imperialist world-power policy
has produced. Not individual mili-
tary officers, but imperialism is re-
sponsible for it all. The true rem-
edy, conseguent]y, is not a futile pol-
icy of sending out new levies of hu-
mane officers, to be turned in due time
into unspeakable barbarians, but an
honarable course more in consonance
with ournational ideals. We must re-
strain our world-power ambitione.
We must recede from our blood
stained attempt at Philippine con-
quest. We must repudiate our whole
greedy, gresping, hypocritical and
conscience-deadening policy of benev-
olent assimilation. It is better to be
accused of a national “scuttle” than
to belonger guilty of a national erime.

IV.

How different the whole sorrowful
situation might be, had we as a
nation met the temptation to be a
world-power empire with the sturdy
command: “Get thee behind me,
Satan!” We should then have con-
quered nobly by the spiritual force of
high ideals loyally lived out; and a
flourishing republic off the coast of
Asia. modeled upon our own, would
now look trustfully to this nation as
its exemplar in government.

For. let it not be forgotten, the Fil-
ipinos had set up a flourishing and or-
der-preserving republic before the
present war began. That republic ex-
ercised actual jurisdiction over nearly
all the Philippine archipelago, as

Gen. Anderson, the first American
commander in the Philippines, has
testified. In an article in the North
American Review for February, 1900,
Gen. Anderson wrote, referring to the
period of the surrender of the Span-
ish in August, 1898:

We held Manila and Cavite. The
rest of the island was held not by the
Spaniards, but by the Filipinos. On
the other islands the Spaniards were
confined to two or three fortified
towns.

And that occupation was peaceably
maintained, the republic being rec-
ognized by the inhabitants and
law and order prevailing. This was
trueatleastoftheisland of Luzon. and
there is no reason to doubt that it
was true elsewhere. Asto Luzon, we
have the testimony of Leonard R.
Sargent. a naval cadet, who, with a
naval paymaster, W. B. Wilcox, spent
themonths of Octoberand November,
1898, in a semi-official investigation
of the interior of theisland. Writing
to the Outlook for September 2, 1899,
Sargent said of this republic:

It cannot be denied that, in a re-
gion occupied by many millions of in-
habitants, for nearly six months it
stood alone between anarchy and or-
der. . . . . We traveled more than
600 miles in a very comprehensive cir-
cuit through the northern part of the
island of Luzon, traversing a charac-
teristic and important district. In
this way we visited seven provinces.
.. . As a tribute to the efficien-
cy of Aguinaldo’s government and to
the law-abiding character of his sub-
jects, I offer the fact that Mr. Wilcox
and I pursued our journey through-
out in perfect security, and returned
to Manila with only the most pleas-
ing recollections of the quiet and or-
derly life which we found the natives
to be leading under the new regime.

It was not until the American gov-
ernment interfered that this Philip-
pine republic ceased to stand “be-
tween anarchy and order.” Then it
ceased to do so only because the Pres-
ident of our country gave it a death
blow. And that blow was struck six
weeks before the first battle. The
American republic—which ought to
have corserved instead of destroying
the Philippine republic — declared
war upon it by asserting a hostile sov-
ereignty. We refer tothe President’s
proclamation. promulgated by Gen.
Otis on the 4th of January.1899. At
page 66 of his report of “military op-
erations and civil affairs in the Phil-
ippine islands.”for 1899. Gen. Otizex-
plains certain significant alterations
which hemade in the language of that
proclamation in order to render it less
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unpalatable to the people of the
islands. He says:

After fully considerating the rres-
ident’s proclamation and the temper
of the Tagalos with whom I was daily
discussing political problems and the
friendly intentions of the United
States government toward them, I
concluded that there were certain
words and expressions therein, such
as ‘“‘sovereignty,” “right of cession,”
and those which directed immediate
occupation, ete., though most admir-
ably employed and tersely expressive
of actual conditions, might be advan-
tageously used by the Tagalo war
party to incite widespread hostilities
among the natives. The ignorant
classes had been taught to believe
that certain words, as “sovereignty,”
“protection,” etc., had peculiar mean-
ing disastrous to their welfare and
significant of future political domina-
tion, like that from which they had
recently been freed.

Although Gen. Otis suppressed
these significant and “tersely expres-
sive” words. he did not suppress the
essence of the hostile proclamation;
but, as appears from his report at
pages 68 and 69, he issned a pronun-

ciamento of hisown, as “military gov-,

ernor of the Philippine Islands.” in
which he quoted the following from
the President’s proclamation of sov-
ereignty:

... there will be sedulously maintained
the strong arm of authority to re-
press disturbances, and to overcome
all obstacles to the bestowal of the
_blessings of good and stable govern-
ment upon the people of the Philip-
pine islands.

Notwithstanding the suppression
of such “tersely expressive” words as
“sovereignty.” this pronunciamento
of the American “military governor”
over the peaceable republic already
described. did not vary in substance
from the President’s. If it had it
would have made no difference; for
hyanaccident the President’s got pub-
lished about the same time—with all
its incautious though “admirably em-
ployed” words so “tersely expres-
sive” of actual conditions, such as
“right of cession.” “immediate occu-
pation” and “sovereignty.”

After that, the ﬁggting was only a
question of time. The war had been
proclaimed. Friendliness and peace
with the new republic were impossi-
ble after the United States had as-
serted sovereignty over all its terri-
tory.

Not only did this sovereignty proc-
lamation amount to a declaration of
aggressive war against the new repub-

lic. Itinvolved anact of perfidy. For
the Filipino republic, admitted by our
own officials to be actually organized
and beneficently and peacefully gov-
erning, had been our ally in the war
with Spain.

This is denied. Like the policy of
cruelty and extermination now dis-
closed, it has been denied persistent-
ly. Onlya few days ago it was denied
under oath by Gen. Mac Arthur while
testifying before the Senate commit-
tee. Having been asked a question
by Senator Culberson, based upon an
assumed state of facts, Gen. Mac Ar-
thur answered, as reported by the
Associated Press through the papers
of the 13th—

“Assuming the facts to be as
stated,” the witness replied, “if that
were all there is in the premises it
might be admitted that the inference
was to be drawn as indicated. But
there are other facts which form a
part of the case and which show the
cooperation in the attack on Manila
was not a voluntary one on our
part. Gen. MacArthur then related
that on the evening previous to the
attack upon Manila, after Gen. Mer-
ritt had issued his order of battle,
Gen. Anderson received & commu-
nication from Gen. Merritt directing
the latter to inform Aguinaldo that
the battle which was to take place
the next day was to be between the
Americans and the Spaniards, and
that he must not participate under
any circumstances. The message was
sent to Aguinaldo by wire. Thé Fil-
ipino leader received it, but declined
to accept the suggestion, and he and
his native force participated in the
engagement the next day.

It is not necessary to raise an issue
of fact with Gen. Mac Arthurin order
to prove that there wasa military al-
liance. Entirely apart from the ques-
tion of cooperation in the battle re-
ferred to by Gen. Mac Arthur, theev-
idence of an alliance is indisputable.
No attempt has been made to dispute
it. Though the conclusion that there
was an alliance is denied, the facts
upon which that conclusion rests are
not. They areasfollows:

The Filipinos were at war with
Spain when Dewey’s equadron en-
tered Manila bay on that memorable
May morning of 1898. Thisisproved
by consular dispatches printed in
“Senate document 62,” of the Fifty-
fifth congress, third session. Thus:

Conditions here and in Cuba are
practically alike. War exists, battles
are of almost daily occurrence, am-
bulances bring in many wounded, and
hospitals are full. Prisoners are

brought here and shot without trial,
and Manila is under martial law. The
crown forces have not been able to
dislodge a rebel army within ten
miles of Manila, and last Saturday,
February 19, a  battle was there
fought and five dead left on the field.
—American Consul at Manila, Feb. 22,
1898, p. 319.

Insurrection is rampant; many
killed, wounded, and made prisoners
on both sides. A battleship, the Don
Juan de Austria, sent this week to the
northern part of Luzon to cooperate
with a land force of 2,000 dispatched
to succor local forces, overwhelmed
by rebels. Last night special squad
of mounted police were scattered at
danger points £6 save Manila. . . .
Rebellion never more threatening to
Spain.—Same, Mar. 19, 1898, p. 320.

