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AMERICAN EMPIRE

Viewpaint BA
America Should Retain the Philippines (1900)
Alberr J. Beveridge (1862-1937)

INTRODUCTION Americas viciory in the Spanish-American
War in 1898 lefi the United States in possession of
Jormer Spanish colonies Puerto Rico, Guam, and the
FPhilippine Ilands. The peace treaty with Spain was
ratified by the Senate in February 1899 by only a one-
vote margin, in part because some Americans were
disturbed by the idea of the United States helding
Joreign colonies. Concern over the Philippines intensi-
fied in 1899 when Filipino nationatists, led by Emilio
Aguinaldo, waged guerilla warfire against U.S, sol-
diers in the Philippines. Members of what became
known as the anti-imperialist movement called Jor
U.S. withdrawal from the Philippines and other

Joreign possessions.

One of the leading opponents of the anti-imperialiss
movement was Albert J. Beveridge, anthor of the fol-
lowing viewpoin. Elected to the U.S, Senate in 1899
at the age of 36, Beveridge toured the Philippines just
prior to taking office. On January 9, 1900, he
addressed the Senate in support of the Jollowing prop-
osition: “Resolved . . . that the Philippine Ilands are

territory belonging to the United States; that it is the -

intention of the United States to retain them as such
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and to establish and maintain such governmental
control throughout the archipelago as the situation may
demand.” The following excerpss from that speech
provide bis economic and moral veasons why the
United States should retain consrol over the Philip-
pines, ever in the face of violent resistance,

Are the reasons for retaining the Philippines primarily
economic, moral, or both, according to Beveridge? Is
racial prejudice important to his arguments? Bever-
dige is considered one of the most progressive senators
of bis era. What does this say about American
progressivism?

Faddress the Senate at this time because Senators and
Members of the House on both sides have asked that I
give to Congress and the country my observations in
the Philippines and the Far East, and the conclusions
which those observations compel; and because of hurtful
resolutions introduced and utterances made in the Senate,
every word of which will cost and is costing the lives of
American soldiers.

The times call for candor. The Philippines are ours
forever, “territory belonging to the United States,” as the
Constitution calls them. And just beyond the Philippines
are China’s illimitable marlets. We will nor retreat from
either. We will not repudiate our duty in the archipelago.
We will not abandon our opportunity in the Orient. We
will not renounce our part in the mission of our race,
trustee, under God, of the civilization of the world.
And we will move forward to our work, not howling
out regrets like slaves whipped to their burdens, bur
with gratitude for a task worthy of our strength, and
thanksgiving to Almighty God that He has marked us
as His chosen people, henceforth to lead in the regenera-
tion of the world.

This island empire is the lasc fand left in all the
oceans. If it should prove a mistake to abandon it, the
blunder once made would be irretrievable. If it proves
a mistake to hold it, the error can be corrected when
we will. Every other progressive nation stands ready to
relieve us.

But to hold it will be no mistake. Qur largest trade
henceforth must be with Asia. The Pacific is our ocean,
More and more Europe will manufacture the most it
needs, secure from its colonies the most it copsumes.
Where shall we turn for consumers of our surplus? Geog-
raphy answers the question. China is our natural cus-
tomer. She is nearer to us than to England, Germany,
or Russia, the commercial powers of the present and
the future. They have moved nearer to China by securing
permanent bases on her borders. The Philippines give us a
base at the door of all the East,

From Albert |. Beveridge, Congressional Record, 56th Cong., st sess., 1908,
pp. 704-712.
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Lines of navigation from our ports to the Orient
and Australia; from the [proposed Central American)
Isthmian Canal to Asia; from all Oriental ports to Australia,
converge at and separate from the Philippines. They are
a self-supporting, dividend-paying fleet, permanently
anchored at a spot selected by the strategy of Providence,
commanding the Pacific. And the Pacific is the ocean of
the commerce of the futare. Most future wars will be con-
flicts for commerce. The power that rules the Pacific,
therefore, is the power that rules the world. And, with
the Philippines, that power is and will forever be the
American Republic. . ..

