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EDITORIALS

Our prediction of last week that the
Philippine Archipelago would prob-
ably be an important battle ground
of the war between Spain and the
United States, has been verified. No
report from Commodore Dewey is
needed to prove the completeness and
importance of his victory there.

Its completeness has for days been
conceded in substance by the Span-
ish,anditsimportance is obvious. The
moral effect of this battle of Manila
Bay, in exposing the hollowness of
the pretensions which the Spanish
have been making to frighten the
“Yankee pigs,” to-keep up their own
courage, and to secure European aid

in the war, is not the greatest of its
advantages. With the destruction
of the Spanish fleet at Manila, which
has swept the western ocean cf Span-
ish war vessels, our Pacific coast is
secured against bombardment, and,
except for the remote possibility of
privateers, our merchantmen may sail
the waters of the Pacific with the
same sense of safety they might have
upon Lake Michigan. In the Pa-
cific, the war is at an end.

But the exposure of the kind of
enemy with which we have to deal is
too important to be passed by in si-

lence.
When the word first went forth

that Commodore Dewey’s fleet was
about to move upon Manila, the Span-
ish authorities gave out a hifalutin
description of the fighting power of
their fleet and of the mines and forts
by which Manila was protected. They
announced that their fleet would go
out of the harbor to meet ours, and
confidently predicted that ours could
under no circumstances get within
gun shot of Manila and would most
likely go to the bottom.

Then we were told that the Spanish
fleet was actually hunting for Dewey
to give him battle upon the ocean.
That is certainly what it should have
dope. With a large bay like that of
Manila to retire into, accessible only
through a narrow channel guarded
by forts on both sides and by forts
on an island in the middle, and well
mined besides, a far inferior fleet to
that of the Spanish could have held
a superior fleet to Dewey’s at bay. It
had only to watch from without the
approach of the enemy, fighting him
while retreating from him, until he
came within range of the guns of the
forts, and then if need be until he
could be lifted out of the water by
the mines. But the Spanish fleet re-
treated first and fought afterwards.

The defense of Manila was so badly
managed that the American fleet
passed through the fortified channel
and into the bay before the Spaniards
seemed to know anything about its
presence. From that moment there
was no hopé for the Spaniards, and
they would have been wise and hu-
mane had they sunk their ships at
once and saved the lives of their men
without a fight. Such blundering as
theirs, or worse than blundering, can
hardly be atoned for by charging the
Yankees with “sneaking” into the
harbor at night—as if that wasn’t an
excellent way in time of war for an
enemy to get into a harbor supposed
to be planted with torpedoes—and
then bragging about their sacrifice of
brave men in a hopeless battle. Brag,
bluster, blunder and collapse are the
mildest words with which to char-
acterize the conduct of the Spanish
at Manila.

We suspect, too, that when the war
is over it will be apparent that brag,
bluster, blunder and-collapse, are the
mildest words with which to char-
acterize Spain’s whole conduct in the
war, Before it began, the United
States was warned of the great power
of the Spanish navy. But when it -
began, the United States was asked
why it did not take a nation of its own
size, why it wanted to turn its power-
ful navy against poor, weak Spain.
Before thé war began, the United
States was menaced on the Atlantic
by a fleet of battleships and torpedo
boats that we were assured would
leave nothing of the American navy
afloat if hostilities once opened. But
when it did begin, the Spanish fleet
that had been so threatening hugged
a Portuguese anchorage as long as
Portugal would permit, and then dis-
appeared. Where it isas this is writ-
ten, no one outside the confidence of
Spain knows. Of course it may turn
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up yet, most unexpectedly, and give
the American navy a terrible pound-
‘ing; but we venture the predietion
that before that happens we shall hear
as much of the weakness of this fleet
as we are hearing of the weakness of
the one which Commodore Dewey’s
men sunk in Manila Bay. There is
good reason: now to believe that the
Spanish government is bankrupt in
more than pocket, that it exists
throughout upon false pretenses.

The history of the insurrection in
Cuba goes to confirm this. For three
years with some 200,000 troops from
first to last,absolutely at its command,
and with. uslimited opportunities for
obtaining supplice, Spain has waged
a losing war against an insurrection-
ary army which Spanish officials
themselves say has never exceeded
60,000 men all told, and whieh has
not only had little opportunity for
obtaining war supplies, but has been
prevented by the United States from
availing itself of the opportunities
that offered. If the Spanish govern-
ment were not rotten to the core that
insurrection, resisted mercilessly and
barbarously by the Spanish as it was,
would have been crushed long ago.
The Spanish government is evidently
one which deserves to sink, as it ap-
parently is sinking, out of sight.
With the Philippines virtually in the
hands of a foreign power, with Ha-
vana effectively blockaded, with
Puerto Rico in a tumult and ready to
drop under other control or into free-
dom, with her Pacific fleet sunk and
her strongest remaining fleet playing
“button-’e-button” on the Atlantic,
with her rebels in Cuba whom she
has fought savagely for a generation
about to secure their long coveted in-
dependence, and with her people at
home angered by the hypocrisy of
their rulers, angered to the verge of
rebellion—in these circumstances
Spain cannot much longer sustain
the arrogant pretensions with which
she met the advances of the United
States in behalf of outraged Cuba.

