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THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY AND PHILIPPINE
INDEPENDENCE. :

What will the Democratic party do for the Philippine Islands?

This is onc.of the questions which presses for Immediate comsid-
eration, end which should be dealt with now while the party iz
in power and before new lssues arise to divert public attention
amd divide its couneils.

THE PARTY'S PROMISES.

The promises of the party have been clear and explicit, When
the tresty with Spain wes ratified by which the United States
aequired the islunds, the votes of the Demoeratic senators, with-
vut which the treaty would have been rejecied, were given upon
the theory that tho treaty would end the rights of Spain i the
islends, and that we should give them their independenee.

The first Democralic National Convention after the freaty
met on July 4, 1800, and iis declarations were pusitive, These
were it words:

“We declare again that all governments instituted among men
derive their just powers from the consent of the governed; that
sny govermment not based upon the consent of the governed is
- a tyrenny, and that to impose upon any peopls & government
of foree iz to substitute the methods of imperialism for these of

a il (4]

l:f'.gi'e pssert that no nation can long endure half republic and
half empire, and we warn the American people that imperislism -
abroad will lead quickly and inevitably to despotism al home.

“We condemn and denounce the Philippine poliey of the pres-
ent Administration.

“The Filipinos cannot be eitizens without endangering our
civilization; they cannot be subjects without imperiling our
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form of government; and as we are not willing to surrender our
civilization nor to convert the Republie into an cmpire we faver
an immediate declaration of the nation's purpme to give the
Filipinos, first, a stable form of government; second, indepen-
denece, and thu:d protection from outside mterferenne such as has
heen given for Dﬁﬁ[‘l}' a century to the republics of Central and
South Ameriea.™

The next National Convention, which met on July 6th, 1904,
used these words:

“We oppose, as fervently as did Georse Washington hlman]f,
an indefinite, irresponsible, diseretionary, and vegue sheolutizm
and a policy of eolonial exploitation, no matter where or by whom
invoked or ocmercized. Wo belieye, with Themas Jefferson and
John Adams, that no governmend has a right to make one zet of
laws for those “at home’ and another and & diffcrent set of laws,
absolute in their character, for those “in the colonies.” All men
under the American flag ave entitled to the protection of the in.
stitutions whose emblem the Bar iz, If they ars inherently unfit
for those institutions, then they are mberently unfit fo be mem-
bers of the Americen body politic.  Wherever there may exist
= people meapeble of being governed under American laws, in
consonznes with the American Constitution, the torritory of that
people ought not to be part of the Amerfean domain,

“We insizt that we ought to do for the Filipinos what we have
done already for the Cubans, and il is our duty to make that
promise pow and upon suitable gusrantees of protection to eiti-
zens of our own and other countries resident there st the time of
our withdrawal, set the Filipino people upon their feet, free and
imdependent to work out their gwn destiny.”

In, 1908 the National Convention rtepeated its declaration in
the following form:

#We condemn the experiment in imperialism 25 an inexeusghle
blunder which has involved us in enormous expenses, brought
us weakness instead of strength, and lsid our nation open to the
charge of ahandoning a fundamental doctrine of self-government.
We favor sn immediate declaration of the nation's purpose to
recognize the independence of the Philippine lslands as soon as
a stable government ean be estabbished, such independence to be
guaranteed by us as we guarantee the independence of Cuba,
mtil the neutralization of the islands can be seeured by treaty
with other powers. In recognizing the independence of thc
Philippines our Government should retain sueh land as may be
necessary for coaling stations snd naval bases.”
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Finally, in 1012, the platform on which President Wilson was
nominated and elected contained this language:

© “We reaffirm the position thrice announced by the Democracy
in national convention assembled against s policy of Imperialism
and. eolonial exploitation in the Philippines or elsewhere. We
condemn the experiment in imperinlism us an inexeusable blunder,

which haa involved us in enormous expenses, brought us weakness
instead of sitrength, and laid our netion open to the charge of
abandonment of the fundamenial docirine of sell-government.
We favor an immediate declarstion of the nation’s purpose Lo
recognize the independence of the Philippine Ielands a3 soen
az g stable government can be established, such independence to
be guaranteed by us until the neutralization of the i cun he
secured by tmty with other

“In recognizing the mdependenee of the Philippines onr Gov-
ernment should rotain such land as may be nocessary for cosling
stations and naval bases.”

Long saotecedent to these declarstions iz the immortal Declara-
tion drawn by Thomas Jefferzon, the founder of the Democratic
party,—the Declarstion of which Amerieans have slways been

proud, and which has Leen read awnually to the people on the

Fourih of every July as the besi stzirment of the fundamental
prineiples upon which our politicel sirueture rests, those “sclf-
evident truths” thet “sli ien are created equal” and that “gov-
cromente derive their just powers from the consent of the gov-
erned,”  Im its suecessive platforms the Democratic party has
planted iteelf firmly upon these great prineiples, and it could not
hiave done otherwise without being false to its traditions,

Upon theze statements of policy and these promises the Demo-
eratic party has sought the sipport of the voters, and it has
now received that support and iz in full control of the govern-
ment. 1f words mean anything, it has promised to give the
Filipinos their independenece, and no man can st it if this
promise is broken, Why should any Democrst suggest that the
policy whicli his party has so uniformly and so repeatedly
pledged itself to adopt be now abandoned, and the Republican
policy which it has “condemmed and denounced,” which it has
characterized 23 “an indefinite, irresponsible, discretionary
and vague absolutism,” which it bas ealled “an inexcusable blun-
der,” be now adopted, or by delay eontinued in operation!