The Philippines command the commercial situation
of the entire East. Can America best trade with China
from San Francisco or New York? From San Francisco,
of course. But if San Francisco were closer to China
than New York is to Pitsburgh, what then? And Manila is
neater Hongkong than Habana [Havanal is to Washington.
And yet American statesmen plan to surrender this com-
mercial throne of the Orient where Providence and our
soldiers’ lives have placed us. When history comes to
write the story of that suggested treason to American
supremacy and thercfore to the spread of American civi-
lization, let her in mercy write that those who so proposed
were merely blind and nothing more.

RESOURCES OF THE ISLANDS

Bur if they did not command China, India, the Orient,
the whole Pacific for purposes of offense, defense, and
trade, the Philippines are so valuable in themselves that
we should hold them. I have cruised more than 2,000
miles through the archipelago, every moment a surprise
at its foveliness and wealth. I have ridden hundreds of
miles on the islands, every foot of the way a revelation
of vegetable and mineral riches. ...

Luzon is farger and richer than New York, Pennsyl-
vania, Illinois, or Ohio, Mindanao is larger and richer
than all New England, exclusive of Maine. Manila, as a
port of call and exchange, will, in the time of men now
living, far surpass Liverpool. Behold the exhaustless mar-
kets they command. It is as if a half dozen of our States
were set down between Oceania [islands of the South
Pacific] and the Orient, and those States themselves unde-
veloped and unspoiled of their primitive wealth and
resources. . . .

THE CHARACTER OF THE PEOPLE

It will be hard for Americans who have not studied them
to understand the people. They are a barbarous race,
modified by three centuries of contact with a decadent
race. The Filipino is the South Sea Malay, put through
a process of three hundred years of superstition in reli-
gion, dishonesty in dealing, disorder in habits of industry,
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and cruelty, caprice, and corruption in government. It is
barely possible that 1,000 men in all the archipelago are
capable of self-government in the Anglo-Saxon sense.

My own belief is thac there are not 100 men among
them who comprehend what Anglo-Saxon self-government
even means, and there are over 5,000,000 people to be
governed. .. . [Emilio] Aguinaldo is a clever, popular leader,
able, brave, resourceful, cunning, ambitious, unscrupu-
lous, and masterful. He is full of decision, initiative,
and authority, and had the confidence of the masses.
He is a natural dictator. His ideas of government are
absolute orders, implicit obedience, or immediate death.
He understands the character of his country men. He
is...not a Filipino Washington. . ..

ABANDONMENT IMPOSSIBLE

Here, then, Senators, is the situation. Two years ago there
was no land in all the wotld which we could occupy for
any purpose. Our commerce was daily turning toward
the Orient, and geography and trade developments
made necessary our commercial empire over the Pacific.
And in that ocean we had no commercial, naval, or mii-
itary base. To-day we have one of the three great ocean
possessions of the globe, located at the most commanding
commercial, naval, and military points in the eastern seas,
within hail of India, shoulder to shoulder with China,
richer in its own resources than any equal body of land
on the entire globe, and peopled by a race which civiliza-
tion demands shall be improved. Shall we abandon it?
That man lictle knows the common people of the Repub-
lic, lictle understands the instincts of our race, who thinks
we will not hold it fast and hold it forever, administering
just government by simplest methods. We may trick up
devices to shift our burden and lessen our opportunity;
they will avail us nothing but delay. We may tangle con-
ditions by applying academic arrangements of self-
government to a crude situation; their failure will drive
us to our duty in the end.

The military situation, past, present, and prospective,
is no reason for abandonment. Qur campaign has been as
perfect as possible with the force at hand. We have been
delayed, first, by a failure to comprehend the immensity
of our acquisition; and, second, by insufficient force;
and, third, by our efforts for peace. ...

This war is like all other wars. It needs to be finished
before it is stopped. T am prepared to vote either to make
our work thorough or even now to abandon it. A lasting
peace can be secured only by overwhelming forces in
ceaseless action undl universal and absolutely final defear
is inflicted on the enemy. To halt before every armed
force, every guerrilla band, opposing us is dispersed or
exterminated will prolong hostilities and leave alive the
seeds of perpetual insurrection.