What we say of Spain refers to her
rulers and not to the masses of her

people. In the battle of Manila Bay
the common sailors, and for that mat-
ter the officers, showed no lack of
bravery and devotion. For those who
died there, and for those at home who
mourn them, we should have no feel-
ing but that of brotherly sympathy—
the same sympathy that we extend to
the Cubans. But the common people
of Spain are ruled and abused by a
class which regards itself as born to
govern and them as born to obey.
The circumstances attending the
Spanish defeat in Manila Bay illus-

trate the whole situation. That de- |’

feat, due to no shortcoming on the
part of the Spanish people, is charge-
able to the incapacity if not the cor-
ruption of officials who got their
places through no personal merit but
through inherited “pulls.” So the
hypocrisy, the hollowness, the cruelty
of Spain is the hypocrisy, the hollow-
ness and the cruelty of a governing
class. This war is not in reality a
struggle between Americans and
Spaniards—even though the nature
of war pits them one against an-
other in deadly conflict—but between
the principle of autocratic govern-
ment, for which Spain stands, and
that of self-government, which, how-
ever inadequately and sometimes
hypocritically, is represented by the
United States. Let us, then, cherish
no animosity toward the misgoverned
people of the unhappy nation with
which we are at war.

An ominous suggestion, apparent-
ly inspired, is now and then dropped
at Washington, totheeffect thatit may
be necessary to send a fleet across the
Atlantic and attack Spain. There
can be no necessity nor excuse for
anything of the kind,unlessthe Span-
iards insist upon fighting wantonly
after the purpose of the war shall
have been determined.

The purpose of this war is to free
Cuba by driving the Spaniards off the
island and allowing the inhabitants
to establish their own government.
It has no other justification. Conse-
quently the point of attack for us is
Cuba, and not Spain. It is our busi-

ness to drive the Spaniards out of
Cuba, and when we shall have done
that, to offer to make peace. Should
Spain still insist upon fighting,
should she then, refusing to make
peace, continue to prey upon our com-
merce, it would be our part to advise
the European powers to make her be-
have. If they did"not respond favor-
ably, then and not till then would it
be incumbent upon us to carry the
war into European waters. Then
and not till then should we be justi-
fied in so doing. )

But this contingency will never
arise. When we shall have driven the
Spanish out of Cuba they will be will-
ing to make peace; or if they are not
willing, Europe will be ready to com-
pel them to. The talk about carrying
the war into other parts of Spanish
territory than Cuba—except on the
Pacific, where aggressiveness on our
part is incidental—has its origin in
the American jingo spirit which is as
inimical to liberty as are the Spanish
in Cuba. This war must not be al-
lowed to take on even an air of in-
vasion and conquest.

It is naturally irritating to Amer-
icans to hear the Spaniards wildly as-
serting that our motive in going to
war is to grab more territory, when
every intelligent American knows
that our real motive is the freedom of
Cuba, and believes that we have no
purpose and would tolerate no at-
tempt to subject that island to ourau-
thority. But we should bear in mind
that in making their accusation the
Spaniards are not wholly at fault.
We have officially given them cause
for suspicion in facts that would have
been unexplainable upon any other
hypothesis if congress had not made
a distinct disclaimer. Had we only
the president’s message to fall back
upon, we should have difficulty in
convincing the world that annexation
is not our purpose. Though in that
message it is said that “forcible an-
nexation” cannot be thought of, there
is nothing to indicate that some other
method of making Cuba subject to
our control might not be adopted;
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and there is much to excite suspicions
that it would be. The president made
not the slightest suggestion of anyin-
tention to free Cuba and recognize
her independence, but he did make
a distinct declaration of his intention
of subjecting the island to “hostile re-
straint.” But all grounds of suspicion
were removed when congress not only
made its disclaimer of our intention
to acquire Cuban territory, but, in
spite of the president and the speaker
of the house and of all the evil influ-
ences surrounding them, redeemed
the promise of the republican plat-
form, and confirmed the concurrent
resolutions of both houses adopted in
1896, by declaring that the people
are in fact free and independent, and
thereby virtually recognizing the in-
dependence of the existing Cuban re-
public with which our arms are now
cooperating. There is no basis, even
to the extent of reasonable suspicion,
for the Spanish accusation that we
are at war with them to extend our
territory; but it is not the president
but congress that we have to thank for
this.

In concluding an editorial review
of Jane Addams’s admirable arti-
cle on the sources of municipal cor-
ruption, which recently appeared in
the Journal of Ethics, the New York
Evening Post says: “If we want to
identify the men who make our
municipal politics a hissing, we must
not look for them in the tenements
and the slums. The voters there
resident live up, in general, to their
highest conception of morality and
civic duty. No, we must go to the
clubs and the churches and the av-
enues where are to be found the men
of eminent respectability, who, for
the sake of making millions illegally,
pay out theirtens of thousands to the
despoiler.”

