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senting approved, the President’s management of the Philip-
pine business merely “ because we are in it.”

We cannot expect all our future Presidents to be models
of public virtue and wisdom, as George Washington was.
Imagine now in the presidential office a man well-meaning,
but, it may be, short-sighted and pliable, and under the
influence of so-called “ friends ” who are greedy and reckless
speculators, and who would not seruple to push him inte
warlike complications in order to get great opportunities
for profit; or a man of that inordinate ambition which intoxi
cates the mind and befogs the conscience; or a man of
extreme partisan spirit, who honestly believes the victory of
his party to be necessary for the salvation of the universe,
and may think that a foreign broil would serve the chances
of his party; or a man of an uncontrollable combativeness of
temperament which might run away with his sense of respon-
sibility — and that we shall have such men in the presiden-
tial chair is by no means unlikely with our loose way of
selecting candidates for the presidency.

Imagine, then, a future President belonging to either of
these classes to have before him the precedent of Mr. McKin-
ley’s management of the Philippine business, sanctioned by
the approval or only the acquiescence of the people, and to
feel himself permitted — nay, even encouraged — to say to
himself that, as this precedent shows, he may plunge the
country into warlike conflicts of his own motion, without
asking leave of Congress, with only some legal technicalities
to cover his usurpation, or even without such, and that he
may, by a machinery of deception called a war censorship,
keep the people in the dark about what is going on; and that,
into however bad a mess he may have got the country, he may
count upon the people, as soon as a drop of blood has been
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shed, to uphold the usurpation and to ery down everybody
who opposes it as a “ traitor,” and all this hecause “ we are
in it!” Can you conceive a more baneful precedent, a more
prolific source of danger to the peace and security of the
country ¢ Can any sane man deny that it will be all the more
prolific of evil if in this way we drift into a foreign policy
full of temptation for dangerous adventure ?

I say, therefore, that if we have the future of the Republic
at heart we must not only not uphold the administration in
its course because “ we are in it,” but just because we are
in it, have been got into it in such a way, the American
people should stamp the administration’s proceedings with a
verdict of disapproval so clear and emphatic and “ get out
of it” in such a fashion that this will be a solemn warning
to future Presidents instead of a seductive precedent.

What, then, to accomplish this end is to be done? Of
course we, as we are here, can only advise. But by calling
forth expressions of the popular will by various means of
public demonstration and, if need be, at the polls, we can
make that advice so strong that those in power will hardly
disregard it. We have often been taunted with having no
positive policy to propose. But such a policy has more than
once been proposed and I can only repeat it.

In the first place, let it be well understood that those are
egregiously mistaken who think that if by a strong military
effort the Philippine war be stopped everything will be right
and no more question about it. Noj; the American trouble of
conscience will not be appeased, and the question will be as
big and virulent as ever, unless the close of the war be
promptly followed by an assurance to the islanders of their
freedom and independence, which assurance, if given now,

would surely end the war without more fighting.
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We propose, therefore, that it be given now. Let the
Philippine islanders at the same time he told that the Amer-
ican people will be glad to see them establish an independent
government, and to aid them in that task as far as may be
necessary, and even, if required, lend our good offices to bring
it about; and that meanwhile we shall deem it our duty to
protect them against interference from other foreign powers
—in other words, that with regard to them we mean hon-
estly to live up to the righteous principles with the profession
of whicn we commended to the world our Spanish war.

And then let us have in the Philippines, to carry out this
program, not a small politician, nor a meddlesome martinet,
but a statesman of large mind and genuine sympathy, who
will not merely deal in sanctimonious cant and oily promises
with a string to them, but who will prove by his acts that he
and we are honest ; who will keep in mind that their govern-
ment is not merely to suit us, but to suit them ; that it should
not be measured by standards which we ourselves have not
been able to reach, but be a government of their own, adapted
to their own conditions and notions — whether it be a true
republic, like ours, or a dictatorship like that of Porfirio
Diaz, in Mexico, or an oligarchy like the one maintained by
us in Hawaii, or even something like the boss rule we are
tolerating in New York and Pennsylvania.

Those who talk so much about “ fitting a people for self-
government ” often forget that no people were ever made
“fit” for self-government by being kept in the leading
strings of a foreign power. You learn to walk by doing
your own crawling and stumbling. Self-government is
learned only by exercising it upon one’s own responsibility.
Of course there will be mistakes and troubles and disorders.
We have had and now have these, too — at the beginning
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our persecution of the Tories, our flounderings before the
constitution was formed, our Shay’s rebellion, our whisky

war, and various failures and disturbances, among them a
eivil war that cost us a loss of life and treasure horrible to
think of, and the murder of two Presidents. But who will
say that on account of these things some foreign power should
have kept the American people in leading strings to teach
them to govern themselves? If the Philippine islanders do-
as well as the Mexicans, who have worked their way, since
we let them alone after our war of 1847, through many disor-
ders, to an orderly government, who will have a right to find
fault with the result? Those who seek to impose upon them
an unreasonable standard of excellence in self-government
do not seriously wish to let them govern themselves at all.
You may take it as a general rule that he who wants to reign
over others is solemnly convinced that they are quite unable
to govern themselves.

