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ing as a sort of an aid to the officer
in command of our two companies,
Maj. Geary. A man is thrown
down on his back and three or four
men sit or stand on his arms and
legs and hold him down, and either
a gun barrel or a rifle barrel or a
carbine barrel or a stick as big as a
belaying pin . . . . is simply
thrust into his jhws and his jaws
are thrust back, and, if possible, a
wooden log or stone is put under his
head—under his neck, so he can be
held firmly. . . . He is simply
held down, and then water is poured
onto his face, down his throat and
nose from -a jar, and that is kept up
until the man gives some sign of giv-
ing in or becomes unconscious, and
when he becomes unconscious he is
simply rolled aside and he is allowed
to come to. That is as near a de-
scription as I think I can give. All
the cases were alike I saw on that
occasion. . A man suffers tre-
mendously; there is no doubt about
it. His suffering must be that of a
man who is drowning, but who can-
not drown. . . Some men would
yield almost instantly, and would
not be put through as brutal meth-
ods as I have described, while other
men would have more courage or,
perhaps, would be more ignorant,
and they would be put through the
stage where they were unconscious
or almost drowned. . . I think
the men who were more courageous
or perhaps did not have any guns
suffered the most. By ignorant I
mean that they did not really know
anything to tell us.

This torture appears to have been
practiced by the Americans or under
their authority pretty generally
throughout the islands. If it had
been in Armenia by the unspeakable
Turk, our churches would be thun-
dering their demands for warto make
the Turks stop. It remains to
be seen whether enough ministers
will follow the lead of their cour-
ageous but not very numerous
New York brethren, who are ap-
pealing for their signaturee, to make
an influential showing in numberand
professional standing sufficient to
oblige the Americans to stop.

In this connection it should be re-
marked that another ingenious meth-
od of torture in vogue in the Philip-
pines for purposes of “pacification”
and “benevolent assimilation” was
reported in the Washington corre-
spondence of the Chicago Record-
Herald, a Republican paper, on the

10th. It isknown asthe “ropecure;”
and, in the complacent language of
the Washington correspondent, “for
simplicity it is unrivaled.” Here is
the description, quoted from John
Loughran, who had seen it “adminie-
tered to natives in the islands during
the first year of American suprem-
acy” (which was certainly before the
natives had been discovered to be a
cruel set of people):

A light but strong rope is passed
across the throat of the man to be
examined. It is crossed behind his
back and carried under the armpits,
the ends are again brought around
the neck and over to the back, turned
under the armpits and shoulders, and
then the free ends are carried as a
girdle around the waist just at the
end of the ribs and tied fast and se-
curely. A stick is put through the
ropes where they cross between the
shoulders and then turned to suit.
“Will it make a man talk?” Mr.
Loughran was asked. “A wooden In-
dian would make a speech if you
gave him the rope cure,” he replied.
Mr. Loughran says that this was far
more effective than the water cure,
which is slow. The rope cure often
persuaded a native to reveal the hid-
ing place of his gun, and it did it
quickly, because he knew that as
soon as he consented to talk the
stick would be loosened and would
fly back, relieving the agony instan-
taneously. Of course, if the victim
should have a weak heart he might
die of shock, but the native Filipino
does not seem to be troubled with the
malady.

The American pacification of the Phil-
ippines is a promising candidate for
the place in history of twin horror
with the Spanish inquisition.

Another hue and cry over Senator
Tillman was raised in the prees a few
days ago. He had again broken loose
on the Negro question. But a com-
parison of his speech ae reported in
the Congressional Record, with the
daily press reports, affords en excel-
lent example of the unbalanced meth-
ods of reporting public matters now
in vogue. InwhatTillman ¢aid there
was enough, though barely enough,
to justify the sensational reports that
went over the wires. On the whole,
his speech was able, judicious and
well tempered. But Senator Me-
Comas had dug up the “bloody shirt”
and waved it in Tillman’s face, ac-

companied with taunts about the mal-
treatment of the Negro in the south.
It was in answer to this that Tillman
furnished his adversaries with fur-
ther material for campaign documents
to be used among Negro voters end
hesitating Republicans at the North.

We have had occasion before to
criticize Senator Tillman’s bitterness
of mind toward the American Negro,
and those criticisme still stand. But
in. fact he is no more bitter in that
respect than the majority of the peo-
ple he represents; and they are no
more bitter than Northerners who go
South tolive. Southerners often say
that the Northern man who eettles
there comes to have the same repug-
nance to the Negro race that they
have, and this is true. In both cases
the repugnance is due to a feeling,
active in the South and latent in the
North, that white men are superior
beings whom black men were born
to serve—precisely the same feeling
that whiterich men in the North have
for all poor men, that the Hohenzol-
lerns of Germany have for the com-
mon man of every shade. Tillman’s
distinction is that he is perfectly can-
did in dealing with the question. He
makes no pretense. Thoroughly
democratic until he touches the
Negro question, he bluntly re-
nounces his democracy when he
does touch it.