Notwithstanding the source of this
confession, it is comprehensive and
true. There is a conception of civic
morality in the tenements and slums,
which the denizens of those places live
up to, whereas the conception of civie
morality which the better classes pro-

claim is largely ignored by them in
practice. So the tenements and slums
support for office nen who prove their
friendship by acts of personal kind-
ness in the neighborhood, acts which
imply moral qualities, and the clubs
and churches support the same men
because they can be bribed with a
few thousands to despoil the com-
munity of millions for men of re-
spectability.

It is this condition that brings the
respectable Rockefellers, Hannas,
Yerkes, and their associates, confed-
erates and beneficiaries into conjunc-
tion with the voters of the tenements
and slums. The political “gangs”
which it is fashionable to condemn
are only middlemen who, by appeal-
ing to the good feeling of well mean-
ing voters, secure political power the
rich pecuniary fruits of which they
turn over for a percentage to a Yerkes
here, a Hanna there and a Rockefeller
yonder.

The Seventh regiment, which we
criticised last week for taking time to
consider whether to respond to the
call for troops, has decided the ques-
tion in the negative. Out of 1,067
members, 1,063 voted against enlist-
ing. New Yorkers seem to regard
this as an act of cowardice; but the
real reason may be the one given by
the members of the regiment, that
they do not wish to mix in the ranks

with social inferiors. Whether cow--

ardice or snobbishness is the motive,
however, makes little difference. The
snob is as contemptible as the coward,
and he is not unlikely to be & coward

into the bargain. But the “nerve” of-

the colonel of the regiment, as shown
in his statement regarding the action
of the regiment, ought to lift him at
least above this suspicion of coward-
ice. Notwithstanding the pitiable
decision of the regiment, he gives as-

[surance that it “will continue to fur-

nish officers and soldiers” for the
army. Thanks awfully! but who
would care to serve under officers
spawned by such a body of men. By
their own vote it appears that only
four out of 1,067 are fit either for offi-
cers or soldiers.

When signs of the war first began
to appear, Harper’s Weekly gave a
whole page illustration to a parade
drill of the Seventh, in a setting
which implied that the country would
be safe as long as the Seventh re-
mained above ground. -For another
issue Harper’s might appropriately
turn the Seventh over from its senti-
mental artist to its cartoonist. Yet
this is not the first experience of the
Seventh of a similar kind. At the
outbreak of the civil war the Seventh
was coddled by the illustrated papers
as it marched gayly down Broadway;
but its career closed at this end of the
long bridge across the Potomac.
What the Seventh appears to be fitted
for in the way of fighting is strike
duty. Against unarmed workingmen
it might make a warlike record. Why
not detail it to the coal regions of
Pennsylvania, where it could- shoot
fleeing coal miners in the back?
That’s the place for the Seventh to
win laurels off parade.

It is interesting to know that the
Union League Club of Chicago has a
military committee. Even more in-
teresting is it to know that this com-
mittee understands its business. For,
be it understood, the military com-
mittee of the Union League club has
taken steps to organize a home guard
for the protection of Chicago against
the Spanish navy. It mustbeagainst
the Spanish navy, for a Spanish army
can hardly be expected to threaten
Chicago at this distance from the
coast. And when it is considered that
the Spanish navy would have to come
through two canals, or else make part
of the voyage overland, it may be as-
sumed that Chicago is tolerably well
protected even against the Spanish
navy. There would seem, therefore,
to be little serious work on hand
for the home guard which the Union
League club is organizing. And that
suggests an inquiry: Why organize
at all? If Chicago is dead sure of
safety, why not send for the Seventh
regiment of New York to guard it,
and let the Union League club enter-
tain that valiant regiment of gay
paraders during its stay?
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It seems thal the national banks
have offered to handle the new bonds
with which the people of this country
are to be saddled, and to make no
charge for doing so. This elicits from
a treasury official an outburst of
thanks. What he calls the desire of
the national backs to serve their
country without promise of reward,
stirs his patriotic soul as a second
Manila bay victory hardly could. But
what nonsense to regard this offer of
the banks as disinterested patriotism.
If necessary to keep up our public
debt system, the national banking
ring, which controls the national
banks of the couniry, would do almost
anything short of stopping bullets
with their own persons. A paltry per-
centage on handling an issue of bonds,
what is that compared with the ad-
vantage to the national banking ring
of having an additional bundle
packed upon the people’s back?
Nothing. When the ring offers to
handle the new issue of bonds for
nothing, it is thinking of what it can
do, not for the country but in the
way of assuring itself a longer lease
of monopoly life.

Helen Gould, daughter of the late
Jay Gould, is one of the few rich peo-
ple whose contributions to the gov-
ernment to assist it in the war with
Spain command respect. She has of-
fered $100,000 in money, and has
done so with a degree of modesty and
an evident sincerity of purpose
which entitle her to be regarded as in
the best sense of the word patriotic.
Miss Gould’s patriotism is quite un-
like the three per cent. variety. She
asks nothing in exchange for her con-
tribution, but makes it as a gift.
What is most satisfactory about it all,
she does this out of sympathy, to use
her own language, “with the cause of
liberty.” Nor is she actuated by any
motive of buying herself off from
more personal obligations by a money
gift. “A woman,” she explains, “can-

not show her patriotism by fighting.
Even if she wishes to nurse the

wounded, circumstances do not al-
ways afford her an opportunity.”