Cuban conditions exist here possi-
bly in aggravated form. Spanish sol-
diers are killed and wounded daily,
despite claimed pacification, and the
hospitals are kept full.—Same, Mar.
27, 1898, p. 321. v .

In thesecircumstances, when Dewey
was about to sail for Manila bay from
Hongkong, he telegraphed to the
American consul at Singapore, where
Aguinaldo was in exile (see same Sen-
ate document, p. 342):

Tell Aguinaldo come soon as pos-
sible.

Aguinaldo went accordingly to
Hongkong. but did not arrive in
time to sail with Dewey. Dewey pro-
vided for his transportation, however,
and in a few days he was at work-in
Luzonreorganizing the Filipino army.
This appears in the same Senate doc-
ument at page 421, where Gen
Greene is quoted as testifying:

When the McCulloch went to Hong-
kong early in May to carry the news
of Admiral Dewey’s victory, it took
Aguinaldo and 17 other revolutionary
chiefs on board and brought them to
Manila bay. They soon after landed
at Cavite, and the admiralallowed them
to take such guns, ammunition and
stores as he did not require for him-
self.

Also at page 347, where the Hong-
kong Free Press is quoted as saying
that Aguinaldo arrived at Manila—

on the 19th inst., and was received
with great enthusiasm by the natives.
Admiral Dewey was very much
pleased with him. and has turned over
to him two modern field pieces and
300 rifles, with plenty of ammunition.

Aguinaldo’s subsequent great
efficiency in serving the American
cause against Spain on the land. in
cooperation with Admiral Dewey on
the water, is acknowledged in an
official dispatch of June 16. 1898,
from the American consul at Manila.
printed in the same Senatedocument
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at page 329 and written long be-
fore a single American soldier had
put foot on Philippine soil:

I have the honor to report that since
our squadron destroyed the Spanish
fleet on May 1, the insurgent forces
‘have been most active and almost uni-
formly successful in their many en-
counters with the crown forces of
Spain. . . .. The insurgents have
defeated the Spaniards at all points
except at fort near Matate, and hold
not only North Luzon to the suburbs
of Manila, but Batanyes province also
and the bay coast entire, save the
city of Manila. . . . Manila is
hemmed in.

Of thatsituation, Gen. Otis himself
reported at page 13 of his report of
“military operations and civil affairs
in the Philippine islands” for 1899.
He said:

For three and one-half months Ad-
miral Dewey with his squadron- and
the insurgents on land had kept Ma-
nila tightly bottled.

With the Spaniards—rvirtually the
whole Spanish army of the Philip-
pines—thus driven into Manila by
the Filipino army, and held there
“tightly bottled,” by Dewey on. the
water sideand Aguinaldo on theland
side, before any American troops had
arrived, is it strange that Aguinaldo
regarded his army as acting in friend-
ly cooperation with the Americans?
Our own officers certainly viewed the
matter in that light. When Com-
mander Bradford, of the American
navy, testified as an expert on mili-
tary law before the American peace
commissioners at Paris regarding
Aguinaldo’s operations, his reply to
a hypothetical question was this (see
same Senate document, pages 488
and 489):

We become responsible for every-
thing he has done, he is our ally, and
we are bound to protect him.

So long asall that evidence remains
in existence undisputed, why petti-
fog about the question of an alliance
atthecaptureofManila? That Aguin-

aldo was an ally of the American|

navy in bottling the Spaniards upin

Manila i an unavoidable inference

, it'.rom the undisputed and indisputable
acts.

With perfidy toward an ally. then,
—a contemptible ally, if you like, but
one whose aid we solicited and accept-
ed—and with unprovoked hostility
toward a young republic—only “a lit-
tle brown man’s” republic to be sure,
but one which preserved the peace,
gave token of prosperity, inspired the
devotion of its people and command-

ed the respect of our own investi-
gators,—with this perfidy and un-
provoked hostility toward those peo-
ple, who were entitled rather to our
gratitude and our encouragement, we,
as a nation, asserted our absolute sov-
ereignty over their countryand drove
them in self-defense to war. This
wanton war of our own making hes
lasted three yearsand more, and with-
out being yet ended, has forced upon
us the additional stigma of resorting,
upon the plea of “military necessity,”
to methods which even our own gener-
als, while excusingthem, characterize
as uncivilized.

The quiet and orderly life of an un-
offending people, which our naval
cadet, Sargent, observed, has been
broken up, and northern Luzon,
through which he and Paymaster
Wilcox traveled with safety and from
which they carried pleasing memo-
ries, has been laid waste. The latest
dispatches assure us that in all this re-
gion peace again prevails. Butnow it
is the peace of the graveyard. Why
have we caused this misery? Why
have wedevastated thiscountry? Why
have we remorselessly slaughtered
thousands upon thousands of its in-
habitants, not only in unequal battle,
but also in cold blood after captures?
Why have we tortured prison-
ers to extort information? Why
have some of our generals com-
manded their subordinates to make
no prisoners, but to kili all natives
over ten years of age? Why do we
carry on this contest which breeds
inhumanity even in the hearts of the
humane? Is it because those peo-
ple resist our assumption. of sover-
eignty? Then why did we assert and
why do we endeavor to maintain that
power over an alien and unwilling
people 10,000 miles away from our
shores? Isit for their good. fortheir
benevolent assimilation? From the
President down, we all know that that
is not the reason.

One of the real reasons was given
by Gen. MacArthur to the Senate
committee on the 8th. when, as re-
ported by the Chicago Inter Ocean, a
Republican paper, he mixed in witha
lot of benevolent phrases and some
fantastic evolutionary speculations, a
declaration that—

the possession, the permanent posses-
sion of the Philippine archipelago, is
not only of supreme importance, but
absolutely essential to American in-
terests.

That i one of the unvarnished
reasons; and the others are like it,
only on a smaller scale. Since the

islands are rich in natural wealth,
American “interests” want a chance
at the grab. To satisfy those in-
terests, with their greed for gain and
lust of power that outrun satisfaction
and surpass understanding, we have
placed our nation in the pillory,
self-convicted of perfidy to an ally,
of making a war of conquest upon a
weak and friendly people,and of wag-
ing the war with a degree of cruelty
and inhumanity that forces our own
military officers to admit, even if cau-
tiously, that it cannot be called civ-
ilized. How much longer shall this
republic so stultify its own best
ideals?

NEWS

The Philippine question has sud-
denly loomed up like a portentous
chadow over the field of American
polities, in consequence of some
startling disclosures with reference to
American barbarities inthe islands.

One of these disclosures is the as-
tounding verdict of the court-martial
at Manila in the Waller case. The
principal evidence in this case, as far
as reported, was outlined last week
(p. 9), but at that time no verdict had
been reached. Maj. Waller was upon
trial for murdering natives. He ad-
mitted that he had commanded the
execution of natives without trial, in
the island of Samar, and that 11 had
been shot upon his order; but he de-
fended the act upon the ground that
it was in accordance with ordersfrom
his superior, Gen. Smith, and in con-
formity to military usage. The ver-
dict was reached on the 12th, afier
half an hour’s deliberation; and on
the 13th it was publicly announced
that the court-martial, by a vote of
11 to 2, had acquitted the accused of-
ficer. As reported by the Manila dis-
patches, the verdict was to the effect
that, in giving orders for the
killing of natives, Maj. Waller had
acted “in accordance with the rules
of war, the orders of his superior, and
the military necessities of the situa-
tion.”

The revelations of the Waller court-
martial were nearly coincident with
the disclosure of an official report
giving similar indications of severity
in dealing with natives in the Phil-
ippines. This report came first to
public notice. though only vaguely,
on the 29th of March, when President
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Roosevelt sent to the House of Repre-
sentatives, at its request, the papers
bearing on an application by Gen.
Miles to be assigned to duty in the
Philippines. In Gen. Miles's letter
making that application, dated
February 17, 1902, he referred to the
long drawn 'out Philippine war, and
characterized it as having “been con-
ducted with marked severity.,” The
secretary of waranswered on the 5th
of March, denying the application
and closing with the assertion that—
it is not the fact that the warfare in
the Philippines has been conducted
with marked severity; on the contrary,
the warfare has been conducted with
marked humanity and magnanimity
on the part of the United States army.
Replying to the secretary, on the
24th of March, Gen. Miles said upon
this point: .

