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make public recantation and adopt
the doctrine that the earth was made
for the landlords? Surely that were
a humane provision; and I realize
how sincerely you strive to maintain
your reputation for humaneness, a
tendency in you which was empha
sized in your admirable attitude last
April in your excellent display for
the poor Filipinos. That you after
ward modified your views somewhat
is greatly to your credit, for it shows
you to be a safe man, and not a
fanatic who would go to any extent
in the advocacy of an ideal.
One other matter: Your bill should
contain a provision somewhat simi
lar to the "lettres de cachet" of
blessed monarchical memory. There
will be many cases where the unde
sirable person will be difficult to
reach in court, and perhaps unwill
ing- to volunteer to emigrate. Why
not allow each senator, each chief of
police, and perhaps a few other func
tionaries, to have such letters with
them at all times, so that no formal
ity at all will be needed to secure
the prompt deportation of the sus
pect. We must, as far as possible,
guard against open trials, lest the
accused may be able, through the
medium of the degenerate press,
to give their version of their va
garies, and all such contain anr
imadversions on our class. I have
in mind one man who would bet
ter be deported on a letter of that
kind than openly tried. I refer to
one Debs, who, on the assassination
of our late esteemed president made
bold to say: "As long as there is
misery at the bottom there will be
no security at the top." What is the
use of affording the opportunities of
a spectacular trial to a miscreant
who condemns himself in advance by
such utterances?
In making a legal definition of the
word "anarchist" for the purposes of
your bill, I think you should be care
ful to avoid employing the term in
its etymological or philosophic sense.
Better to cling to the definition made
by the young newspaper reporter's
lexicon.
I was much impressed with that
part of your speech of last April on
the Philippine situation which you
devoted to your pride of ancestry. I
realize now, in much greater meas
ure than I did at that time, that in
our pride of ancestry may be in
volved the pride of material inher
itance, and you would have done vio
lence to that phase of your pride of
ancestry if you had persisted in a
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course that might have alienated
many subscriptions from our cam
paign funds. One may well tremble
in contemplation of all that might
have happened had we possessed less
ammunition in the campaign treas
ury.
If the dangers I have pointed out
to you in this anarchistic matter
should compel you to take counsel of
history I will not be among those to
blame you for so-called apostasy.
There is no doubt in my mind that
you will be guided by our best inter
ests, and that you will adopt my sug
gestions as being in consonance with
the interests of our class, for all
progress, all order, in short all the
blessings of civilization depend on
the continuous comfort of the prop
ertied and enlightened class.
One line of thought, however, dis
turbs me. Many of us who were in
the movement to stamp out aboli
tionists, as you may remember by re
calling your enthusiastic adolescent
attitude on that question, later found
it to our interests to become identi
fied with precisely what we had con
demned; many of us, including your
honored self, were against a single
gold standard, yet have since found
it expedient to align ourselves in fa
vor of that wise measure; we were
ardent, enthusiastic anti-imperialists
last April and were earnest in our
intention to stamp out imperialism,
yet by June we had given over all de
sire to attack the empire, and indeed
we do not now merely acknowledge
the empire, but we are unbounded in
our undying devotion to it. And so,
if we both live long enough, may it
not chance that instead of remem
bering our present ardor in the en
deavor to stamp out heretical opin
ions, we may come to adopt them
ourselves? It is a gruesome thought,
but at our age, respected and vener
able sir, we have no longer the lux
urious sensation of surprise.
Fra
ternally yours from property rights,
HERMAN KUEHN.
70 Dearborn St., Chicago, Dec. 9, 1901.
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A LETTER FROM SIXTO LOPEZ.
Hong-Kong, Oct. 12, 1901.—I have
been favored with a certified copy of
the appeal sent from Hong-Kong by
the Filipino central committee to the
president of the United Stales.
In
framing this appeal the committee has
carefully avoided the discussion of
matters of contention, except in

so far as was necessary to a
clearer understanding of the real
situation.
They have also re
frained from stating all the facts
relating to the growing discontent
and the indications of unrest in vari
ous parts of the islands. They were
anxious, so they inform me, to avoid
anything which could be construed as
a threat or a defiance. Such a con
struction would be entirely foreign to
their intention, which embraces a sin
cere desire to provide a possible basis
for a friendly settlement of the con
flict.