And then she adds: “The amount I
gave does not measure my love for
the country and its cause, but I be-
lieve our government will win easily
and without involving itself in great
financial loss, so a large gift is not
needed. Mine is just to show where
my heart is and where my sympathies
are.” So much of greed and grab,
mellowed only with patronizing
gifts, have characterized the class to
which Helen Gould belongs, that it is
a distinct pleasure to be able to recog-
nize this manifestly sincere effort of
hers to express, in the only way that
offers, her sympathy with the object
of the war—the extension of human
liberty.

The republican senator, Chandler,.

of New Hampshire, takes about the
same ground as to the president’s war
message and the congressional war
resolution, that was taken at the time
by The Public.

Senator Chandier says the presi-
dent never intended to secure inde-
pendence for Cuba, but only better
government for the Cubans under
Spanish authority. He points out, as
did The Public, that the president
asked for authority to put hostile re-
straint upon both parties, so that in
cffect he would be at liberty to com-
pel the insurgents to submit peaceful-
ly to Spanish rule. This was also,
says Senator Chandler, the purport
of the house resolution as it originally
came to the senate; but the senate re-
fused to join.

And in commenting upon what fol-
lowed, the senator tells of a fact which
at the time was not generally known.
He says that when the senate offered
to surrender the formal reeognition
of the Cuban-republic, upon condi-
tion that the words recognizing the
actual freedom and independence of

the Cuban people be retained, and the

house refused, the senate conferees
notified those of the house that “un-
less this compromise was accepted the
senate would indefinitely postpone
the subject, pass a resolution declar-
ing war against Spain, and adjourn.
Then the house yielded.”

Senator Chandler’s comments and
disclosures are published over the
signature of ex-Senator John J. In-
galls, who vouches for Chandler’s
having authorized them. ' They were
not needed, however, to show that
President McKinley’s plan—if it was
indeed his, and not that of his finan-
cial backers—was rejected by con-
gress at the instance of the senate.
The resolution as adopted was not the
one desired by the president, which
Speaker Reed tried to whip through;
it was essentially that which the sen-
ate insisted upon. The record plainly
tells this story.

War leaves many evils in its wake.
Yet, if fought for a righteous prin-
ciple it may bring compensations.
When the first wild frenzy of brass
band and bunting patriotism sub-
sides, men learn from it how to die
for an idea. It is onlya step then to
teach them how to live for an idea,
which often involves greater heroism
and yields less enviable rewards. But
to produce this result, a war must be
sharp, decisive and short. When war
is long drawn out, it becomes as dead-
ening to the best that is in men as is
peace without liberty.

The English Financial Reform
association, established to advocate
economical government, just tax-
ation and perfect freedom of trade,
has just completed the fiftieth year
of an existence which for useful
work, looking ahead and not be-
hind, is in gratifying contrast with
the moribund Cobden club. Ed-
mund Knowles Muspratt is presi-
dent of the association, and its intelli-
gent and industrious secretary is J.
W. S. Callie, whose office is at 18
HackinsHey, Liverpool. Its member-
ship, extending all over England,
mantains the association by an annual
subscription of five shillings. The
principal agencies for promoting the
work of the association are a weekly
publication of excellent quality called
The Financial Reformer, and the
T'inancial Reform Almanac. The al-
manac annually gives as far as possi-
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ble the facts and figures in relation
to subjects likely to be prominent in
English politics during the year. Al-
though this information is peculiarly
adapted to the wants of Englishmen,
it is also of great value to all general
students of taxation. Local taxation,
death duties, colonial statistics, the
income tax, the land tax, customs, the
agricultural rating act, free trade,
sugar bounties, mining royalties and
election returns, are among the sub-
jects of interest to Americans about
which thisalmanac for 1898 publishes
statistical information not easily ob-
tained elsewhere.

Senator Cockrell, of Missouri,
presented to the senate last week a
memorial which deserves especial at-
tention at this time when the ques-
tion of taxation is agitating eongress.
It had been forwarded by the Single
Tax League of St. Louis, and it urges
congress to raise the revenues neces-
sary to meet the expenses of the war
with Spain by “direct taxes levied
upon the values of lands, franchises
and other monopolies held and
owned by the privileged classes of
the country, instead of laying taxes
on the necessaries of life and the busi-
ness and commerce of the people.”
The memorial was referred to the
committee on finance and ordered to
be printed as a public document.
€opies can be obtained by any person
upon application to his congressman.

“Free Banking a Natural Right,”
published by the Continental Pub-
lishing company of New York and
London, is an elaborate and interest-
ing discussion of the money question
by a New York manufacturer, for-
merly a newspaper man—James A. B.
Dilworth. Mr. Dilworth is neither a
“gold bug” nor a “silver bug,” but an
advocate of local bank currency, or, a8
the title of his work implies, of free
banking. He proceeds upon the
Platonic theory of money, which he
quotes, that “the money best calculat-
ed to develop the material welfare of
communities was a money that, in
such communities, could readily be

exchanged at its face value for the
best money of the world; but of so lit-
tle value intrinsically that it would
not be attracted away from the com-
munity in which it was issued.” Mr.
Dilworth’s practical proposition is
the repeal of the prohibitory tax now
imposed upon state bank issues and
the return to a state bank currency,
which, being based upon local credit
alone, will serve the full purpose of
money in the community of its issue
but will not leave that community or
tend to congest in great commercial
centers as do greenbacks and national
bank notes. It isin this way,the nat-
ural way, as he insists, that he would
avert money famines. A complete
grasp of the money question is impos-
sible without an understanding of the
subject which this book lucidly dis-
cusses.