VOL, 2: FROM RECONSTRUCTION TO THE PRESENT 43



Part 2: The Progressive Era (1895-1920)

Even then we should not treat [negotiate]. To treat at
all is to admit that we are wrong. And any quiet so
secured will be delusive and fleeting. And a false peace
will betray us; a sham truce will curse us. It is not to
serve the purposes of the hour, it is not to salve a present
situation, that peace should be established. It is for the
tranquillity of the archipelago forever. It is for an orderly
government for the Filipinos for all the future, It is to give
this problem to posterity solved and settled; not vexed
and involved. It is to establish the supremacy of rhe
American Republic over the Pacific and throughout the
East till the end of time.

Ir has been charged that our conduct of the war has
been cruel. Senators, it has been the reverse. I have been
in our hospitals and seen the Filipino wounded as care-
fully, tenderly cared for as our own. Within our lines
they may plow and sow and reap and go abour the affairs
of peace with absolute liberty. And yet all this kindness
was misunderstood, or rather not understood. Senators
must temember that we are not dealing with Americans
ot Européans. We are dealing with Orientals, We are
dealing with Orientals who are Malays. We are dealing
with Malays instructed in Spanish methods, They mistake
kindness for weakness, forbearance for fear. It could not
be otherwise unless you could erase hundreds of years
of savagery, other hundreds of years of orientalism, and
still other hundreds of years of Spanish character and
custom.

QOur mistake has not been cruelty; it has been
kindness. . ..

The news that 60,000 American soldiers have crossed
the Pacific; that, if necessary, the American Congress will
make it 100,000 or 200,000 men; thar, at any cost, we
will establish peace and govern the islands, will do
more o end the war than the soldiers themselves. But
the report that we even discuss the withdrawal of a single
soldier at the present time and that we even debate the
possibility of not administering government throughout
the archipelago ourselves will be misunderstood and mis-
represented and will blow into a flame once more the fires
our soldiers’ blood has almost quenched.

WAR OPPONENTS BETRAY
SOLDIERS

Reluctantly and only from a sense of duty am I forced to
say that American opposition to the war has been the
chief factor in prolonging it. Had Aguinalde not undet-
stood that in America, even in the American Congress,
even here in the Senate, he and his cause were supported;
had he not known that it was proclaimed on the stump
and in the press of a faction in the United States thar
every shot his misguided followers fired into the breasts
of American soldiers was like the volleys fired by
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Washington’s men against the soldiers of King George
his insurrection would have dissolved before it entirely
crystallized.

The utterances of American opponents of the war are
read to the ignorant soldiers of Aguinaldo and repeated in
exaggerated form among the common people. Attempts
have been made by wretches claiming American citizen-
ship to ship arms and ammuniton from Asiatic ports
to the Filipinos, and these acts of infamy were coupled
by the Malays with American assaults on our Govern-
ment at home. The Filipinos do not understand free
speech, and therefore our tolerance of American assaults
on the American President and the American Govern-
ment means to them that our President is in the minority
or he would not permit what appears to them such trea-
sonable criticism. It is believed and stated in Luzon,
Panay, and Cebu that the Filipinos have only to fight,
harass, retreat, break up into small parties, if necessary,
as they are deing now, but by any means hold out until
the next Presidential election, and our forces will be
withdrawn.

All this has aided the enemy more than climare,
arms, and battle. Senators, I have heard these reparts my-
self; T have talked with the people; T have seen our
mangled boys in the hospital and field; I have stood on
the firing line and beheld our dead soldiers, their faces
turned to the pitiless southern sky, and in sorrow rather
than anger I say to those whose voices in America have
cheered those misguided natives on to shoot our soldiers
down, that the blood of those dead and wounded boys of
ours is on their hands, and the flood of all the years can
never wash that stain away. In sorrow rather than anger 1
say these words, for I earnestly believe that our brothers
knew not what they did.