I can state, however, that I have
had access to evidence which indicates
that the situation is even graver than
as stated by the committee. Andhere
in Hong-Kong it has been asserted, by
one who has seen much of the Philip
pines, that "all the officers in Manila,
both military and naval, with whom
he conversed were of the opinion that
the whole of the Philippine archipel
ago would be again under military rule
within two years at the utmost." I
cannot, of course, vouch for the truth
of this statement, or the probability
of its fulfillment, but if the facts of
the case, such as they really are, have
not been made known in America, it
should be remembered that there is a
vigorous censorship, which has been
admitted as not entirely confined to
the interests of military operations.
APPEAL OP THE FILIPINO CENTRAL
COMMITTEE TO THE PRESIDENT
OF THE UNITED STATES.

4 Ripon Terrace, Bonhani Road;
Hong-Kong, Oct. 10, 1901.
To the President, Executive Man
sion, Washington, D. C, United States
of America—Sir:
Before proceeding with that which
forms the body of this communica
tion, we, the Filipino central commit
tee, on behalf of our fellow-country
men, desire to express our sympathy
with the people of the United States,
who have been so suddenly and trag
ically deprived of their distinguished
chief magistrate, in the person of the
late President Wililam McKinley. In
the presence of such a painful circum
stance we should prefer to maintain a
respectful silence, but the nature of
this communication will make it clear
that it is impossible for us to longer
delay its transmission.
The committee, having authority to
act from the general in command of
the Filipino forces, beg to submit for
your earnest attention and favorable
consideration, an appeal, the objects
of which are to secure, if possible, per
manent peace in our country, and to
suggest the establishment of such re
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int ions between the two countries as
shall meet the approval of the Amer
ican government, and at the same time
satisfy the legitimate aspirations of
our people.
In making this appeal it is first
necessary to state what we regard as
the underlying cause of the conflict,
and to draw attention to the increas
ing gravity of the present situation,
not in a spirit of defiance, but in or
der that truth may guide future delib
eration.
The most important fact, and one
about which there has been thegravest
misapprehension, is that relating to
the origin, intensity and" extent of
our people's aspiration for independ
ent national life. It has been repre
sented that this aspiration is of re
cent growth; that it took its rise
after the arrival of the American land
forces; that it was entertained not by
the people in general, but by "a few
politico-military adventurers;" and
$hat the purpose of the previous rising
of the Filipinos had been solely to ob
tain reforms, and did not include sep
aration from Spain.
All these statements are the re
verse of what is true, and we are forced
to the conclusion that, with those who
made them, the wish was father to
the thought.
It is true that at a certain period
in the insurrection of 1896-7 our peo
ple did agree to the treaty of Biak-naBato, 'which has been cited by some
as evidence. But this treaty was in
tended simply as a stepping-stone to
independence. For with the control in
governmental affairs which its stip
ulated reforms would give, or with
the accession to our arms which the
actual money payment would other
wise provide, the means of obtaining
final independence would be secured.
Thus our people had the prudence to
be content to walk ere they ran; but
the intention to secure final separation
from Spain was ever present with
them. The aspiration for independ
ence existed long prior to any of these
events. In July, 1897—five months be
fore the signing of the treaty—Aguinaldo issued a proclamation in French
and Spanish, in which he said: "Na
tional life unjustly withheld from us,
we, children of liberty, will show to
the whole world that, just as we have
a language of our own, so we are
■worthy to have a country and a gov
ernment of our own. Therefore, led
by zeal for the public welfare, we as
pire to obtain our liberty and inde
pendence."
The aim, too, of Dr. Bizal was inde

pendence. In his great work, "El
Filibusterismo," published ten years
ago (1891), he adopts as the motto and
motive of his book the significant
words of his intimate friend, Prof.
Blummentritt: That the monks them
selves were unconsciously acting in
such a manner as "to extend the ideas
of filibusterism throughout the entire
country, and to convince the last Fil
ipino that there exists no other sal
vation save separation from the moth
er country."