THE DEMAND FOR INVESTIGATION,

Just as the iriends of proteetion, defeated at the polls, fill the
newspapers with lamentations and prophecies of dizaster, repeating
with tfireless iteration the familiar arpumentz in favor of their
unjust privileges and urging that an investigation by a teriff
eommission, never deemed necessary when the tariff was to be
raised, should now be had hefore it is lowered,—so all the oppo-
nents of Philippine independence with like prophecies of ealsmity
ssk that the President and his Cabinet justitute an inquiry into
the condition of the slands before taking avy step to carry into
effect the policy to which the party stands pledged.

In cach cese the motive is the same, It is the old poliey of
delay by which Fabivs congquersd Honnibsl It is the attempt
to postpone sction.on any ground in the hope that meanwhile
someihing may ceour to divert attention or to diseredit sand
divide the party in power, =nd so enabile our oppomants to Te-
cover the control of the povernment.. Delays are dangerous, and
thercfore they urge delny and are fertile in sugeesting reasons
for it.

Fut what & confession is thiz demand for an mvestigetion of
Philippine econditions] What is thers to learn? Has not the
Commission made regular reports?. Have not the War Depert-
ment and its Tnsular Burean told us 2ll that there was to koow
ghout the islands and their people? If they have, investigation
is o useless waste of time,  If they have not, what fucts have they
conicealed?  What truth have they kept back? If indesd the
American people are ignorsnt of what hes becn going on in the
islands, that fact is the strongest possible argument for Philippine
independence. It is hard enough for pesple to govern them-
sclves with personal knowledge of their own affairs. It is far
mare diffieylt for one people to govern another, even i it has the
fullest knowledge of all that concerns the subject people. Tt is
absolutely impossible for one people to govern another i the
governing people has not this knowledge, and, if after governing
the Philippine Ielands for fifteen years we have now te make an
investigation in order to learn what has been done there and
what are the present conditions, we have never had the in-
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formation without which we could not direet the affairs of the
islanders.

As long ago as April 21, 1904, Mr. Taft said to the Chamber
of Commeree in New York:

“The people of the United States have under their guidance
und control in the Philippines an archipelago of 3,000 islands,
the population of whish is about 7,600,000 souls. (O these
T,DO'D,?DO are Christians, and 600,000 are Moros or other pagan
trihes,"

In the same speeeh, reforring to a petition for Philippine inde-
pendence signed. by Cardinal Farley, more than &fty bishops,
more thun sixty judges, Grovet Cleveland, Charles . Eliot,
President Schurman, ex-Senator Edmunds, Andrew Carpegie,
Wayne MacVeagh, Charles Francis Adams, and thousands of
others among our leading men, Mr. Taft said:

“Why should the geod peopls who signed the petition inter-
meddle with something the offret of which they are very little able
to undorz i

He did not seem to realize thati, i the vory best Americans conld
not understand what we were doing In the Philippine Tslends,
it was idle to ssy that the American people were guiding and
contzglling them, and that his two statements meant that the
guidance of the Filipinos by the American people was the merest
faree. ) :

Now nine years later we are told that Congress does not know
etotgh about Philippine conditions to legislate, and as they need
g tariff eommission to teach them how to reduee the tariff, so
they need, not the present Philippme Commission, but 8 new
commisgivn to tell them the facte and give them advice as to
what they should do for the islands. I say again, Whatl & con-
fession|

This at least is true; we have heard all that can be said in favor
of retaining the islands. Those who have been responsible for
their administration have made the hest case possible: President
MeKinley, Pre<ident Roosevelt, and President Taft, the Commis-
sioners and other American officials in the islands, the War De-
partment and its Insular Bureau, the Republican leaders in
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Congress and out who have favored the retention of the islands,
huve presented year after yeer all the arguments which they
urge now, and these srguments have been perfectly familiar to
the men who framed and the conventions which adopted the
Demoeratic platforms that have been guoted, and notwithstand-
ing these arguments the party year after year has denounced
the policy of the Republicans and pledged itsclf to Philippine
independenee. 4

Now that the cnse s won, the Demoeratic party cannot afford
to stultify iteslf by sdmitting ihat its language did not mesn
what it said, that {ts oft-repeated declarations have been made
ignorantly or tecklessly, and now adopt as its own the polisy
which it has always condemned. This is to break faith with the
voters who have believed ifs promises and placed it in power
hecanse they believed. We have s right to say that the case has
heen decided after [oll argument and o ask for execution. Delay
and hesitation now would be an admission of faiture by the Dem-
ocratie party, an admissuon of reckless and ignorant speech, like
the admizsion of concealment implied in the Hepublican sugpes-
tion of mvestigation, and in thiz would be found a fresh srgument
for Ph.ilipp'ine independence, since after ffteen vears both partiey
would admit that the American people have never understood the
situation in the ielands, which all these years they have in theery
been governing. I say again, What a confession!

THE S0URCES OF OPPOSITION.

We cannot expect that the defeated party will cease to argue,
to protest, and to prophesy all manner of evil, but we have no
right on that account {o falter. Those men who like Presidens
Taft are responsible in large measure for the retention of the
islands, and who like him have been especially prominent i their
administration, oaturally will not edmit that they have been
wrong. They are committed too stéongly to recede now, but we
must remember that they are not impartial. They are pleading
their own case, they are insisting that they have sueceeded, and
their own reputations are at stake, All their arguments must be
taken with that allowance.