For the information of readers who
have inquired, we take pleasure in
saying that the book by James L.
Cowles on “A General Freight and
Passenger Post,” recently quoted
from in these columns, was published
in 1896 by G. P. Putnam’s Sons, of
New York city.

PRIVATEERING.

When the Spanish ministry came to
realize the terrific defeat they had
suffered in Manila bay, they inti-
mated an intention of resorting at
once to privateering for the purpose
of driving American commerce off
the ocean. This intimation may have
been an unguarded expression of the
irritation which the ministry felt at
a loss which not only portended ulti-
mate defeat in the war, but their own
downfall, the collapse of the dynasty,
and a popular uprising which might
result in the establishment of a Span-
ish republic. Be that as it may, the
right to resort to privateering was ex-
pressly reserved by Spain in her de-
cree of last month announcing the
existence of a state of war with the
United States. The preamble to that
decree declares this reservation to be
indispensable “in order to maintain
liberty of action and uncontested
right to have recourse to privateer-
ing,” when she considers it expedi-

ent. A few words, therefore, upon
the subject of privateering and its re-
lations to the world in general and
Spain and the United States in par-
ticular, will not be untimely.

Privateering is an acknowledged
method of what is called civilized war-
fare. Until the Declaration of Paris
in 1856 it was universally recognized
as such by international law. It is
in fact a method of legalized piracy.

As the word implies privateers are
private vessels. They are commis-
sioned by nations at war, with what
are technically called “letters of
marque and reprisal.” This com-
mission authorizes them to capture or
destroy the property of the enemy or
of any of its people, whether within
the enemy’s territory or upon the high *
seas three miles or more beyond the
shores of neutral nations. In theab-
sence of treaties prohibiting it, pri-
vate ships of neutral nations may be
thus commissioned. For instance, a
private vessel of France or Great
Britain might operate under letters
of marque from either Spain or the
United States, provided France or
Great Britain, as the case might be,
were under no treaty obligations pro-
hibiting it.

The compensation for privateering
is a large part or the whole of the
property which in any given seizure
the privateer captures pursuant to in-
ternational law and under authority
of its letters of marque. To say,
therefore, that it is a method of legal-
ized piracy is entirely within bounds.
For this reason the declaration of
Paris of 1856 proposed its total aboli-
tion, and all the principal nations
of the world acceded to the terms of
that declaration, with the exception
of Spain, Mexico and the United
States.

The United States had, by the
11th paragraph of section 8,
article 1 of the constitution, re-
served the right to grant letters of
marque and reprisal, and was not dis-
posed to relinquish it upon the sug-
gestion of the great naval powers
which joined in the Paris declaration.
To have done so would have placed
this country at a disadvantage in naval
warfare. We had and intended to
maintain only a small navy, and un-
less we could in an emergency fall
back upon private vessels commis-
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sioned as privateers a strong naval
power might have us at its mercy.
Nevertheless, the United States
recognized the essentially piratical
character of privateering, and offered
to unite in the Declaration of Paris
upon condition that the clause con-
demning privateering should be so re-
modelled as to prevent its operating
‘to the disadvantage of nations with
small navies. What this country
therefore proposed was that all pri-
vate property not contraband of war
should be exempt from seizure upon
the high seas, not only by privateers
but also by war vessels. In other
words, the United States was willing
to agree to the declaration abolishing
privateering, provided all other cap-
tures of innocent property were also
abolished. But this condition the
great naval powcrs rejected. Forthat
reason the United States refused to
become a party to the Declaration of
Paris. Privateering, therefore, isstill
a right of the United States, as well as
of Spain, which also withheld ac-
quiescence in the Paris declaration
and has at the outset of the present
war declared her intention if need be
of commissioning privateers. But, so
far as this war is concerned, the
United States, unlike Spain, has
made a declaration purporting to re-
nounce privateering righis. In his
proclammation of April 26, President
McKinley confirmed a previous an-
nouncement that, in the language of
the proglamation, “the policy of this
government will be not to resort to
privateering but to adhere to the
rules of the Declaration of
Paris.” As this proclamation - was
made after the Spanish decree, and
consequently with full knowledge of
Spain’s reservation of privateering
rights, it might be urged that the
United States would not now be justi-
fied in resorting 1o privateering even
if Spain should exercise the right.
There is no force in that objection.
The right to issue letters of marque
and reprisal is vested by the constitu-
tion, not in the president, but in con-
gress. Congress alone can renounce
this right, the president having no
other function in the matter than the
legislative one of a veto subject to the
constitutional two-thirds majority.
"The United States is not bound, there-
fore, by the president’s declaration

renouncing privateering rights. The
only question is what we ought to do
irrespective of that declaration.

