"'t iIg8 noe uncommnon ”Iill',: rll]" 'H"l“‘iﬂl“ in various

parts of the counlry to write to their ropresenta-

tives in congress asking what  the  Philippines

have cost the United States,  J. B MeClure, dis
trict attorney of county, 'ennsyleania,

wrole o letter to Representative Acheson of P'enn
wylvania the other day asking for a copy of the
oricgingl resolutions passed by both houses of con
grogs relative to the war with Spain, setting forth
that the war so declared was not
quest, but for lwonanity's sake, and asking what
the entive cost pee annum had been to the United
Sintes nomatntaining the Philippines, nd also the
cost of the Spanish war, Mr. Acheson referrod
the letter of his constitoent to the Burean of In
sulnr AlMairs of the war department and received
noreply l Clurence R, Ndwards,

Iseaver

wWill' ol con

from g Gien
chief of the burean”
The substanee of Gepernl Edwards' roply
given by the Post corcespondent  thos "It will
Liee nioten] that in this sTatement of affairs from the
chief of the In=ular Boreaa that he
only oxpenie against the United States revenues
at present Is the inereased cost of the mainfe
nanee of troops o the Philippioes over that in
the United States This s leaving entively ont
of the necount the cost of mnintenance of the 'hil
ippine sconts navy, and

unve, ‘the

”iv tln']'i';l_‘ni'i' ot ol ll(l'

the approprintious for fortifieations, navy yards
o doeks, mngnzines, amd bareneks, o the Philip
pines Islands,  Survely these Hems are as directly

chargeable to the cost of the Philippines as any
moneys the United States has ever expendoed on
what we know aollicially a2 our ‘non-contiguons tor
ritory.” Refereing to the sums expended from Me
United States tregsury for the support  of  the
nemy, navy, amd coast and Geodetie survey in the
Philippines Gen, BEdwards says blandly: ‘Tt has
been impossible to obtain any statement which
would show how much  of  such  expenditures
could be charesd to our holding the Philippines,
Jxpenditures for these purposes are not divided
or clnssed in such o way as to make the ealenla-
tion possible.  Decidedly, then, the time has come
when these expenditures should be ‘divided or
classed in such o way' a8 to make the ealeulation
possible.  Here Ig a conerete instance of the ton-
deney on the part of the government, as pointed
out in this correspondence to the Evening Post
on Saturday, to withhold the whole truth about
the Phtlippines.  Government accounting is notor-
fonsgly involved, buat It 18 not such an intricate
gelence that, if the desire  existed, tabulations
could not e made of all the suns specitically dis
bursed from the United States treasury and ddi-
rectly chargenhle to the Philippines.  When i
rected by the senate, the secretary of war was
enabled to give n specitie and detailed aceomting
of the moneys expended under his  Jurisdicetion
from May, 180K, (o June, 1002, Undeniably, if the
consent of the administration supporters in the sen-
nte could be obtained, the war department would
find a4 way to make an apsgswer to Senator Clay's
Inguiry  ealling for  similar information  from
July 1, 1902, to the present day.”

It must be plain (o every enreful observer that
the Amervican people are becoming weary of the
Philippine  Ishouds  and  impatient of the ex-
cuses given by republican leaders in thelr efforts
to concenl the truth,  In the langnage of the Post's
correspordent:  “Why should not the people know
how much it s costing us to teach the Filipinos
how to zovern themselves?  Sinee we have had
possession of the islands, they have cost us mil-
Hong of dollars iand a large namber of  lives,

There is not the slightest doubt that they are
going fo cost us other millions of dollars so longe
ns we retnin possession of them. 1If they have
been of any particular value to us, the fact has
escaped general observation.”

Why not immediately pave the way for dis-
charging our duty to ourselves and to the Filipi-
noes?  Why not make n declaration of the na-
tion's purpose to surrender the Philippines to the
Filipinoes on the spme terms upon which we sup-
rendered Cuba to the Cobans?  Why not while
giving liberty to the Filipinoes—and giving the
Philippines to liberty—give relief to the American
people who have at their own doors problems so
grave and pressing as to require their best thought
and highest endeavor?