It is proper to say that I had in

mind such information as was con-
veyed in the letter of Gov. Wm. H.
Taft, addressed to the honorable sec-
retary, dated Washington, February
7, 1902, as well as other communica-
tions that have been referred to these
headquarters or received by me.
The identity of the documents thus
alluded to by Gen. Miles was fixed by
the secretary of war in his response of
March 25, when he wrote that Gen.
Miles’s allusion was to a report by the
civil governor of the Province of Tay-
abas, received February 7, 1902, and
which had been forwarded February
19th to Gen. Chaffee with instruc-
tions to investigate, and if the state-
ments were found to be trueto adopt
disciplinary measures. The secre-
tary rebuked Gen. Miles for assuming
the truth of these charges before they!
had been investigated. On the 7th
of April this long withheld Tabayas
report was made a subject of inquiry
in the Senate committee on the Phil-
ippines, the Democratic members
calling. attention to the fact that al-
though Gov. Taft had been testifying
for three weeks, and had been in-
structed to furnish the committee
with copies of reports received by
him from ecivil governors, and had
submitted favorable reports, he had
held back a Jamaging one. A resolu-
tion was consequently adopted call-
ing directly upon the secretary of war
to produce this report; and on the
10th it was produced, and for the
first time made public.

The report in question, dated De-

cember 16, 1901, and made by Maj.,

Cornelius Gardner, formerly of the
United States regular army but now
civil governor of the Province of
Tabayas in the Philippines, advises

the early concentration of the troops
in one or two garrisons, if the friend-
liness of the inhabitants is desired.
That a friendly sentiment has ex-
isted he avers, explaining that he is
in touch with thepeople, *“having vis-
ited all the pueblos one or moretimes
and having lived with them in their
homes.” But, he continues—

of late, by reason of the conduct of
the troops, such as the extensive burn-
ing of the barrios in trying to lay
waste the country so that the insur-
gents cannot occupy it, the torturing
of natives by so-called water-cure and
other methods in order to obtain in-
formation, the harsh treatment of na-
tives generally, and the failure of in-
experienced, lately appointed lieuten-
ants commanding posts to distinguish
between those who are friendly and
those unfriendly and to treat every na-
tive as if he were, whether or no, an
insurrecto at heart—this favorable
sentiment above referred to is being
fast destroyed and a deep hatred to-
ward us engendered. If these things
need be done they had best be done by
native troops, so that the people of the
United States will not be credited
therewith.

Hardly had the significance of the
Gardner report and the Waller ver-
dict reached the public when two
witnesses gave shocking testimony
before the Senate committee with ref-
ercnce to the “water cure” treatment.
One of them was Charles 8. Riley, of.
Northampton, Mass,, formerly a
sergeant in the 26th volunteer infan-
try. The other was Wm. L. Smith. of
Athol, Mass., formerlya privatein Co.
M. of the same regiment. Mr. Riley
testified that he had witnessed an ap-
plication of the “water cure” at Ig-
baras, in the province of Iloilo, No-
vember 27. 1900. It was adminis-
tered to the presidente of the town.
a man 40 years of age. The object of
the torture was to extort information.
It was twice applied. The first time
the water from a 100-gallon tank was
turned into the vietim’s mouth, he
lying prostrate and his mouth being
forcibly held open. until he gave the
desired information. The second
time a syringe was inserted in his
mouth and another in his nose, the
two syringes taking water from a 5-
gallon can. With the man held down
upon his back streams of water were
in this manner pumped into him, and,
to make the torture more effective
salt was thrown into the water. The
confession thus extorted was to the
effect that the presidente, while os-
tensibly friendly to the United States,
was in reality a captain in the Filipino

army and that his policemen were sol-
diers. Forthat reason the American
troops arrested him and burned the
town. The other witness, Mr. Smith,
corroborated this testimony and gave
also a similar account of the applica-
tion of the “water cure” to two police-
men at Igbaras. He explained more-
over that the management of the tor-
ture was in the hands of a squad de-
tailed for the purpose from the
18th regular infantry and known as
“the water cure detail.” In describ-
ing the burning of Igbaras (a town of
about 10,000) by the American
troops, he said that the inhabitants
generally escaped only with the
clothes they wore. Both witnesses
gave the names of the officers under
whose direction the torture was in-
flicted and the burning done. They
were Capt. Glenn and Lieut. Conger,
of the regular army, and Dr. Lyons,
an assistant surgeon.

The President and the secretary of
war are credited by the Washington
dispatches of the 15th with having
in consequence of theserevolting rev-
elations, “taken hold of the army
scandals in the Philippines with a
vigor and directness which cannot
fail to punish the offenders of the past
and prevent a repetition of similar of-
fenses in the future.” Direct orders
have been given to Gen. Chaffee to
have Gen. Smith court-martialed if
such testimony was given at the Wal-
ler trial as is reported in the news dis-
patches, namely, that Gen. Smith
ordered indiscriminate slaughter.
Asto Conger, Glenn and Lyons, a
court-martial has been ordered to sit
in San Francisco to try them for their
cruelty at Igbaras. It istositin San
Francisco because Conger and Lyons
are both in this country. Glenn.who
is still in the Philippines. and all wit-
nesees still there, are ordered to be
sent home at once.

Gen. Chaffee reported officially on
the 16th that Gen. Malvar, the last of
the important Filipino generals. had
surrendered unconditionally the day
before, thusterminating armed resist-
ance to the United States in the de-
partment of North Philippines. At
the same time he advised the Presi-
dent of the necessity of sending a
large force to the island of Mindanao
and stated that he was fitting cut an
expedition of 1.200 men, which is to
leave for Mindanao about the 27th.

Passing on from the American war
in the Philippines to thesimilar Brit-
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ish war in South Africa, thereislittle
further to report of the peace negotia-
tions mentioned last week, except that
they are in progress. The Boer lead-
ers of both republics met at Klerks-
dorp on the 9th. They had a second
consultation there on the 10th. On
the 11th it was announced that they
had decided to enterinto negotiations
with the British if granted free use
of the cable to consult the Boer repre-
sentatives in Europe. Whetherornot
this condition was complied with has
not been reported. Itiscertain, how-
ever, that any conditions precedent
to negotiations, which may havebeen
exacted, were allowed. for on the 12th
the Boer leaders arrived at Pretoria
to confer with the British authorities.
The two groups—South African Re-
public and Orange Free State—
came on different special trains and
were quartered after their arrival in
different houses. It is understood
that they have since been in negotia-
tion with Lord Kitchenerand Sir Al-
fred Milner, the British commission-
er for South Africa. On the day of
their arrival at Pretoria a message
was received from them. through
Lord Kirchener. by the British min-

istry. and was answered. But neither |

the purport of the message nor that
of the reply has been disclosed. There
is no further trustworthy newson the
subject.

It was announced in the House of
Commons on the 11th by Mr. Brod-
erick. secretary for war, that there
would be no armistice during the ab-
sence of the Boer commandants from
the field: and this announcement was
confirmed on the 14th by news of
severe fightingy in the Transvaal re-
gion. Lord Kitchener reports ahout
200 Boers killed and about
100 British casualties. He alzo re-
ports the overwhelming of a British
patrol in the Orange Free State—one
officer and three men being wounded
and all the remainder of the British
force captured.

On the 15th the statement of the
condition of British finances. called
the “budget.” was laid before the
House of Commons by Sir Michael
Hicks-Beach. chancellor of the ex-
chequer. From this it appears that
the cost of the Boer war for three
vears has heen $825.170.000. Forthe
vears 1902-3 it is put at $227.000.000.
The national debt has been increased
$290.000.000. and there is a deficit
to be met of $226.620.000. To pro-
vide for these obligations the chancel-

lor of the exchequer advocated a fur-
ther (see vol. iv., p. 41)advance in the
fiscal retrogression from the British
free trade policy back to a bread tax
He proposed a customs tax of 6 cems
per 100-weight on all kinds of im-
ported grain; 10 cents per 100-weight
on imported flour and meal; a stamp
tax of 2 cents on dividend warrants;
a stamp tax of 4 centsinstead of 2 as
now required, on checks; and an in-
crease of 2 cents in the £1 in the in-
come tax, making it 30 cents in the
£1 instead of 28. The import duties
on sugar, wine, beer, tobacco and tea,
and the export duty on coal (vol.iv., p.
63), are not to be disturbed. Besides
proposing these taxes, the chancellor
asks authority to sccure a loan of
$160,000,000.