FILIPINOS AND SELF-GOVERNMENT

But, Senators, it would be better to abandon this com-
bined garden and Gibraltar of the Pacific, and count
our blood and treasure already spent a profitable loss,
than to apply any academic arrangement of self-government
to these children. They are not capable of self-government.
How could they be? They are not of a self-governing race.
They are Orientals, Malays, instructed by Spaniards in
the latter’s worst estate.

They know nothing of practical government except
as they have witnessed the weak, corrupt, cruel, and capri-
cious rule of Spain. What magic will anyone employ to
dissolve in their minds and characters those impressions
of governors and governed which three centuries of mis-
rule has created? Whar alchemy will change the oriental
quality of their blood and set the self-governing currents
of the American pouring through their Malay veins? How
shall they, in the twinkling of an eye, be exalted to the
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heights of self-governing peoples which required a thou-
sand years for us to reach, Anglo-Saxon though we are?

Let men beware how they employ the term “self-
government.” It is 2 sacred term. It is the watchword at
the door of the inner temple of liberty, for liberty does
not always mean self-government. Self-government is a
method of liberty—the highest, simplest, best—and it is
acquired only after centuries of study and struggle and
experiment and instruction and all the elements of the
progress of man. Selfgovernment is no base and common
thing, to be bestowed on the merely audacious. It is the
degree which crowns the graduate of liberty, not the
name of liberty’s infant class, who have not yet mastered
the alphabet of freedom. Savage blood, oriental blood,
Malay blood, Spanish example—are these the elements
of self-government?

We must act on the situation as it exists, not as we
would wish it. . ..

AN ELEMENTAL QUESTION

This question is deeper than any question of party poli-
tics; deeper than any question of the isolated policy of
our country even; deeper even than any question of con-
stitutional power. It is elemental. It is racial. God has not
been preparing the English-speaking and Teutonic peo-
ples for a thousand years for nothing but vain and idle
self-contemplation and self-admiration. No! He has
made us the master organizers of the world to establish
system where chaos reigns. He has given us the spirit of
progress to overwhelm the forces of reaction throughout
the earth. He has made us adept in government that we
may administer government among savage and senile
peoples. Were it not for such a force as this the world
would relapse into barbarism and night. And of all our
race He has marked the American people as His chosen
nation to finally lead in the regeneration of the world.
This is che divine mission of America, and it holds for
us all the profit, all the glory, all the happiness possible
to man. We are trustees of the world's progress, guardians
of its righteous peace. The judgment of the Master is
upon us: “Ye have been faithful over a few things; |
will make you ruler over many things.”

What shall history say of us? Shall it say that we
renounced that holy trust, left the savage to his base con-
dition, the wilderness to the reign of waste, deserted duty,
abandoned glory, forgot our sordid profit even, because
we feared our strength and read the charter of our powers
with the doubter’s eye and the quibbler’s mind? Shall it
say that, called by events to captain and command the
proudest, ablest, purest race of history in history’s noblest
work, we declined that great commission? Qur fathers
would not have had it so. No! They founded no paralytic
government, incapable of the simplest acts of administration.
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‘They planted no sluggard people, passive while the world’s
work calls them, They established no reactionary nation.
They unfutled no retreating fag.

GOD’S HAND IN ALL

That flag has never paused in its onward march. Who
dares halt it now—now, when history’s largest events
are catrying it forward; now, when we are at last one peo-
ple, strong enough for any task, great enough for any
glory destiny can bestow? FHow comes it that our first
century closes with the process of consolidating the
American people into a unit just accomplished, and
quick upon the stroke of that great hour presses upon
us our wortld opportunity, world duty, and world glory,
which none but a people welded into an indivisible nation
can achieve or perform?