But suppose that Tillman’s at-
titude toward the Negro is as
bad or woree than that of Lodger
and Roosevelt and Root and the rest
toward the Filipinos. What of it,s0
far as the Philippine question is con-
cerned? That question reste upon
its own facts and not upon Tillman’s
ideas of white domination in the
South. No matter how reprehensibly
wrong Tillman may be on the Ne-
gro question, that cannot make the
administration policy right on the
Philippine question. “You’re an-
other” may be good invective, but it
is bad argument. Tillman himself
made this clear enough in hie speech
in question. For partisan purposee
Republican senators had goaded him
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into making a characteristic excursion
into the Negro question; but he came
back quickly to the real issue, and in
words which sounded the keynote of
his whole speech, all but the
discord which has been so magnified
by the press, he begged the imperial-
ists to put the “bloody shirt” back
again intoitsgrave. Saidhe:

But do not let us discuss these
questions. We want you to vindi-
cate before the people your policy
toward the Philippines, to exonerate
the American army from the stigma
now resting upon it, and we propose
to hold you to the issue. We will
discuss the South; we will discuss
the Negro; we will discuss carpet-
bag government; we will discuss
anything you want if you will bring
in a bill affecting those questions,
but we are not going to run off after
foxes just now. We are after this
Filipino coon, and we want his hide.

. I think that if Congress
had the authority, sustained by the
Supreme Court, to pass an act for-
bidding any member of either body
ever injecting into debate any dis-
cussion of the civil war or the re-
vival of any of those bitter feelings
of the past, it would be a blessing to
our country.

No decision has yet been made by
the President on the question of the
American breach of neutralityat New
Orleans, nor has any authentic report
of the investigation appeared. But
the general nature of the decision,
should thematter ever come out of the
pigeon hole in which it seems at pres-
ent to be resting, may be surmiced
from an article in the North Ameri-
can Review for May, from the pen of
an official of the etate department.
It is hardly probable that an officer
g0 closely related officially to the ques-
tion under advisement (or at rest)
would have been allowed to publish
an argument upon it in a popular
magazine unless his argument were
in harmony with the views of the
head of his department and the prob-
able decision of the President. Itis
interesting, therefore, to learn that
thie official concludes that the British
mule and horse station at New Or-
leans, and the operations in connec-
tion with it, do not amount to a breach
of American neutrality. Itisalsoin-

teresting to observe that he evades
the vital point at issue. This point
is not whether American citizens may
sell munitions of war to a belligerent,
“in the ordinary course of com-
merce,” which is the point upon which
the state department official places
his emphasis. No one disputes their
right to do that. Nordoesanyone dis-
pute the right of the British to buy
munitions of war in this country, “in
the ordinary course of commerce.”
The question is whether they may es-
tablish on American soil anarmy sup-
ply station for the reception and ship-
ment of munitions of war, not “in the
ordinary course of commerce;” and
whether they may enter an American
port with naval transports and anchor
there while theyload those war vessels
with munitions of war, “not in the
ordinary course of commerce.” On
that question the state department
official is silent. Will the state de-
partment, the law department, and
the President also be eilent on that
point? At any rate,thelegislatureof
Louisiana is not. A concurrent reso-
lution passed both houseson the13th,
fullysustaining Gov. Heard in his pro-
test to the President, and urging him
“to take any such furthersteps, con-
formable to law, as in his judgment
may be necessary to establish and
maintain in this state obedience to
the law of nations and respect for the
treatiee of the United States.” Here
is an earnest that, in at least onestate
of this Union, the merry dollar is not
the advance agent of that “Destiny
which determines Duty.”

The supreme court of the District
of Columbia, through Judge Bradley,
has made a group of gratifying deci-
sions on the subject of second-class
postal matter, a subject to which we
have heretofore had occasion to re-
fer at length in terms of criticism
(vol. iv., pp. 596, 628, 643) of the
postal law, the postal regulatione and
the post office department. Thecourt
has by these decisions restored to sec-
ond-class privileges some of the pub-
lications which the department had
excluded, and has issued injunctions

restraining the exclusion of others
which the department had threat-
ened. Judge Bradley bases the de-
cisions upon the ground that the post
office department cannot legislate un-
der the guise of making rulesand reg-
ulations. It cannot exclude publica-
tions bya ruling, which Congress does
not exclude by, law. This principleis
so simple, so sound and so obvious,
if government by law and not by bu-
reaus is to prevail, that it is incon-
ceivable that a public officer should
ever have questioned it. Yet it was
questioned, or else deliberately de-
fied, by the postmaster general whem
hemaderulings—now reversed by the

‘supreme court of the District — for

which his department had vainly
sought thesanctionof Congress. Con-
gress having refused to amend the
law as he desired, he proceeded to
amend it himself. This hasnow been
stopped by the interpretation of the
courts of the District.

The Postal Progress league, of
which James L. Cowles, of Farming-
ton, Conn., is secretary, proposes to
settle all questions regarding second-
class mail matter in the only fair way.
This league suggests two classes, and
only two classes of matter—letters
and parcels—to be carried on the
basis of cost. The second, or parcel
class, would include periodicals; and
‘as the charge would be based upon
cost of service, the only just arrange-
ment, there could be no discrimina-
tion euch as now prevails, nor any
danger of the censorship of new or
small papers which isnow threatened.
From the biggest daily to the small-
est weekly, every publication would
be equal before the postallaw. Ifthe
established rates would not pay, the
necessary increase would be assessed
pro rata, as it should be. Deficits
would not then be reduced by exclud-
ing from equal mailing rights papers
that were distasteful to the adminis-
tration.

Whenever the post office depart-
ment has given reasons forits crusade
againstunwelcome publications,it hae