It was significant of a more pa-
cific policy on the part of the minis-
try that the chancellor of the ex-
chequer was able 10 announce upon
asking for this loan, that the ministry
has acceded to the Boer demands for
the restocking and rebuilding of the
ruined farms in the South African
Republic and Orange Free State; and
still more significant of a changed,
public opinion that the House of
Commons resounded with cheers for
several minutes after the announce-
ment. Inmaking thisannouncement
the chancellor is reported as having
spoken in praise of the valor of the
Boers, and expressed his hopes for
friendship between Briton and Boer.
During the pause in his speech while
that sentiment was cheered he is re-
ported to have “turned towards Mr.
Chamberlain, the colonial secretary,
who sat pale and motionless, palpably
none too pleased at this official recan-
tation of his unconditional surrender
formula.”

For several days the cable news
from Belgium has been lurid, and
now the countryappears from the dis-
patches to be upon the verge of rev-
olution. This news is evidently col-
ored in theinterest of the ruling class.
but an outline of the situation and of
the condition of the government of
Belgium will enable the reader to
draw reasonably accurate conclusions
from the daily reports.

Belgium is a constitutional mon-
archy, both representative and hered-
itary, the legislative power being
vested in an hereditary king and in
a senate and a chamber of deputies
elected by the people under a restriet-
ed and plural suffrage. Senators are

elected for eight years, part of them
by the direct popular vote of citizens
not less than 35 years of age,and part
by provincial councils. Princes of
the reigning branch of the royal fam-
ily are senators by hereditary right.
Members of the chamber of repre-
sentatives are all elected by direct
popular vote. The qualifications of
voters for members of this chamber
are defined as follows by the States-
man’s Year Book for 1901:

Every citizen over 25 years of age,
domiciled for not less than one year
in the same commune, and not le-
gally disqualifled, has a vote. Every
citizen over 35 years of age, married
or widower, with legitimate issue,
and paying at least 5 francs ($1) a
year in house tax, has a supplement-
ary vote, as has also every citizen
over 25 years of age owning immova-
ble property to the value of 2,000
francs ($400), or having a correspond-
ing income from such property, or
who for two years has derived at
least 100 francs ($20) a year from Bel-
gian funds, either directly or through
the savings bank. Two supplement-
ary votes are given to citizens over
25 years of age who have received
a diploma or certificate of higher in-
struction, or who fill or have filled
office, or engaged in private profes-
sional practice, implying at least
average higher instruction. No per-
son has more than three votes.

This plural voting system is the
cause of the present disorders.

In 1898 an aggregate of 2,175.957
votes were possessed by 1.418.480
voters, a vast proportion of whom had
but one vote each. At the election
that year (see vol. ii No. 70, p. 10) the
Catholic party secured 112 seats. the
Socialists 28. the Radicals 6, and the
Liberals 6. To still furtherstrength-
en the majority.the premier proposed
a measure which the Socialists espe-
cially, but also the Radicals and the
Liberals.opposed. Alltheseparties fa-
vor the “one man one vote” principle.
Great opposition meetings were held,
and from June 20 to July 1, 1898,
there was rioting in several cities.
Upon being notified by the mayors of
four cities that they could not be re-
sponsible for public order unless the
premier’s offensive electoral measure
were withdrawn. the king interfered;
and those measures being in conse-
quence referred to a parliamentary
committee selected from all parties,
which recommended their unquali-
fied rejection. the ministry resigned.
The new ministry (vol. ii, No. 70.p.
9) promised to present a proportional
representation bill on the principle



The Public

27

of “one man one vote.” This was sub-
sequently done after a fashion (vol.

. ii., No. 73, p. 11), the chamber of dep-
uties adopting the new law by a vote
of 65 to 51 August 16, 1899. It was
promulgated December 7, 1899. But
that law provided merely for a crude
system of proportional representa-
tion, leaving the obnoxious plural
voting system unchanged.

Meanwhile the municipal elections
of October, 1899 (vol. ii, No. 81, p.
10), had resulted in such great suc-
cesses for Liberals and Socialists
that hopes of overthrowing the con-
servative ministry at the next parlia-
mentary election were entertained.
These hopes, however, were not fully
realized. The Socialists repudiatéd
their fusion with the Liberals (vol.ii.
No. 83,p.9),and at the parliamentary
elections of May 29, 1900 (vol. iii. p.
121) the Catholic majority was re-
duced from 112 to 85, the Socialists
chiefly gaining by the change. After
this election the news from Belgium
was not calculated to excite general
interest until early in the present
year.

But the agitation for universal suf-
frage on the “oneman one vote” prin-
ciple had evidently not flagged in
the interval. On the 23d of March,
1902, 20,000 persons paraded the
streets of Brussels under the auspices
of the Socialist party, and there were
similar manifestations throughout
the kingdom. Petitions werepresent-
ed to the mayors of different cities
forsubmission toparliament,demand-
ing a revision of th. constitution so
as to establish universal suffrage
and genuine proportional representa-
tion. On the 9th King Leopold was
surrounded by a great mass of people
at a railroad station in Brussels, and
the air rang with shoutsof “Longlive
the republic!” and “Long live univer-
sal suffrage!” But there were no at-
tempts at violence. The crowd had
not gone to the station to meet the
king upon his arrival there, but as a
compliment to four republican depu-
ties of Spain, who had spoken at a
Socialist meeting the night before and
been therefore ordered out of Belgi-
um by the Brussels police. After-
ward popular sentiment against the
police and the conservative elements
had risen. and—whether the fault lies
with the mob or the police it isimpos-
sible yet to tell—encounters between
the police and the populace were fre-
quent. The session of parliament on
the 11th was also marked with ex-

traordinary violence. Meanwhile a
general labor strike had been called
to begin on the 14th, and as early as
the 12th news poured in from every
mining and industrial center of the
probable great magnitude of this in-
dustrial demonstration in behalf of a
revised constitution and universal
suffrage. The strike beganin earnest
at the appointed time. Extentive
military preparations have been made
for it; but the troops are known to be
saturated with socialistic ideas, and
great lack of confidence in their fidel-
ity is freely expressed. On the 15th
it was reported that 15,000 out of the
40,000 Belgian coal miners had
struck, and that more workmen were
going out all the time. On the 16th
the number of strikers was estimated
at  300,000. It seems to be
clear that the Socialist leaders are
urging their followers to refrain from
violence, but the socialists charge that
the military display is designed by the
ruling class to excite the strikers to
acts of violence and so make a pre-
tense for gutting down the suffrage
agitation by arbitrary means. In
parliament the ministry has insisted
upon voting first upon theappro-
priations and then upon the suffrage
measures. But the combined opposi-
tion of Liberals, Radicals and Social-
ists, fearing that if theappropriations
were once passed the ministry would
dissolve parliament without act-
ing on the suffrage reforms. have de-
manded such action first. They seem
in this respect to have been success-
ful; for on the16th the parliamentary
debate on the suffrage measures be-
gan.

NEWS NOTES.

—The Rev. T. De Witt Talmage died
at Washington on the 12th. He was
70 years old.

—Gen. Wade Hampton, a lieuten-
ant general in the Confederate serv-
ice and afterwards governor of South
Carolina, died at Columbia on the
11th, at the age of 84.

—The state of Minnesota, denied
relief in the Supreme Court of the
United States (vol. iv., pp. 739, 746),
has begun suit in its own courts to
restrain the merger of the north-
western railroads. '

—The Supreme Court of Porto Rico
has reversed the decision of the low-
er court convicting S. Iglesias, Pres-
ident of the Federation of Workmen
of Porto Rico, of conspiracy to raise
wages (vol. iv.,, p. 584), and dis-
charged him from imprisonment.

—The constitution of Cuba was for-
mally promulgated on the 16th by

Gov. Gen. Wood, who at the same time
published a decree dissolving the con-
stitutional convention which ad-
journed last October and calling the
first Congress together for its first
meeting on the 5th of May.

—On the 16th the Senate passed the
Senate bill for the exclusion of Chi-
nese immigrants. It simply extends
the present exclusion law. The bill
passed by the House on the same sub-
ject is mueh more drastic. (See “In
Congress” in this issue.) It now re-
mains for the two houses to come to
an agreement.

—On a rehearing the appellatecourt
of Texas, on the 16th, modified its
anti-trust law decision (p. 10) so faras
to hold that the question of the un-
constitutionality of the Texas anti-
trust law of 1899 is not involved in the
case before it, that law being free
from the special exemptions which
nullify the previous acts.