The works of Bizal were the inspira
tion of the insurrection against Spain,
as the Spaniards and religious orders
knew only too well. Consequently, the
assertion that the idea of independ
ence arose for the first time after the
arrival of a certain American general
showed an entire lack of knowledge of
the real situation.
Owing to this lack of knowledge of
the real cause of the opposition to
American authority many conclusions
have been reached which events have
since proved to be erroneous. Thus,
it was declared that the capture of
our capitals and the dispersal of our
organization would put an end to the
war. Indeed, it was then and many
times thereafter stated that the war
was over. .Again, after the American
forces had been largely increased with
out any apparent effect, it was au
thoritatively declared that the Fili
pinos were only awaiting the result of
the presidential elections, and that 60
days thereafter all armed resistance
would cease. This having proved in
correct, it was then asserted that the
one thing needful was the capture of
our leader, and when that had been
achieved, the war was again declared
to be at an end.
Any one of these prophecies might
have been fulfilled if the grounds upon
which they were made had been true.
If it had been a fact that the masses
of the Philippine people were being
misled or forced into the conflict in
order to satisfy the ambition of a few
unscrupulous adventurers, the last
vestige of opposition to American au
thority would have been crushed out
long ago. But all these prophecies
have failed because they did not take
into account the intense and universal
desire of our people for independent
national life, which has been, and will
continue to be, the perennial spring of
all opposition to foreign rule, to which
alone must be attributed the fact that
a practically unarmed people, notwith
standing the successive los9 of their
capitals and the capture of their chief,
have' been able to avoid a crushing and
final defeat at the hands of a country
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immeasurably superior in power and
wealth.
A review of the present situation
also will show that this aspiration has
lost none of its force. All the reverses
which our people have met with, and
all the rigors of a war in which, in
many respects, mercy has not been
conspicuous, have not lessened their
determination to continue the defense,
at whatever sacrifice. The capture of
our leader is regarded as one of the
fortunes of war. The consequent tem
porary decrease in our defensive op
erations has proved to be simply an
example of the ebb and flow which ac
company all military conflicts. The
surrender of some of our generals has
served to separate the chaff from the
wheat, while the taking of the oath
of allegiance by a number of our peo
ple may, in cases where sordid motives
did not enter, be attributed to causes
other than that of desire for American
rule, or a surrender of their aspira
tion for independence. The hope that
American rule would find favor with
our people, owing to the establish
ment of civil government, has not been
realized. We have evidence from pri
vate sources showing that during the
last three months discontent with the
present situation has been growing
more intense. It should be remem
bered that, according to the best in
formation at our command, drawn
from American official sources, only
35 out of the 78 provinces have been
placed under what is termed civil gov
ernment; and of these we know that
in several our countrymen are only
held in check by superior military
forces, and are only waiting a more
favorable opportunity to assert their
rights. From recent dispatches we
learn also that in three of the prov
inces apparently pacified, prepara
tions are being made for risings in
support of the national defense, and
this notwithstanding the approach of
the dry season, when the natural ad
vantages in military operations lie
with their opponents.
In support of these statements we
point to the pronounced recrudescence
of the armed resistance to American
control! which has recently taken
place; to the fact that out of those
provinces placed under civil govern
ment three were in July last returned
to military rule; and to the equally
significant, fact that of the three Fili
pino political parties in the Philip
pines, two are working, by peaceful
means, for ultimate independence, and
the third for admission as states of the
union, all rejecting the colonial idea.
But we wish to state distinctly that
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our war is being waged in the spirit of
the declaration of independence. Our
objects are the same as those which ani
mated the founders of the country with
which we are now in conflict, and from
whom we receive moral "aid and com
fort." And we are fortunate in find
ing our justification written upon the
brightest pages of American history.
Our war is not of recent origin. It
was originally directed against the
usurpation and despotism of Spain.
And it is only by accident, or by that
change of fortune which we least of
all expected or desired, that we now
find ourselves in conflict with Amer
ica. In a recent proclamation Gen.
Malvar, now in command of our forces,
declares: "Our banner is not that of
war against America, but of the right
ful defense of a people whose most
cherished and sacred rights have
been trampled under foot." He fur
ther declares that the aim is not to
"kill all Americans, who, like our
selves, have mothers, wives, daughters
or sons who would mourn their loss,"
but to defend "our legitimate right
to have a government of our own and
an independent national life." In this
he expresses with dignity and pre
cision the sentiments of every rightthinking Filipino.