Upon general principles, the
United States was undoubtedly right
when in 1856 it refused to abolish
privateering unles the other nations
would at the same time abolish all
other captures of non-combatant
property, and to that position it ought
to cling. Privateering is indeed a de-
pendence of nations with small navies,
unless the big naval machines now
being tried may have made it obso-
lete. To abolich privateering while
it is an effective method of reprisal is
either to put nations like ours at a
disadvantage relatively to mnations
with large navies, or to force us also
to maintain a large navy at all times.
As a peaceably disposed country,
then, we ought not to renounce pri-
vateering while privateers may be ef-
fective in war, until the nations of
powerful navies accede to our condi-
tion that privateering and naval cap-
tures of private and peaceful vessels
and merchandise shall be abolished
together.

This consideration suggests the
course we should pursue in the pres-
ent war, if Spain does resort to pri-
vateering. So leng as she does not,
we should be governed by the presi-
dent’s declaration of April 26. But
if she lets loose upon our private ves-
sels a swarm of privateers from her
own merchant marine and that of
neutral nations, thus forcing our
navy to turn its attention to sinking
privateers instead of fighting battle-
ships or blockading and bombarding
stubborn cites, no reasonable consid-
erations demand that we allow her
that advantage. On the contrary,
every reasonable conkideration de-
mands that we avoid setting ourselves
a precedent which might be used
against us in some future war with a
strong naval power. Worse still, such
a precedent might be argued from at
the close of this war, by our own jingo
element, which will assuredly ignore
nothing that may tell for their de-
sign of making this nation one of the
great aggressive naval powers. If the
jingoes could say that we had in the
estimation of other nations agreed
unconditionally to the abolition of
privateering, they would score a point
in favor of perpetually maintaining

a strong navy. So long then as Spain

‘refrains from recorting to privateer-

ing we also must refrain from this
mode of piracy. But if she resorts to
it, we must do the same. Under mo
circumstances should the TUnited
States recede from its position in re-
spect to the Declaration of Paris, that
privateering rights must be main-
tained by non-aggressive nations, un-
til all other rights of capture as to
merchant vessels are relinquished by
the aggressive nations.

AFTER THE WAR, WHAT?

Men who imagine that the war
with Spain will cast economic and so-
cial questions into the background
can hardly have considered the sig-
nificance of some of the suggestions
the anti-democratic press are tenta-
tively putting forward already. Of
these a recent editorial of the Chi-
cago Tribune affords a fair example.
Discussing that clause in the con-
gresgional resolutions against Spain
in which all intention to exercise
control over Cuba except for pacifi-
cation is disclaimed, and the deter-
mination of this country to leave the
government and control of the island
to its people is asserted, the Tribune
says: “It is far from being the in-
tention of the American government
or people to drive out the Spanish
devil and then allow the devils of dis-
order, misrule and anarchy to govern
Cuba.” :

What is here meant by the “devils
of disorder, misrule and anarchy” is
to be inferred from another part of
the same article which asserts that
“when ‘a people who have been des-
potically ruled ar= freed, it takes them
gome time to learn to gov-
ern themselves,” and that “the
conditions which have prevailed
at different times in Hayti and
Santo Domingo will not be permitted
to obtain in Cuba,” even though an
“American protectorate once estab-
lished in Cuba may not end until the
children or grandchildren of those
who help to free theisland have passed
off the stage.”

If these quotations were not
enough to expose the intentions of
American plutocracy, as represented
by the Tribune, we should be some-
what enlightened by the remark of
Thomas R. Dawley, Jr.,who begins an
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approved interview in the New York
Evening Post with the remark that
“it would certainly be a great pity to
drive Spain out of Cuba only to turn-
the island into another Hayti.” But
the most specific explanation of the
motive and purpose of the sentiment
which the Chicago Tribune phrases
was given to the president early in
the month of April, by Dr. Klopsch,
editor of the Christian Herald, upon
his return from Cuba. Dr. Klopsch
said that “the better class of people
in Cuba are in favor of autonomy;
that they would consider independ-
ence a terrible calamity, and that the
majority of the Cubans believe this
and admit their own incapacity for
self-government.”

What all this means is that with
the expulsion of Spain from Cuba
an effort is to be made under the sanc-
tion of the United States to prevent
in some way the establishment of self-
government among the Cubans.
Whether a protectorate, or a sort of
autonomy under the control of the
planters, or a syndicate, shall be re-
sorted to for this purpose is matter
of detail. The essential thing is that
the Cubans shall not be allowed to
govern themselves, lest the majority
put an end to some of the wicked
privileges of what Dr. Klopsch calls
“the better class of people,” that is
to say, of the people who live in the
sweat of the faces of the lower classes.

No one will deny that local self-
government in Cuba may at first re-
sult in disorder and misrule. But
so would government which is not
self-government.  That in itself
would be disorder and misrule. It
might be “stable,” to use the pres-
ident’s ominous expression. It might
preserve order in the sense of main-
taining peace. But it would be the
peace of the prison, the peace of
liberty in shackles. The disorder and
misrule of an autocratic government
are premeditated, and grow worse as
the government grows older. But
the disorder and misrule of self-gov-
ernment among a people who have re-
cently escaped from tyranny is only a
lingering reminder of the old dis-
crder—part of the pain of a healing
wound.