Blind indeed is he who sees not the hand of God in
events so vast, so harmonious, so benign. Reactionary
indeed is the mind that perceives not that this vital people
is the strongest of the saving forces of the world; that our
place, therefore, is at the head of the constructing and
redeeming nations of the earth; and that to stand aside
while events march on is a surrender of our interests, a
betrayal of our duty as blind as it is base. Craven indeed
is the heart that fears to perform a work so golden and so
noble; that dares not win a glory so immortal.




sar-contemplation and selt-admiration. No! He has
made us the master organizers of the world to establish
system where chaos reigns. He has given us the spirit of
progress to overwhelm the forces of reaction throughout
the earth. He has made us adept in government that we
may administer government among savage and senile
peoples. Were it not for such a force as this the world
would relapse into barbarism and night. And of all our
race He has marked the American people as His chosen
nation to finally lead in the regeneration of the world.
This is the divine mission of America, and it holds for
us all the profic, all the gloty, all the happiness possible
to man. We are trustees of the world’s progress, guardians
of its righteous peace. The judgment of the Master is
upon us: “Ye have been faithful over a few things; I
will make you ruler over many things.”

What shall history say of us? Shall it say that we
renounced that holy trust, left the savage to his base con-
dition, the wilderness to the reign of waste, deserted duty,
abandoned glory, forgot our sordid profit even, because
we feared our strength and read the charter of our powers
with the doubter’s eye and the quibbler’s mind? Shall it
say that, called by events to captain and command the
proudest, ablest, purest race of history in history’s noblest
work, we declined that great commission? Qur fathers
would not have had it so. No! They founded no paralyric
government, incapable of the simplest acts of administration,

Viewpoint 8B
America Should Not Rule the Philippines (1900)
Joseph Henry Crooker (1850-1931)

INTRODUCTION The American Ansi-Imperialiss League
was founded in 1898 to protest the U.S. acquisition of
Spanish colonies following the Spanish-American War,
The following viewpoint is taken from 4 1900 pam-
hlet by league member foseph Henry Crooker, a cler-
yman and author of several books on religious issyes.
A central area of concern of Crooker and ather anti-
imperialists was the Philippines, a group of islands ten
thousand miles from California with a population of
7 million. In 1899 the newly annexed American colony
became the site of a prolonged military struggle between
American soldiers stationed there and nationalist rebels;
the military conflict intensified the domestic controversy
over America’s role in the Philippines.

What does Crooker see as most alarming about Amer-
ican acquisition of the Philippines? How does bhe dif
ferentiate between continental and overseas expansion?

A political doctrine is now preached in our midst
that is the most alarming evidence of moral decay that
ever appeared in American history. Its baleful signifi-

From Joseph Henry Crooker, The Menave to Americt (Chicago; American Anti-
Imperialist League, 1960).
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cance consists, not simply in its moral hatefulness, but in
the fact that its advocates are so numerous and so
prominent. '

It is this: A powerful nation, representative of civili-
zation, has the right, for the general good of humaniry, w
buy, conquer, subjugate, control, and govern feeble and
backward races and peoples, without reference to their
wishes or opiniens.

This is preached from pulpits as the gospel of Christ.
It is proclaimed in executive documents as American
statesmanship. It is defended in legistative halls as the
beginning of a more glorious chapter in human history,
It is boastfully declaimed from the platform as the firse
grear act in the regeneration of mankind. It is published
in innumerable editorials, red with cries for blood and
hot with lust for gold, as the call of God to the American
people. . ..

If this be Duty, ler us recite no more the Master’s
[Jesus] creed of love. If this be Destiny, let us proclaim
no more the rights of men. If this be Patriotism, let us
sing no more “America.” We must rewrite the “Star
Spangled Banner,” and make its theme the praise of
conquest and colonization. We must erase the motto,
“E Pluribus Unum,” and inscribe instead: “One nation
in authority over many people.” We must tear up the
Declaration of Independence and put in its place “A
Summary of the Duties of Colonists to Their Master.” ...

OUR NATIONAL SHAME

We cannot worship this golden calf and go unscourged.
We cannot violate the principles of our government
and enjoy the blessings of those principles. We cannot
deny freedom actoss the ocean and maintain it at
home. This Nation cannot endure with part of its people
citizens and part colonists. The flag will lose all its glory if
it floats at once over freemen and subjects. We cannot
long rule other men and keep our own liberty. In the
high and holy name of humanity, we are trampling
upon the rights of men. But Nemesis will wake. The
mask will fall; our joy will turn to bitterness; we shall
find ourselves in chains.