It is natural, when an armed con
flict arises, that there should be a
large element of mutual distrust. But
we respectfully submit that this dis
trust has been increased by the con
tinued refusal of the United States to
give assurance that the rights of the
Filipino, as they understand them,
will receive ultimate recognition. It
is true that we have .been promised
many good things, but accompanying
these promises there has been a de
mand for unconditional surrender to
American authority, without any as
surance that the one thing which we
value most will ever be granted to us.
This demand, and the absence of this
assurance, are regarded by our people
as evidence that their rights are not
admitted. They hold that to yield to
this demand and to thus cease their
defense would be rightly construed as
an admission that their rights did not
exist. They argue—and we consider
the argument legitimate, whatever
the real truth may be—that if there
is no intention to permanently de
prive them of their rights America
ought to be willing to give some kind
of assurance to that effect. Such an
assurance, we are all agreed, would
put an end to a conflict which, by its
peculiar conditions, is one of unusual
severity and horror. And the with
holding of such an assurance, in th«
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face of a consummation so desirable,
only adds to that distrust which no
promise of good government, pros
perity or social enlightenment can dis
pel. It ought to be evident to Amer
ican statesmen that there must be
more than mere adventure or per
sonal ambition in this dogged resist
ance of our people. It ought to be
apparent by this time that the the
ories hitherto advanced are inade
quate to account for the facts. The
failure of the American authorities
in the Philippines to restore peace can
be attributed to only one cause.
Neither rigorous methods of warfare
nor the establishment of civil govern
ment, with promise of prosperity and
social well-being, has proved effective,
because these promises, though admit
tedly good, in no way satisfy the
aspiration of our people, and therefore
can have no effect upon the situation.
When the bread of national life is
asked for, it will not suffice to offer
a stone, even though the stone be a dia
mond.
In view, therefore, of the remote
ness of a settlement of the conflict un
der present relations, and in view of
the impending serious loss of life and
property, unhappily to both parties,
should the relations continue, we lay
aside our pride and appeal for a re
consideration of the situation, in the
hope that a way may be found, mu
tually satisfactory, of ending this con
flict, by giving such intimation to our
countrymen as will assure them of the
ultimate recognition of their legiti
mate rights.
It is only human for us to believe
that we are in the right, and, so be
lieving, we should naturally regard
such a reconsideration as an act of
justice. But we realize that those who
support the present policy consider us
to be in the wrong, and we should
therefore accept a reconsideration of
the matter by them as an act of mag
nanimity.
We are conscious that in making this
appeal we are adopting an unusual
course, and we realize also that there
are difficulties in the way. But we
hope that with the acknowledgment
that we shall herein make, and with
the assurances which we propose to
give, these difficulties may be sur
mounted.
Apart from contending claims—
which we believe are capable of being
adjusted by the method hereunder
suggested, in a condition' of peace—
the chief difficulty to a settlement of
the conflict lies in the contention that
anything in the form of negotiation

with those who offer armed resistance
to the authority of the United States
would be liable to misconception, and
would result in a loss of prestige to
American arms. The popular form of
this contention is: "We must first
teach these Filipinos to respect us
and to submit to our authority."
The "respect" of a people who have
been battered into submission is a
respect which ought to be regarded
by every free American with pity,
contempt and scorn. Our real respect
can be obtained by other and more
dignified means. W7e do not require
any further lesson to teach us the
immeasurable superiority in power of
a nation which has enjoyed all the
blessings of liberty for more than 100
years, and which is ten times as great
in population, and incalculably great
er in wealth. We, on the other hand,
have been struggling under a corrupt
and archaic despotism which retard
ed all progress and sapped the natur
ent
al power
condition
of our
ourpeople.
forces are,
In our
by prescom
parison, limited in monetary re
sources, very inadequately armed,
and of necessity, imperfectly or
ganized. We therefore consider it no
discredit to acknowledge, and we do
authoritatively acknowledge, that the
American power is supreme, and that
the prestige of American arms has
been vindicated throughout this con
flict.