—The London Times announced on
the 7th that the Johannesburg
(South Africa) city council has de-
cided to levy taxes for municipal pur-
poses only on real estaie values, ex-
clusive of improvements, and that
there is great local opposition tao
this decision, the object of which is
to discourage the holding of vacant
building lots.

—The Cleveland Plain Dealer of the
15th, in its Columbus staff correspond-
ence, announces that requests have
been extended to Herbert S. Bigelow,
of Cincinnati, by Democratic leaders
from various parts of Ohio, in which
Mayor Johnson has joined, to consent
to accept the Democratic nomination
for secretary of state, the head of this
year's ticket.

—The Democratic Congressional
Campaign committee agreed tenta-
"tively on the 11th upon the follow-
ing executive committee: Ben T.
Cable, Illinois, chairman; Lewis Nix-

.| on, New York, chairman of the Fi-

nance committee; David Overmeyer,
Kansas; Thomas Taggart, Indiana;
Richard Olney, Massachusetts, and
Daniel Lamont, New York.

—On the 14th argument was heard
before the United States Supreme
Court, on the application of the
State of Washington for leave to
bring a suit in that court to restrain
the merger of the northwestern rail-
roads. This suit differs in some tech-
nical particulars from that decided
against the State of Minnesota (vol.
iv.,, pp. 739, 746), but is the same in

purpose.

PRESS OPINIONS,

THE PHILIPPINE ATROCITIES.
Denver Post (neut.), April 12.—We can-
not afford to countenance or commend bar-
barism such as it was reported Maj. Waller
was gullty of. . . . Andyet, on the other
hand, we don’t want to become a nation of
sentimentalists. We don’t want to adopt
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a policy weak, vacillating and discreditable
before the world. . . . And yet, on
the gther hand, a war upon a defenseless
people and an order to kill indiscriminately
women and children has in {t no grounds
for defense.

Chicago Record-Herald (Rep.), April 13.—

Maj. Waller's references to the
Chinese campalign were unfortunate. For
the atrocitles committed by the invading
armies have met with the severest con-
demnation in every civilized country.

Chicago Daily News (neut.), April 16.—
If the case of Maj. Waller is to result in
giving sanction to the practice of shoot-
ing captives a new precedent will have been
established, and it Is not one which the
American people can contemplate with
complacency.

Chicago Tribune (Rep.), April 16.—If the
president and secretary of war were to
deny or conceal or encourage the miscon-
duct charged against some of the officers
of the United States army in the Philip-
pines they would justly be accused of
grave misconduct. They would be accom-
plices after the fact.

Indianapolis Sentinel (Dem.).—A few
days ago Gen. Miles was publicly rebuked,
insulted and humiliated for casually say-
ing that the war had been ‘‘conducted with
marked severity.” Secretary Root de-
clared that it had not. Are we to under-
stand that Secretary Root knew nothing of
these Waller orders?

Chicago American (Dem.), April 16.—The
thanks of the nation are due to Gen. Miles
for being the means of extorting from the
war department the reportg of the acting
governors of Batangas and Tayabas. If
half of what those reports state be true,
humanity has been outraged and this re-
public is dishonored in the Philippines.

Duluth News-Tribune (Rep.), April 14—
Shallow, indeed, is that man who expects
that soldiers of the United States who
find their comrades murdered and horribly
mutilated by the Filipinos are going to ex-
tend pentle, chivalrous treatment on all
occaslons to the men they themselves take
prisoners, and especially to those who add
treachery to cruelty.

Chicago Evening Post (Rep.), April 16.—
We have to thank Gen. Miles and the mi-
nority of the Senate Philippines commit-
tee for such fragments of the truth as
have been vouchsafed to the people. The
lght should now be turned on and the
whole truth laid bare. The committee hear-
ings should be opened to the public and the
scope of the inquiry broadened and ex-*
tended. . . . Too much of this has been
attempted in the past, and none of it ig
wanted for the future.

Chicago Inter Ocean (Rep.), April 16.—It
is not charged that the ‘““water cure’’ pun-
ishment is worse than the ‘‘sweat box”
used by the Chicago police to extort con-
fesslons from criminals, nor more cruel
than many of the methods of punishment
in vogue in our reformatories and peni-
tentiaries. But, of course, Ameri-
can officers operating In an enemy’s coun-
try, even when surrounded by sples and
assassins, are not excusable for resorting
to methods of punishment used by the
police or prison authorities in this country.

JOHNSON IN OHIO.

Cleveland Finance (fin.), April12—Mayor
Johnson’s machine is growing and his
power is growing. He stande as a menace
to the vested property Interests of Cleve-
land, and until the people see through his
hypocrisy and defeat him at the polis, he
will continue to be a menace to the fair
name and credit of Cleveland.

East Oregonian (Dem.), April 11.—That
the people will respond to a sincere sum-
mons to duty is shown by the Johnson
movement in Ohlo. . Tom Johnson
is doing something in the name of Democ-
racy. He means something. He is build-
ing up the interests of the people, and ev-
erywhere the cry is raised: ‘‘Well done,

good and faithful servant.’”” Out here in
Oregon we want work of the Johnson kind.

Johnstown Democrat (Dem.), April 10.—
Tom L. Johnson has again demonstrated
that he is a man who does things. The
election 1n Cleveland Monday was a great
personal triumph and a vindication at the
same time of his confidence in the people.,
He did not conceali his purposes. The peo-
ple knew what he wanted and how he
meant togetit. . . . TomJohnson'sway
is the way to win.

Cleveland Press (neut.), April 10.—Within
a year thé Republicans have had to surren-
der to the Democracy authority and of-
fices to such an extent as to fully justify
the conclusion that there has been a tre-
mendous revohution in public sentiment.
. «. . These changes have all come about
during the year that Tom Johnson has ad-
vocated low fares and just taxation of cor-
porations and invested nig money In party
organization and work.

Buffalo Enqulrer (ind.), April 12—Al-
though the corporation-owned and corrupt
Republican ring has been smashed in Cleve-
land and Cuyahoga county, the State ring,
intrenched at Columbus, continues to court
the same fate. . . . In going boldly on
record as agents of tax-dodging and greedy
corporations, and depriving the people of
local self-government, the leaders of the
party, Instead of checkmating Tom L.
Johnson are but helping to make his vic-
tory more complete and permanent.

WOMEN VOTERS.

Buffalo Enquirer (ind.), April 11.—Cleve-
land women at the recent election in that
city made the most practical sort of an
answer to that favorite objection of the
opponents of woman's suffrage, that wom-
en, even if given the voting privilege, would
not avail themselves of it. On the con-
trary, the Cleveland housewlves arose be-
times and worked like beavers.

TAXATION BY FEDERAL JUDGES.

Chicago American (Dem.), April 11.—
Judge Grosscup sets aside the original tax-
ing jurisdiction and the interpretation of
tax laws of the state Circuit Court, the
state Supreme Court, the Chicago Board of
Assessors and Board of Review, the state
Board of Equalization, and the executive
functions of the county tax collectors.
. . . He goes further, and attempts the
unheard of process of converting his own
court into an original administrator of
state tax laws. .

IN OONGRESS.

This ngon is an abstract of the Co! onal
Record, the official reron. of congressional pi N
ings. It inoludee all matters of general interest
and closes with the last {ssue of the Record at hand
upon cdv to_press. e references are to the
pages of Vol. 85 of that publication.

‘Washington, April 7—12, 1902,
Senate.