Most of all, we lament the stain that has come to our
flag, not from the soldier carrying it, but from the policy
that has compelled him to carry it in an unjust cause.
On executive hands falls, not only the blood of the
hunted islander, but the blood of the American murdered
by the ambition that sent him to invade distant lands.
What we most deplore is the surrender that we as a nation
have made of our leadership in the world’s great work of
human emancipation. What we most bitterly mourn
is that we, by our selfish dreams of mere commer-
cialism, have piled obstacles mountain high in the way
of progress.
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What is most surprising and most alarming is the fact
thar large numbers of our people stilf call this national
ambition for conquest and dominion a form of exalted
patriotism. But we are surely under the spell of a malign
influence. A false Americanism has captivated our reason
and corrupted our conscience. May this hypnotic leth-
argy, induced by the glitccering but deceptive bauble of
imperialism, speedily pass away; and may these fellow
citizens become again true Americans, free to labor for
the liberty of all men and intent on helping the lowly
of all fands to independence.

It is time that all American citizens should look more
carefully into the conditions and tendencies which consti-
tute what may well be called, “The Menace to America.”
Let me discuss briefly certain phases of what rises omi-
nously before us as the Philippine problem., ...

SLAUGHTER AND DESTRUCTION

The following is one phase of the popular argument in
justification of our oriental aggressions: The obligations
of humanity demanded that we take possession of the
Philippine Islands in order to prevent the anarchy
which would certainly have followed had we taken any
other course than that which we did.

But would a little native-grown anarchy have been as
bad as the slaughter and destruction which we have

- intruded? Let us remember that we ourselves have already

killed and wounded thousands of the inhabitants, We
have arrayed tribe against wribe; we have desolated
homes and burned villages; agriculture and commerce
have been prostrated; and finally, we have created hatred
of ourselves in the breasts of millions of people to remain
for years to plague us and them. It is not likely that if left
to themselves anything half so serious would have
occurred. It is perfectly clear that some other attieude to-
wards those Islands besides that of domination, which
this Nation most unfortunately took, would have pre-
vented these results.

And we are not yet at the end. Recurring outbreaks
against us as intruders, by people desirous of indepen-
dence, will undoubtedly produce more distress and disor-
der in the next ten years (if our present policy is
maintained) than would have resulted from native inca-
pacity. Moreovet, there are no facts in evidence that war-
rant the assertion that anarchy would have followed had
we left them more to themselves, This is wholly an un-
founded assumption. It would certainly have been well
to have waited and given them a chance before interfer-
ing. That we did not wait, that we did not give them a
chance, is proof positive that our national policy was
not shaped by considerations of humanity or a reasonable
desire to benefit them, but by a spirit of selfish
aggrandizement. . ..
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WHOSE FINANCIAL GAIN?

It is pitiful that our people, and especially the common
people, should be so carried away by wild and baseless
dreams of the commercial advantage of these Islands. It
is bad enough to sacrifice patriotism upon the altar of
Mammon; but it is clear that in this case the sacrifice
will be made without securing any benefit, even from
Mammon.

The annual expense our Nation will incur by the mil-
itary and naval establishment in the Philippines will be ar
least $100,000,000. This the taxpayer of America must
pay. On the other hand the trade profits from these
Islands—from the very nature of the case—will go
directly into the pockets of millionaire monopolists, the
few speculators who will get possession of the business
interests there, in the line of hemp, sugar, tobacco and
lumber.

The proposition is a plain one. These Islands will
cost us, the common people, 2 hundred million dollars
a year. The profits from them, possibly an equal sum,
will go directly to a few very rich men. This is a very
sleek speculative scheme for transferring vast sums of
money from the people at large to the bank accounts of
2 few monopolists. Can any one see anything very helpful
to the common taxpayer in such a policy? This is a serious
problem for consideration, in addition to the competition
of American labor with cheap Asiatic workmen—in itself
sufficiently serious.