A second difficulty is founded on
the assumption that, if internal con
trol were given to the Filipinos, those
of our fellowcountrymen who had
supported American authority would
be liable to maltreatment and dis
ability.
Such an assumption is hardly in
harmony with the belief, held by
many Americans, that a majority of
our people are in favor of American
rule, for a majority ought surely to
be able to defend itself. But apart
from this, we contend that the sup
position is groundless.
We know
that a large proportion of those who
openly support American authority
do so only to avoid suspicion, and
many of them have assured us that
their heart is with the cause of their
countrymen in arms. There are some
Filipinos who. for reasons of their
own, have taken a position in favor of
American occupation, and there are a
few also who are fighting against
their fellow-countrymen. The treat
ment by our government of such men
as Buencamino, Tavera and the Macabebes, who opposed the Filipinos in
the insurrection against Spain, is in
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itself sufficient to dispel any fear of
future ill-treatment. But at the prop
er time satisfactory
undertakings
could be given of protection., and of
amnesty to those who have taken up
arms against our people for all acts
done
under
American
authority.
America would always
have the
right and the means to enforce such
contracts, and this ample protection
would be given to these men, al
though naturally they will not be
able to escape social ostracism wheth
er under American or Filipino rule.
A technical difficulty arises out of
the fact that the Philippine govern
ment has never received recognition
by the United States or by any other
sovereign power. It has been con
tended that there is consequently no
Philippine authority with which the
American government could nego
tiate, even if it had the desire, and
that to have relations with those
claiming such authority would imply
a recognition: which America cannot
and will not give.
We claim to have authority on be
half of the Philippine people —author
ity which, having been properly con
ferred, is acknowledged and would be
obeyed.
But if there is technical
validity in the above contention, our
people would be prepared to accept
an assurance of the ultimate recogni
tion of their rights through an indi
rect channel, either by proclamation
to the Philippine people in general or
by an annunciation of policy to the
people of America, or by such other
method as may be deemed proper.
The technical difficulty would thus be
surmounted, and the object of this
appeal achieved, without giving recog
nition to any real or "so-called" Phil
ippine authority. And as soon as
peace had been established a consti
tutional convention could be con
vened similar to the one operating in
Cuba, with which all future relations
could be held, and by which all differ
ences could be adjusted.
Without necessarily seeking for
recognition of our authority, we con
sider it proper to state, very briefly,
by what authority we act:
In an official communication, dated
31st of July, 1901, Gen. Miguel Malvar,
in supreme command of the Filipino
forces, confirms the power previous
ly held by this committee, and supple
ments it, declaring us to be the body
legally representing those in arms,
and recognizing in us the fullest
powers.
Finally, in the hope and with the
earnest prayer that this appeal may

meet with a favorable response, we
respectfully represent that no way
can be found of putting an end to
this unhappy conflict which does not
include an adequate assurance to our
people of some form of ultimate na
tional life. We ask in all sincerity:
Is not this aspiration both legitimate
and laudable? And if so, what other
course would you have a self-respect
ing people adopt?
What greater
proof of our sincerity and devotion
could there be than the prolongation
of resistance, even after the complete
supremacy of American arms has
been established? The
armies
of
America can march unresisted from
end to end of our country, but wher
ever they are not present our people
unite, drawn together by a common
desire. The American armies can de
feat cur troops, but they cannot de
feat or destroy this desire, unless by
the destruction of those who hold it
—and such an act as this we can
never believe the American people
would knowingly authorize.
And if it prove that yours should
be the hand to liberate our people, a
name honored in your country will be
beloved and ever memorable in ours.
With every assurance of our es
teem, we beg to subscribe ourselves,
yours with great respect, Per el
Comite Central Filipino.
El Presldente, G. APACIBLE (rubrlcado).
Consejeros, E. RIEGO, V. Ilustre,
CELEST1NO RODRIGUEZ (rubrlcado).
El Secretaries CAYETANO LUKBAN (rub
rlcado).
EI copla. C. LUKBAN.
(Copyright, 1901. by Sixto Lopez. Town of
Balayan, Province of Batangas, Lu
zon, P. I.)
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