During the morning hour on the 7th the
conference report on the repeal of the war
revenue act was taken up (p. 39813. and
after considerable discussjon was adopted
(p. 3992) by a vote of 36 to 30; after which
consideration of the Chinese exclusion bill
(S. bill No. 2960) was resumed (p. 3992), sev-
eral amendments being acted on in the
course of the afternoon. On the 8th Mr.
Cullom (p. 4047), Mr. Patterson (p. 449) and
Mr. Perkins (p. 4062) epoke on the same bill,
and as the latter concluded. the Chinese
exclusion bill passed by the House (H. bill
No. 13081) was lald before the Senate. It
was at once refe (p. 4068) to the commit-
tee on iImmigraticn; and on the 9th the dis-
cussion of the Senate bill proceeded, Mr.
Ga.lllmfer( . 41322. Mr. Turner (p. 4143), and
Mr. Dillingham (p. 4151) occupy!ing the day.
Before taking up the Chinese bill on the
10th the post office appropriation bill was
considered (p. 4181) and passed (p. 4186).
Consideration of the Chinese question bein
then resumed, Mr. Dillingham conclude
his speech of the day before. and was fol-
lowed by Mr. Stewart (p. 4186) and Mr.
Hoar (p. 4186). After an informal discus-
sion on_the 1ith between Mr. Money (p.
4229) and Mr. Depew (p. 4283) on the propo-
sition to make senators elective by the peo-

ple, of which discussion the disfranchise~
ment of Negro citizens in the South was
the keynote, the Senate resumed considera-
tion (p. 4236) of the Chinese exclusion bill,
but was briefly interrupted by a further
informal discussion (p. 4236) ot the Negro
suffra question. eing again resumed
(p. 4241), the Chinese question was discussed
br Mr. Teller (p. 441); and at the close of
hls speech the senate adjourned to the12th,
when consideration of the bill was proceed-
ed with, Mr. Vest ('P. 424;3} and Mr. Lodge
(p. 4265) being the princlpal speakers.

House. ’

Resuming on the 7th the consideration of
the Chinese exclusion bill (H. bill No. 13031),.
the House in committee of the whole took
up the bill by paragraphs (p. 4001; and after
the adoption of several amendments, the
committee rose, reporting the bill as
amended favorably, and the House adopt-
ed it (p. 4029), but without a yea and nay
vote. On the same day the conference re-
port on the repeal of the war revenue act
was adopted (p. 4026); and Senate bill No.
178, to extend the charters of the natlonal
banks for 20 years, was Yaesed (p. 4029).
Mr. Fowler called up the latter bill, ask-
ing unanimous consent for its immediate
consideration (p. This was objected@
to, whereupon he moved to suspend the
rules and pass the bill. After brief de-
bate, a vote was taken (p. )—85 to 40;
but there appearing to be no ?uorum. and

motion to adjourn being defeated—63 to
103.—the -doors - were closed and the roll
called. The motion to suspend the rules
and §>ass the bill thereupon received (?.
4090) 116 votes, 48 being in the negative, 18
members answering present, and 173 not
voting. On the 9th the House went into com-
mittee of the whole (p. 4161-62) for the con-
sideration of House blll No. 12765, to provide
for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba.
Mr. Smith e(g 4152) opened the debate, and
was followed by Mr. Morris (p. 4182), Mr.
Sparkman (p. 4158). and Mr. Ball (p. 4162).

r. Grosvenor spoke on the bill on the 10th
(p. 4192), being followed by Mr. Weeks (p.
4?92. Mr. Perkins (p. 4197), Mr. Thayer (p.
4197), Mr. Prince (p. 4199). Mr. Miers (p.
4199), and Mr. Kleberg; and on the 11th the

eakers were Mr. Shafroth (p. 4247), Mr.

enry (p. 4247), and Mr. Parker (p. 4247).
The time of the House on the 12th was de-
voted to the private calendar, one of the
bills discussed (p. 4303) in committee of the
whole and passed by the House (p. 4310y
being Senate bill No. 2063, granting an an-
nual pension of $5.000 to the widow of the
late President McKinley.

Record Notes.—S8peeches are speclally
reported in the Record as follows: Repre-
sentatives Kahn {\R 3961), Kern (% 0),
Naphen (p. 4087), Mondell (p. 441). Patter-
son (p. 40?2). Green (p. 4168), and Senatore
Cullom (p. 4096) and Dillingham (p. 4214),
on Chinese exclusion; Repregentative
Gooch (p. 3973), and Senators Spooner (p.
4102) and Bailey (p. 4116), on oleomargarine;
Representative Thayer (p. 4094), on ship
subsidy; Representative Overstreet (p.
4126). on the money question; Representa-
tives Smith (p. 4207). Perkins (p. 4213), and
Ball (p. 4266), on Cuban reciprocity.

Text of minority report of the House com-
mittee on foreign affairs and the substitute
bill passed by it, on the subject of Chinese
exclusion. p. 4006.

Amendment to United States constitution
making qualifications of voters for repre-
sentatives and senators uniform in all the
states, proposed by Senator Depew, to-
gether with hig reasons, p. 417.

Sulzer's resolution on British armyv sup-
ply post at New Orleans as reported back
to the House by the committee on foreigm
affairs and adopted by the House, pp.

91-92,
House bill (No. 18602) to provide for postal
currency, introduced at page 4X6.

MISCELLANY

“OH! LAND WHERE THE HPATHER
BLOOMS!”
Oh! land where the heather blooms
And the salt spray splashes the beach,
Where only the wind and the sky above
Are out of the landlord’s reach!

Oh! wild birds that build in the brae
And sweeten the alr with your cries,
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‘Wave not your wings as you sail aloft,
For you are the 1andlord’s prize!

And you, the antlered king,
‘Who proudly rear your crest,
You live to fall to a landlord's gun
With the warm blood wet on your
breast.

Ye remnant of the brave!
Who charge when the pipes are heard,
Don't think, my lads, that you fight for
your own,
'Tis but for the good of the laird!

And when the fight is done
And you come back over the foam,
“Well done,” they say, ‘‘you are brave
and true,
But we cannot give you a home.

“For the hill we want for the deer,
And the glen the birds enjoy,
And bad for the game the smoke of the
cot
And the song of the crofter’s boy.”

Oh! land where the heather blooms,
And the salt spray splashes the beach,
‘Where only the wind and the starry sky
Are out of the landlord’s reach.
—MacXenzie MacBride, in the London
Scotsman.

UNCLE SAM'S LETTERS TO JOHN
BULL.
HE IS SICK OF BEING A WORLD

POWER.
Printed from the original manuscript.

Dear John: I am humiliated! I
have been complainin’ a little of your
acts bein’ a leetle off color; of your
shootin’ prisoners of war, John, and
the like, barbarities; but, I swan! I
never expected to eat humble pie for
doin’ the same thing, and worse, my-
self.

Fact is, I didn’t believe the stories.

Altgeld and Billy Bryan, and a lot
of fellows, said things in the Philip-
pines were all wrong; but I thought
they were tryin’ to get silver rein-
stated, and didn’t believe ’em; 1 set
store by the old republican party
too—didn’t believe I could go wrong.
And now, what do I hear! that the
orders went out, and seem to have
been obeyed, to shoot all Filipinos
over ten years of age; that I've been
guilty of murder and arson and
treachery; that I have executed ‘na-
tives without trial; that I have abol-
ished free speech, deported editors,
and overthrown a republic.

I own up I am in the dust, and it is
my fault.

I was a decent man once; had the
foremost country in the world, good
name and credit and a beautiful flag
that people looked up to and blessed.

Then a'syndicate with Hanna at the
head, arranged to sell me a gold
brick; and I bought! I did! after all
my experience!

They would make me a world pow-

er, they said. I was a world power
then—was already runnin’ one hem-
isphere, and had the other all lookin’
up to me—was head and shoulders
above everything under the canopy.
And I bit! and now what is the re-
sult? Why, that my name is placed
with that of Jenghis Khan and Tam-
erlane, Cyrus and Alexander, as one
of the scourges of God!

Why, my men own up! And the
thing that makes me sicker than all
else was, they shot the water buffalo;
killed the men, burned the homes,
drove the women and children into
the towns or pens, Spanish style; and
shot their only draft animals—the
water buffalo—so they would have to
walk, and carry their children, and
poor little goods.

Some of my common soldiers had
the grace to be sorry. When I first
heard that, I was a little off. I
vowed I would dismantle West Point,
and officer my army from the in-
fernal regions direct; but where’d be
the difference? Hell can’t beat what
I've been a doin’! ‘

And the worst thing about it is
they have soiled the flag; the pretty
filag!

The ballot I cast for the Philippine
war had blood on it; and—the thing
is on my hand!

You remember how old Mrs. Mac-
beth swore when she found it
wouldn’t come out?

There are more of us.

There is one thing certain: This
hand will never vote that ballot
again; and my army’s got to come
back from the Philippines, and be set
to hoin’ corn.

UNCLE SAM.

ARE WE GETTING OUR SUGAR TOO
CHEAP?
For The Public.

To the Editor: De Jones asks me to
enlist your sympathy for the suffering
beet sugar industry.