It is perfectly true, as the Tribune
says, that “when a people who have
been despotically ruled are freed it

takes them some time to learn to gov-
ern themselves.” But the Tribune’s
cure, which so many people thought-
lessly adopt, is worse than the dis-
ease. The only true remedy was pre-
scribed by Macaulay in his essay on
Milton. He said:

There is only one cure for the evils
which newly acquired freedom pro-
duces; and that cure is freedom.
When a prisoner first leaves his cell
he cannot bear the light of day; he
is unable to discriminate colors, or to
recognize faces. But the remedy is
not to remand him into his dungeon,
but to accustom him to the rays of
the sun. The blaze of truth and lib-
erty may at first dazzle and bewilder
nations which have become half blind
in the house of bondage. But let
them gaze on and they will soon be
able to bear it.

This is the cure which the United
States ought to apply to Cuba. Not
only have the Cubans the natural
right to govern themselves, but the
only way in which they can ever be-
come self-governing is by making a
beginning. Self-government in na-
tions, like self-government with indi-
viduals, can reach perfection only
through experience. As no man can
teach another to govern himself, so
no nation can teach another to gov-
ern itself. If Cuba would be dis-
orderly now, upon throwing off the
yoke of Spain, unless held in sub-
jection by the United States, the time
would never come when the United
States could relax control. Under re-
pression, the people of Cuba could
not learn to govern themselves.

And would the disorder incident
to newly-acquired freedom be so de-
plorable after all? Hayti is men-
tioned by Dawley, from whom we
have already quoted, as having been
changed from a “thrifty commercial
settlement, lawful and orderly, into
a comnmunity little above the level of
barbarism.” This “lawful” and “or-
derly” commercial settlement was a
settlement of slave owners and
slaves. Is such a settlement prefer-
able to what Dawley calls “the level
of barbarism”? By the masters, liv-
ing upon their plundered slaves, per-
haps so; but how about the slaves?
Would not any man rather live in
freedom near the “level of barbar-
ism,” than as a slave in a “thrifty,”
“orderly” and “lawful” commercial
settlement? Would it not also be bet-

3

ter for him, and better for the mas-
ters?

The insurrections in Hayti are a
legitimate inheritance from the kind
of “law,” and the kind of “order”
and “thrift” which prevailed when
that country ignored the natural
rights of the majority of its popula-
tion. And those insurrections, do
they prove that Hayti is unfit for
self-government, any more than our
civil war proved our unfitness? Why
should Haytian insurrections prove
that Hayti is unfit to govern herself,
while the insurrections in Cuba and
the Philippines prove that Spain has
been fit to govern there?

The truth is, that at bottom this
is not a question in the minds of
those who raise it of the ability of
Cuba to maintain crder through self-
government. Order, in the true sense
not only of peace but also of harmony
with natural law, is not what they
are thinking of. They are think-
ing of maintaining the power of the
classes over the masses. That power
they will maintain, if possible, by the
strong American arm.

It will remain to be seen, when the
war shall have ended, whether
on.this issue the plutocratic or the
democratic spirit of this country will
prevail. That there will be a contest
over the issue, however, there can be
no doubt; and through that contest
social and economic questions will
become more pressing than ever.
And of all social questions the land
question will be uppermost. For in
connection with ('uba the contest will
relate most directly to the rights
relatively of the landed and the land-
less. The sentiment to which we
bave referred, and which has found
such pronounced expression in the
Chicago Tribune, has its origin in a
determination to maintain landlord-
ism in Cuba,and to back it with Amer-
ican law when Spanish law can no
longer protect it.

NEWS

Though no official news from Com-
modore Dewey’s movement upon the
Philippines, reported on page 7 last
week, has been received at this writ-
ing, it is evident from other sources
of information that he penetrated
into Manila Bay on the morning of
the 1st, and fought a great battle and




8

The Public

won a great victory there on that day.
It is a reasonable inference, besides,
that he followed this victory with a
bombardment of Manila and its forti-
fications, for the purpose of forcing a
capitulation. The result of the bom-
bardment, however, is not yet
known.

¢ Commodore Dewey, under whose
leadership the naval battle of Manila
Bay was won, entered the naval
academy from Vermont in 1857, and
was graduated in 1861. He served
under Farragut in the civil war. In
1884 he was made a captain and
placed in command of the Dolphin,
one of the four vessels which formed
the original “white squadron.” His
commission as commodore bears date
February 28, 1896. In January last
he took command of the Asiatic
squadron, which fought the battle of
Manila Bay. ’

News of -the victory of Commo-
dore Dewey’s fleet at Manila Bay was
slow in reaching this country. This
was because the Spanish controlled
the Manila cable until it was inter-
rupted. Though the battle was
fought on Sunday, May 1, and rumors
about it began to reach the United
States as early as Sunday evening,
these rumors came by way of Madrid,
and the nature and extent of
the victory had to be spelled out be-
tween the lines of Spanish accounts.