OOOO
TREATY POWER LIMITED

Orwell C. Riddle of l't'lll”ll‘lll.‘{ Ohio, has writ-
ten for The Commoner an luteresting article on
“Treaty Power Limited.” 'The article follows:

In The Commoner of ebruary 22 was an ex-
eellent communieation from Joseph 1. Call of Los
Angeles, Cal, on the subject “The Treaty
Power.” While in full agreement with the views
expressed by Mr, Call, and especially the last
three paragraphs of his letier, there is one sentence
to which the wyiter desives to note an exception.

The particulur sentence reads: * A valid treaty

The Commoner.

4, of course, a law of the United States, and can
change or amend any other existing law, whether
mnde by the two houses or in the form of a
troaty,”

This statement seems to correctly express what
the writer believes to be a popular error, and it s
n desire only to correct such an erroneous opinion,
i possgible, in no spirit of eavil or criticism, that
prompis this dissenting opinion,

It is possible the growing opinion that a treaty
ean alter or abrogate n statute or 4 part of the
congtitution i< due to an assertion of the president
in hig ingtroctions to Secretary Metealf, and re-
peated by Mr. Metealf to the people of California
when he went to San Francisco as  the special
ecmissary of the president to inquire into the Jap-
anese school smbroglio. The president told Me.
Metealf to tell the Californians that a treaty is
“the supreme law of the land,” and that is what
Mr. Meteallf told them: which gives us another
prool of how it 18 possible for half a truth to be-

come 0 whole fulsehood., For the president’s nt-
terance, reiterated by Mr. Metealf, is only half a
truth,

Ir it were frae that a valid treaty “ean change
or amemd any other existing law.” then, as My,
Call pertinently remarks, the treaty making power
would have no limitations, the reserved powers of
the states would be obliterated, the power of the
lower honse of congress suspended, and the treaty
power hecome superior to the constitution.

But on hig subjeet the constitaution itself has
gomething to say.  After vesting in the president
nd 2enate the nuthority to make treaties with for-
eign nations, the constitution thus elearly defines
the stntus of a treaty and specifically fixes its
Hmitations:

“This constitution, and the laws of ‘the
United States which shall be made in pursu-
ance thereof: snd all treaties made, or which
ghall be made under the authority of the
United States, shall be the supreme law of the
Innd: and the judges in every state shall be
bound thereby, anything in the constitution or
laws of any state to the contrary notwithstand-
Ing.”  Article 6, section 2 of the constitution.

Stripped of all the verbiage of court opinions,
and getting back to the homespun meaning of
words standing nlone or sympathetically assembled
in sentences, this section of the constitution means
that the supreme law of the land is, first, the con-
stitution itself, therefore It is predominant; then,
the statutes enacted by congress, if they eonform
to the constitution, therefore subordinate, then
ftroaties  that conform to the constitution and
stntutes, i there be a statute, or to the constitu-
tion itself if there be no statute, therefore also
subordinate.

That the framers of the constitution themselves
meant to give priority and supremacy to the con-
stitution is patent from the fact that in setting
forth what shall be the supreme law of the land
they designated the constitution first, then laws
in consonance with the constitution, then treaties
in consonance with the constitution or laws, or
both. The judzes are not admonished that they
are to be bound by treaties only, and that state
constitutions and laws are impotent under treatios
alone, but that courts are to be bound by and
gtnte constitutions and laws must be in accord
with, first, the federal constitution, then federal
lnws that are constitutional, and federal treaties
that are constitutional.

No amount of conjuring with words can make
this section of the constitution read that power s
reserved to the president and senate to enact
through treaties any law not specifically authorized
by the constitution, or to override by treaty any
law enacted by a state under its reserved rights
guaranteed the state by the federal constitution,
for if this could be done the states would have
no reserved rights whatever, wounld be stripped
of their sovereignty, and made subservient to the
federal administration.  For it must be distinetly
understood that the word “authority”™ in the con-
gtitution does not mean that the president and sen-
ate are given unrestricted power to make treaties,
but that they may make such treaties as are an-
thorized by the constitution within the bounds
fixed by the constitution. So that instead of being
ultra vires, the treaty power is limited to the stip-
vlations of the censtitution,

As the validity of a statute must stand or fail
by the test of conforming to the constitution so
must the validity of a treaty stand or fall by the
same test, with this difference, that it must also
conform to a law, if there be one, as well as the
constitution. And as an act of congress may he
reviewed in court, so also may a treaty be re-
viewed in court, it being one of the trilogy which
constitute the supreme law of the land, but re-
moved in the third degree from the head of the
trilogy.