De Jones thinks he is not paying
enough for his sugar and fears there
is something in this Cuban reciprocity
bill that might reduce the price.

De Jones works for a big corpora-
tion and gets a dollar and a 'quarter a
day when he works. He works most
every day except Sundays and holi-
days and in stormy weather, and
comes pretty near supporting his wife
and family. In fact, with odd jobs at
house cleaning and washing, on the
part of his wife, and with the picking
up coal around the railroads and coal
yards by the children, to assist him,
he does support his family, and sends
the children to the public school, when

they are not too busy picking up coal.
He also wears a white starched shirt
on Christmas and the Fourth of July.
A man that can do all this would nat-
urally have a level head on him and
object to getting his sugar too cheap.

He seems to go on the theory that
cheap sugar makes the cheapman, and
don’t want the industry disturbed.
My head is not as clear as De Jones’,
and T can’t see the fine points that
seem to influence his mind; but always
feeling willing to aid the suffering, 1
will try to say a word in favor of the
beet sugar industry.

By way of digression I want to say
that there is a great deal in calling
things by their right names. I think
if we would persistently call safe-
breaking an industry, and continue to
do so for a sufficient number of years,
that we would lose our prejudice
against that kind of business, and per-
haps be able to get some sort of pro-
tection for it from Congress. It’s
worth thinking about, anyway.

But De Jones don’t want the sugar
business disturbed because he thinks
there is some sort of connection be-
tween the high priced sugar and the
dollar and a quarter that he gets from
the big corporation. He has the prop-
er idea in regard to being contented
with his station in life, and knows it
is the business of the rich people to
furnish work for the poor.

He admits that we may be under
some obligations to Cuba, but would
prefer a direct appropriation for the
island to any reciprocity tariff tinker-
ing. He says that this prosperity we
have now is built upon a pretty solid
foundation of “you tickle me and I'll
tickle you” sort of business, and if we
stop tickling the beet sugar men for a
minute, they will turn around and help
pull out all the rest of the foundation.
So if we destroy the foundation of the
prosperity, of course that goes, and
with it goes De Jones’ dollar and a
quarter a day.

I may not be putting this proposi-
tion correctly, but as near as I can get
to it, it seems that the beet sugar men
and the other sugar men can’t do busi-
ness without some help from Con-
gress, and that the beet sugar boys
are yet in the infant industry stage.

If this is the correct idea of the mat-
ter it does seem to be wrong for the
President and Congress to pitch into
the infant and let the full grown in-
dustry go unmolested.

It may be that De Jones is right,
and that it is a dangerous thing to al-
low the people to get anything cheap.
If we make a tariff reduction to Cuban
sugar and sugar goes down, the peo-
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ple that want cheap things may turn
against the tariff and overturn the
present structure of prosperity. The
people do not all know as much as De
Jones. Most of them do, but the glit-
tering idea of cheapness may under-
mine their integrity and cause them to
go wrong.

I hope that you may see this matter
in a proper light, and feel sufficiently
impressed to help the weak and suf-
fering in this matter. Yours very

truly,
JACKSON BIGGLES.
\

RESOLUTIONS IN MEMORY OF
JOHN PETER ALTGELD.
Resolutions adopted at the John P. Alt-

geld memorial meeting at Cooper Union,
New York City, April 3, 1902.

Whereas, On the 12th day of March,
1902, death called our distinguished
fellow citizen, John Peter Altgeld;
and

Whereas, We, working men and oth-
er citizens of New York, are met to do
honor to his memory, to which end we
recite the following events and
achievements of his life:

That he was born in poverty in Ger-
many, December 30, 1847;

That while a child he was brought
to this country as to a land of prom-
ise;

That he had but little schooling;

That he was doing a man’s work at
a plow in Ohio at 13; '

That when the civil war broke out

he enlisted on the northern side as a_

common soldier, though but 16;

That after the war he educated him-
self and then taught school;

That later he went west, but, hav-
ing no money, he walked the whole dis-
tance;

That he read law and began practice
in St. Joseph, Mo.;

That he was elected to the superior
bench in Chicago, sitting from 1886 to
1891, when he resigned, bearing a dis-
tinguished and spotless record;

That he was elected the twentieth
governor of Illinois, and served from
1893 to 1897;

That during his gubernatorial term
he incurred the wrath of the priv-
ileged class by liberating from prison
certain anarchists convicted of impli-
cation in the death of eight policemen
at Haymarket square, Chicago, Gov.
Altgeld taking the ground, which has
never been disputed, that their trial
and conviction had not been fair and
by due process of law;

That he increased the enmity of the
privileged class by opposing the de-
atruction of the constitutional safe-

guards of the people, and protesting
against the invasion of the state of
Illinois by federal soldiers at the or-
der of a president of the United States
during the great railroad strike of

1894;

That he intensified to implacable
bitterness this enmity of vested rights
by his vigorous denunciation of the
action of a United States court in
superceding the regular and immemor-
ial forms of law by arbitrarily taking
to itself powers of government by in-
junction;

That he added fire to fury in the
hearts of those living on the toil and
sweat of others by using his conced-
edly great abilities to make increas-
ingly vigorous war upon all forms of
privilege, in the endeavor to establish
in fact, as well as in words, those in-
alienable rights named in the immor-
tal Declaration of Independence—the
rights to life, liberty and the pursuit
of happiness;

That through fair weather and
through foul, through good fortune
and thrbugh bad, during sturdy health
and during years of sickness, he daunt-
lessly and unwaveringly bore on his
course, until, worn out with strife,
and at the comparatively early age
of 55, he died in a last supreme effort
for natural rights; therefore,

Be it Resolved, That we, working-
men and other citizens of New York,
assembled in public mass meeting in
the Cooper Union hall, where Abra-
ham Lincoln raised his voice egainst
chattel slavery, and which has since
been many times consecrated to the
struggle against industrial slavery, do
now pronounce our most profound re-
spect for the memory of John Peter
Altgeld, as one who fought valiantly
and died gloriously in the greatest of
all causes—the cause of humanity.
In our hearts and the hearts of gen-
erations after us he will be cherished
as an upright judge, a patriot govern-
or, a high-minded publicist, a vigilant
citizen and a straight man; and we
believe that the great mass of his fel-
low citizens composing this proud na-
tion will hold his name dear as that
of one who did his utmost to make life
better and brighter.

A HISTORY OF THE BOER WAR BY
A LITTLE BOY.

There has recently been privately
published in Washington, D. C., a lit-
tle book of 31 pages entitled “The
Boer War.” We are informed in the
preface, which is evidently written by
an adult, that the aufhor of the book,
Allen Welsh Dulles, is eight years old,

and that he has been, since the war
began in South Africa,an ardent ad-
mirer and partisan of the Boers, and
this in spite of the fact that all his
immediate family favér the British
cause. Two monthsagohedetermined
to write a history of the war, with the
avowed purpose of sending the money
which he should receive from its sale,
to the Boer relief committee, for the
benefit of the Boer women and chil-
dren in South Africa, and for the Boer
prisoners in the Bermudas. “Since
that time he has industriously gath-
ered his facts, and day after day for
nearly two months he has written out
what he has read and heard, together
withhis ownopinions and conclusions.””

“What he wrote has been printed ex-

actly as written, without alteration of
spelling or language, or arrangement.

The book is now in its second edi-
tion. All money received from its sale
is devoted to the purpose the author

1 designed to aid. The price is 50 cents

acopy. The copy which is quoted from
here, was obtained by sending to the
author, Allen Welsh Dulles, Care Hon.
John W. Foster, Washington, D. C.

The extracts which follow this in-
troduction, show that this little Amer-
ican boy has the ideals of the republic
in his heart, and that he can think
straight.

A.T. P.

EXTRACTS FROM “THE BOER WAR.”

There would not be any quarreling
if it was not for the gold. It was not
right for the british to come in and get
the land because the Boers came first
and they had the first right to the
land. If Britian had got there first
then they could have the land. But it
looks now as if the Boers were being
driven out of the land. It is not be-
cause there is not enough room on the
earth for there is room for every body
to be comfortable, but the reasen is
that every nation wants more land
than each other even if they have'nt
enough people to cover the space.
There is not very much gold but Eng-
land wants to be richer so she wilkF
not loose much money by the war.
(From Chap. I. The Boers and Brit-
ish in South Africa.)