On the 1st, Commander Dewey’s
squadron, which had left Mirs Bay on
the 27th, as told on page 7 last week,
was reported as having come in sight
of Manila on the 30th and as having
already captured four Spanish prizes.
The Spanish warships instead of com-
ing out to give battle in the open sea,
as it had been announced they would
do, were said to bcin hiding. Accord-
ing to this report, it was supposed at
Hong-Kong that Admiral Montejo,
in command of the Spanish squadron,
would try to fight about 15 miles out-
side of Manila, and, failing to win a
decisive victory, would retire to the
harbor; and that Commodore Dewey
would if possible, before attacking,
get between the Spanish ships and
the shore in order to cut off retreat.
Letters from the Philippines, smug-
gled into Hong-Kong to the insurgent
junta there, asserted that at this
time the insurgents held all the hills
surrounding Manila within a radius
of from ten to twenty miles, and were
awaiting the arrival of the American
squadron. After that, nothing was
heard from the Philippines until

the Spanish ministry at Madrid be-
gan to furnish news of the battle.

The first official dispatch they
gave out was from the governor-gen-
eral of the Philippines to the Spanish
minister of war. It announced that
the Americans had been fired upon
by the forts at the entrance to Mandla
Bay while forcing a passage under the
obscurity of the night; that at day-
break they had opened a strong fire
against Fort Cavite, within the bay,
and against the arsenal, but were
obliged by the Spanish fleet “to
maneuver repeatedly,” and that at
nine o’clock they took refuge behind
the foreign merchant shipping on the
east gide of the bay. A later dispatch
reported the Reina Maria Christina
on fire and the Don Juan dc Austria
to have been'blown up. Considerable
loss of life was cdmitted, including
the killing of Capt. Cadarzo, of the
Maria Christina. Later on the same
day the governor-general was said to
have reported that Admiral Montejo
had transferred his flag to the cruiser
Isla de Cuba, from the cruiser Reina
Maria Christina, the latter being com-
pletely burned, as was also the cruiser
Castilla, and that the other Spanish
ships had retired from the combat,
some having been sunk to avoid their
their falling into the hands of the
Americans. According to the El
Heraldo, of Madrid, of the same day,
two engagements occurred, the latter
being begun after the Americans had
landed their wounded on the west side
of the bay. Other dispatches by way
of Madrid reported the sinking of
both the Reina Maria Christina and
the Castilla; also severe damages to
the Don Juan de Austria and the kill-
ing of its commander.

Further advices from Madrid on
the 2d reported that dispatches from
Manila indicated that the American
fleet had razed the town of Cavite, de-
molished the batteries protecting it
and burned the unfortified part of
Manila; and that Admiral Montejo
acknowledged officially the complete
destruction of his fleet. These ad-
vices told also that Commodore
Deweyhaddemanded thesurrender of
the city of Manila, with all the guns
and torpedoes, and the possession of
the cable office;-also the surrender of
all Spanish vessels in the Philippine
archipelago; and that he threatened
to bombard the city if his demands
were not complied with.

Through the British consul at Ma-
nilait waslearned at London on the 2d
that the fighting between the fleets
lasted about an hour and a half, and
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that the Spanish fleet was destroyed
and the lagg batteries silenced. Also
that Co dore Dewey had demand-
ed the capitulation, through the Brit-
ish consul, who conveyed it to the
Spanish governor general and the
Spanish admiral.

On the 3d a dispatch to the German
minister of foreign affairs at Berlin,
received from the German consul at
Manila, described the battle of Manila
Bay as short and decisive, resulting in
the total destruction of the Spanish
fleet and the loss to the Spaniards of
more than 400 men, with but slight
damage to.the American fleet and few
injuries to its crews.

These reports made, it clear that
the American victory had been com-
plete, but nothing was yet known as
to the occupation of Manila. An an-
nonymous dispatch, purporting to
come from Hong-Kong on the 3d an-
nounced that Manila had fallen; and
advices through Madrid spoke of the
native quarters in Manila being in
flames and said that the batteries of
Ciudadela, especially the large guns,
were vigorously replying to the
American fire and had done consid-
erable damage to the American fleet.
These reports seemed to relate to an
attack by the American fleet for the
purpose of getting possession of
Manila and her defenses, and a mes-
sage from Hong-Kong of the 3d,
dated early in the morning, reported
an attack about an hour before by the
American squadron at Manila upon
the forts on Corregidor island, at the
entrance to Manila Bay; but before
any further information came the
cable was interrupted. The Eastern
Telegraph company announced on
the 3d at London, that it was impos-
sible for any word to have come from
Manila since ten o’clock Londen
time in the morning of the 2d, or
early in the evening of the 2d at
Manila.

Orders were issued on the 3d pre-
paratory to sending American troops
to the Philippines, including instruc-
tions to engage transports to convey .
10,000 from San Francisco. The plan
at present is to take the militia from
the far western states, but all plans
are to be held in abeyance until the
arrival of Commodore Dewey’s re-

port.

The early reports which the Span-
ish ministry had given out appear to
have been entirely favorable to Spain
as they reached the public in» Madrid.

.
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