The question I press is this: Can such a policy work
anything but financial harm to the average American cit-
izen? For one, T do not care to pay this tribute money
every time I draw a check or buy a bottle of medicine,
tribute money that means oppression to those distant
islanders, unnecessary burdens to our own people, and
a still larger store for speculators to be used in corrupting
American politics!

WHAT IS “EXPANSION™?

A passionate demand for expansion has taken possession
of the American imagination. It is contended, We must
cotne out of our little corner and take our place on the
worldstage of the nations.

s

The expansion of military rule and sordid

commercialism is not the expansion of our
real strength or true glory.

But what has been the real expansion of our Nation
for over a century? It has been two-fold. {1) The extension
of our free institutions westward across the continenr to
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the Pacific coast; (2) the powerful influence of our repub-
lican principles throughout the world. Our political ideals
have modified the sentiments of greac nations; our people
have flowed over contiguous territories and planted there
the same civic, social, religious and educational insti-
tutions that they possessed in their Eastern home.
All this has been a normal and natural growth of true
Americanism.

The policy that now popularly bears the name
“expansion” is something radically different; and it is in
no sense the expansion of America. Our people have
been sadly deceived by something far worse than an opti-
cal illusion—a deceptive phrase has lured them into dan-
ger and toward despotism. To buy 10,000,000 distant
islanders is the expansion of Jefferson Davis, not the ex-
pansion of Abraham Lincoln, To tax far-off colonists
without their consent is the expansion of the policy of
[British king] George IlI, not the expansion of the parri-
otism of George Washington. To rule without repre-
sentation subject peoples is not the expansion of
Americanism, but the triumph of imperialism.

The policy advocated is the suppression of American
principles, the surrender of our sublime ideals, and the
end of our beneficent ministry of liberty among the
nations. Just because I want to see America expand I con-
demn the policy as unpatriotic. Let us not deccive ourselves;
the expansion of military rule and sordid commercialism
is not the expansion of our real strength or true glory.
Let us not mistake the renunciation of American ideals
for the expansion of American instirutions.

FLAG AND CONSTITUTION

Wherever the flag goes, there the constitution must go.
Wherever the flag waves, there the whole of the flag
must be present. Wherever the constitution is extended,
there the entire constitution must rule. If any one does
not wish to accept these consequences, then let the flag
be brought back to the spot where it can represent true
Americanism, and Americanism in its entirety. What
shall our banner be w the Filipino? A symbol of his
own liberty or the hated emblem of a foreign oppressor?
Shall it float over him in Manila as a mere subject and say
to him when he lands in San Francisco that he is an alien?
Then that flag will become the object of the world’s
deriston]

If it does not symbolize American institutions in
their fullness wherever it floats, then our starry banner
becomes false to America and oppressive to those who
may fear its auchority, but do not share its freedom.
Disgrace and harm will not come from taking the flag
down, but rather from keeping it where it loses all that
our statesmen, prophets and soldiers have put into it.
The only way to keep “Old Glory” from becoming a
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falsehood is to give all under it the liberty that it repre-
sents. Nowhere must it remain simply o represent a
power to be dreaded, but everywhere it must symbolize
rights and privileges shared by all.
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Brooklyn Bridge. “What is the most surprising thing
you have seen?” asked several comforrable Christian gen-
tlemen of this benighted pagan whose worship was a
“bowing down to sticks and stones.” The savage shifted
his red blanket and answered in three slow words, “Little
children working.”

It has remained, then, for civilization to give the
world an abominable custom which shocks the social eth-
ics of even an unregenerate savage. For the Indian father
does not ask his children to wotk, but leaves them free till
the age of maturity, when they are ushered with solemn
rites into the obligations of their elders. Some of us are
wondering why our savage friends do not send their med-
icine men as missionaries, to shed upon our Christian
darkness the light of barbarism. Child labor is a new
thing in human affairs. Ancient history records no such
infamy. “Children,” says the Talmud, “must not be

taken from the schools even to rebuild the temple.” In
Foee emd D wh whildvan af harh ddawe and macter

sucked in from the hills to dance beside the crazing wheels.

Let us again reckon up this Devil’s toll. In the North

(where, God knows, conditions are bad enough), for
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