The British did not know at first
that the Boers were going to be so
hard to conquer or they would not
have started the war but now they
have started they think that they
cant surrender to such a little country.
England will gain very little by the
war for it will cost a gret deal to run
the mines and the war has already cost
England 1,000,000,000 Dollars and the
war may not be near an end yet. (From
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Chap. II. The First Year of Fight-
ing.)

This camp where they kept the wom-
en and children is called a concentra-
tion camp. It sounds very bad to
think of having everything burned up
and it was very bad, for you would
have to leave your house and go and
be all in one camp and they probely
got very bad food. Some people think
that the British rule is not very bad,
but you have to do just what they say,
and you cannot feel free to do what
You want, like you could if they had
their own rule. Many babies died in
the concentrationcampandthe women
were all the time crying because they
could not see their husbands. (From
Chap. II1.—The Farm Burning.)

One day the British tied 10 billy
goats to try the afects of some lideight
shels and so he fired about 20 at them
and then went up to see how many
were left and he found that there were
11—one had been born. (From Chap.
1V. The Second Year of Fighting.)

During the latter part of the war
the Americans have been enporting
horses to South Africa for the British
to use. The people who are having it
done dont know how much it helps
the British. They think if they send
1,000 horses to South Africa that it
wont be much to 300,000 trupes but
they think that they can get money
and not help the British very much,
but they keep on doing it till it does
amount to sumthing. I think that

England is big enough to get her own-

horses and if notshe ought not to have
started the war, for she cant depend
on other nations to supply England
with horses. This enportment of
horses to South Africa is not done by
the government but by private peo-
Ple for the reason the Government
cannot stop it. (Chap. VI. The En-
portment of Horses to South Africa.)

If the gold mine in Johannesburg
failed the British would soon get
tired of fighting for the land and go
back to England. The Boers want
peace but England has to have the
gold and so she goes around fighting
all the little countries but she never
dares to fight eather China or Russia.
All the people that have their inde-
pendence should like to see the Boers
win for England is trying to take it
from the Boers. ’

All this talk about the Boers having
slaves is not true for the Boers have
not had any slaves since 1832, for a
Boer captain told me so. America
cannot say anything about the slavery
for the Americans let men have siaves
in the Philipens now. (From Chap.
VIL The Last.)

MAYOR JOHNSON’S WAY.

THE REPUBLICAN PROSECUTING AT-
TORNEY ON MR. JOHNSON AS
A POLITICIAN.

“They may say what they please
about Mayor Johnson,” said Solicitor
Kaiser, “but they all have to admit
that he knows how to get the votes.
4s a political leader who understands
the art of making circumstances and
men carry out his ends he has few
peers in the country. And I admit
that his ends are not often bad. He
has ideas that mean good to the peo-
ple and he always seems to be doing
or planning something for the
masses. I cannot but be amused to
see how easily Johnson makes the
conditions serve his purposes. He
brought this 3-cent fare question to a
focus just at the right time, and he
puts the Republicans on the unpopu-
lar side of the controversy. Here
right on election day we find a Repub-
lican attorney getting an order of in-
junction from a Republican judge for
a Republican client against Johnson
and the new 3-cent fare company. In
the eyes of the masses this lines the
Republican party up with the old
street railway companies and the op-
ponents of low fare, and the result is
injurious to the Republicans.”—The
Cleveland Plain Dealer of Apr. 9.

CIVIL SERVICE REFORM AT T.AST.

The declaration of City Treasurer
Coffinberry that he does not intend
turning out the present employes in
the treasurer’s oftice, n.erelv because
they are Reputlicans, to make room
for Democrats, caused bewilderment
among politicians of all parties. They,
could not believe he made such a dec-
laration or holds such a purpose.
Professions of conducting municipal
affairs on a strictly businéss basis ara
all well enough during the campaign,
but after election the “busiress,” as
the politicians understand it, is to
“turn the rascals out’—all opposition
holders of “jobs” being of necessity
rascals—and fill the vacancies with
the “faithful.” If the incoming ad-
ministration is Repullican, then all
Democrats found in employment are
“incompetent” and must get out, and
all Republicans recommended by the
party bosses are ‘“competent” and
should be anpcinted. If the incoming
adminstration is Democratic, then
“turn about is fair play” and the Re-
publican employes must go. * It is the
rule of the game and newly elected
officials are expected to play strictly
according to that rule.

But here is a Democratic city treas-
urer who will not recognize the rule.

He actually believed in the practice
as well as profession of conducting
municipal affairs on a strictly busi-
ness basis, regardless of partisan pol-
itics. On the death of the Republican
city treasurer, Mr. Coffinberry was
requested by Mayor Johnson to take
the position for the short time before
the election, but declined. At last he
accepted and also consented to be-
come the candidate on the Demo-
cratic ticket, with the result of his
election. During his occupancy of the
office by appointment he had an op-
portunity of studying the manner in
which his subordinates discharged
their duties. Being satisfied on that
point, he now announces that he sees
no reason for making any changes,
at least for the present. As it is not
likely that Republican employes un-
der a Democratic official will make
themselves ‘perniciously active” in
politics, but will probably stick faith-
fully to their duties, the prospects of
changes in the immediate future are
not as bright as office seekers would
have them.

Here we have real civil service re-
form at last. It is gratifying that it
has come under a Democratic admin-
istration, for the Democrats have
been represented as hungry for spoils
and as being even more opposed to
the practice of civil service reform
than the Republicans—although the
local illustrations of Republican prac-
tice have not been conspicuous. Mr.
Coffinberry is a citizen who loves his
party, but who thinks he is doing his
party more substantial service by
identifying it with honesty and effi-
ciency in the administration of public
affairs, and with genuine business
principles in municipal government,
than by turning out efficient em-
ployes, merely because they are Re-
publicans, and filling their places
with untried men, merely because
they aré Democrats who are alleged
to have done partisan work.

School Director Cadwallader has
taken one important step in the same
direction. Instead of following the
precedent set by his predecessors, Di-
rectors Sargent and Bell, and appoint-~
ing a skilled partisan politiclan his
secretary, that the construction of a
partisan machine might be carri?d on
at school headquarters with every fa-
cility at command, he appointed Mr.
John M. Siddall, who is without any
known experience as a politician, but
who has been a hard worker in flelds
that afford good preparation for the
intelligent and efficient discharge of
the proper duties of his new position.
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Mr. Siddall has been associated with
Mr. Cadwallader for some time and
they are in thorough accord. The ap-
pointment of a secretary was regard-
ed as in some degree an indication
of Director Cadwallader’s intended
course and of his strength of char-
acter in view of the influences that
would naturally be brought to bear
upon him at the outset of his admin-
istration. Belief in his purpose to
carry out the nonpartisan pledges he
gave before election has been mate-
_rially strengthened by this appoint-
ment.

The hew departure in the wa-
terworks office by Superintendent
Bemis, with the support given Mr.
Bemis by the mayor when the
issne between the civil service
reformer and -the politicians was
made, was also hope inspiring. . . .

Within the last few days there have
been several things tending to make
the friends of municipal civil service
reform “thank God and take cour-
age.”—Editorial in the Plain Dealer
of Apr. 12.

BOOK NOTICES.

It is not often that the leading editorials
even of a weekly paper, however interest-
ing they may be as they appear, make
good reading whem gathered togetherin a
book. An exception is “Little Leaders”
(Chicago: A. C. McClurg & Co.), by Wm.
Morton Payne. Mr. Payne has long been
associated with Francis Fisher Browne,
editor of the Dilal, and these essays are
some of the leading editorials he has writ-
ten for that excellent periodical. Although
the Dial is a literary paper, Mr. Payne’s
reprinted editorials are interesting for
other than mere literary reasons. Litera-
ture for the barren sake of literature is
not a Dial ideal. Besides being charming
simply as works of literary art, they are
interesting because they also say things
worth reading. The spirit is democratic,
as is that of the Dial. This In itself lends
them interest and power and distinguishes
them from much of the literature of the
time, which is usually aristocratic, pluto-
cratic or inane. One of Mr. Payne's es-
says is on “Democracy and Education.”
It emphasizes the importance of expert-
ism in democracies, for the sake of de-
mocracy, but is not sufficiently careful to
distingulsh the function of the expert—
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—The reorganization of the American
army, by Oswald Garrison Villard, and
Pan-American diplomacy, by John W. Fos-
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