Now, what objection is there to the policy dictated by our
fundamental principles and our good faith? I hear the
angry cry: “ What? Surrender to Aguinaldo? Will not the
world ridicule and despise us for such a confession of our
incompetency to deal with so feeble a foe? What will become
of our prestige?” No, we shall not surrender to Aguinaldo.
In giving up a criminal aggression we shall surrender only to
our own consciences, to our own sense of right and justice,
to our own understanding of our own true interests, and to
the vital principles of our own Republie. Nobody will laugh
at us whose good opinion we have reason to cherish. There
will of course be an outery of disappointment in England.
But from whom will it come? From such men as James
Bryce or John Morley or any one of those true friends of
this Republic who understand and admire and wish to per-
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petuate and spread the fundamental principles of its vitality #
No, not from them.

But the outery will come from those in England who long
to see us entangled in complications apt to make this Ameri-
can Republic dependent upon British aid and thus subser-
vient to British interests. They, indeed, will be quite angry.
But the less we mind tlieir displeasure as well as their flat-
tery the better for the safety as well as the honor of our
country.

The true friends of this Republic in England, and, indeed,
all over the world, who are now grieving to see us go astray,
will rejoice and their hearts will be uplifted with new: confi-
dence in our homesty, in our wisdom, and in the virtue of
democratic institutions when they behold the American peo-
ple throwing aside all the puerilities of false pride and
returning to the path of their true duty. . . .

Who are the true patriots in America to-day — those who
drag our Republic, once so proud of its high principles and
ideals, through the mire of broken pledges, vulgar ambitions
and vanities and criminal aggressions; those who do vio-
lence to their own moral sense by insisting that, like the
Dreyfus iniquity, a criminal course once begun must be per-
sisted in, or those who, fearless of the demagogue clamor,
strive to make the flag of the Republic once more what it
was once — the flag of justice, liberty, and true civilization
— and to lift up the American people among the nations of
the earth to the proud position of the people that have a
conscience and obey it.

The country has these days highly and deservedly honored
Admiral Dewey as a national hero. Who are his true friends
— those who would desecrate Dewey’s splendid achievement
at Manila by making it the starting point of criminal aggres-
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sion, and thus the opening of a most disgraceful and inevi-
tably disastrous chapter of American history, to be remem-
bered with sorrow, or those who strive so to shape the results
of that brilliant feat of arms that it may stand in history
not as a part of a treacherous conquest, but as a true victory
of American good faith in an honest war of liberation and
humanity — to be proud of for all time, as Dewey himself no
doubt meant it to be.

I know the imperialists will say that I have been pleading
here for Aguinaldo and his Filipinos against our Republic.
No, not for the Filipinos merely, although, as one of those
who have grown gray in the struggle for free and honest gov-
ernment, I would never be ashamed to plead for the cause of
freedom and independence, even when its banner is carried
by dusky and feeble hands. But I am pleading for more. I
am pleading for the cause of American honor and self-
respect, American interests, American democracy; aye, for
the cause of the American people against an administration
of our public affairs which has wantonly plunged this coun-
try into an iniquitous war; which has disgraced the Republic
by a scandalous breach of faith to a people struggling for
their freedom whom we had used as allies; which has been
systematically seeking to deceive and mislead the public mind
by the manufacture of false news; which has struck at the
very foundation of our constitutional government by an
Executive usurpation of the war power; which makes sport
of the great principles and high ideals that have been and
should ever remain the guiding star of our course, and which,
unless stopped in time, will transform this government of
the people, for the people, and by the people into an imperial
government cynically calling itself republican — a govern-
ment in which the noisy worship of arrogant might will
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drown the voice of right; which will impose upon the people
a burdensome and demoralizing militarism, and which will
be driven into a policy of wild and rapacious adventure by
the unscrupulous greed of the exploiter — a policy always
fatal to' democracy.

I plead the cause of the American people against all this,
and I here declare my profound convietion that if this admin-
istration of our affairs were submitted for judgment to a
popular vote on a clear issue it would be condemned by an
overwhelming majority.

I confidently trust that the American people will prove
themselves too clear-headed not to appreciate the vital differ-
ence between the expansion of the Republic and its free
institutions over contiguous territory and kindred popula-
tions, which we all gladly welcome if accomplished peaceably
or honorably, and imperialism which reaches out for distant
lands to be ruled as subject provinees; too intelligent not to
perceive that our very first step on the road of imperialism
has been a betrayzl of the fundamental prineiples of democ-
racy, followed by disaster and disgrace; too enlightened not
to understand that a monarchy may do such things and still
remain a strong monarchy, while a democracy cannot do
them and still remain a democracy; too wise not to detect
the false pride, or the dangerous ambitions, or the selfish
schemes which so often hide themselves under that deceptive
ery of mock patriotism: “ Our country, right or wrong ! 7
They will not fail to recognize that our dignity, our free
institutions, and the peace and welfare of this and coming
generations of Americans will be secure only as we cling to
the watchword of true patriotism: “ Qur country — when
right to be kept right; when wrong to be put right.”
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