It must stand .t” reason, then, that if a treaty
transgress any right guaranteed by the federal
constitution to a state, whether expressed or re-
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gorved, it Is as invalid as any act of ¢ :
undertakes to do a like \'inh{nt*e. S

Which is to gay: The president and senate as
a freaty making fuaction have no more l'ig’ht or
Authority under the constitution to make a treaty
touching the right of California (or any other
gtiate) as one of its reserved prerogatives. to reg-
ulate gchools as it may deem best for lts' citizen-
ship, than congress would have to regulate the
schools of California, or any other state, by a fed:
eral statute,

If the president, in collusion with the senate
can override the constitution in respect to Rt'hn.nl;
by a treaty with a foreign nation, by the same au-
tocratic power he could, if able to cajole the sen-
ate into giving him the necessary “advice and con-
sent,” negotiate treaties with wine producing
nations to abrogate the temperance laws of any
state; or make treaties to regulate railroad ratoi:,
trusts, corporationg, insurance companies, child
labor, strikes, inspection of beef, milk tests, the
price of butter and eggs and farm products, in-
ternational marringes and divorces, race suicide,
orthography, football rules, the code duello, jin
Jitsu, equestrian etiquette, rules for rocking the
cradle, to regulate the, doses of paragoric, or do
any fool thing in the form of a treaty for which
no authority can be found in the constitution and
laws of the United States. -

Such power would go a step further. If a
president “by and with the advice and consent”
of the senate can enact laws in a way that will
take precedence over the constitution and statutes,
then we have reached the highest degree of auto-
eratic monarchy, and our boast of being a republic
a mere hoax,

If a president and ninety men, acting as sen-
ators, can do by treaty what the combined pre-
rogatives of the president, senate and house can-
not do by statute, then we have no need of the
house of representatives and it might as well be
abolished. We might as well have all our laws
enacted that way, say in the guise of treaties with
San Domingo or Panama; also abolish all our state
legislatures and govern the states through treaties
with Japan, China and other *“heathen nations,”
with the “most favored nation” clause inserted to
let in the civilized, or so-called Christian nations
on thes ame level, ORWELL C. RIDDLE.

Columbus, O., February 25.

OO0
LETTERS FROM THE PEOPLE

“John J.,”" Pittgburg, Pa.—Please allow me to
suggest, through your columns, the formation of
locat associations of Commoner readers. Such as-
sociations would be productive of good for the
country, good for the members of such associa-
tions and good for the Commoner. The great mul-
titude of Commoner readers commune In spivit
with each other. On the broad principles of gov-
ernmental reform they think, they believe and
they hope along the same lines. Why not get to-
gether in the flesh, occasionally., In loeal political
matters they can counsel with each other and Uy
united action or even an effort at united action
help along the great good work and aim of The
Commoner, which is the promotion of the cause
of an ideal and a pure democratie government in
the United States, in fact as well as in form.

While we (the readers of The Commoner) are
not alone in high hopes or lofty aspirations for
our country’s good still we might Justly be termel
a class of crusaders believing and working indi-
vidually; accomplishing what good we can but not
near so much as we might accomplish if we had
the advantages that local organization would af-
ford. Reading The Commoner promotes a love
of right and justice in legislation, be it local or
national, as much as reading the Bible promotes
the faith among Coaristians. While it may not
cause a republican to forsake his party it will
have a strong tendency tp make him insist on re-
forms within his own party. Loeal organizations
of Commoner readers could map out plans for
placing before their republican friends the manv
dignified arguments for good government that The
Commoner contains,

A Postal Employe.—Postal matters are now be-
fore congress and the allowance in the 1‘|;‘apr0prI;l-
tion bill for the various branches of the depart-
ment of postal affairs will soon be p:zésnd i11)0n
Ninety per cent of the postmasters of the first nn(i
second class offices draw 90 per cent more salary
than they earn and their immediate assistants and
some other subordinates draw far in (*xoo;;s of
services rendered, while many clerks ih the
classes that do the heavy work of handling and
distributing the mail get but little more, if any
more, than unskiiled laborers, 1 hiandle lil'{lllﬁﬁndﬂ
of dollars every day in the form of rpﬂ:isterod let-
ters and other matter and at a great risk 6[’ ins!r],z
one or more packages and my position with them
for 1 have not the conveniences of g safe pla(‘o' ti‘;
i(‘fl\’l‘ them while I am going about tli(- (1(1- ot
climbing over trains to look after luudiljg mflll




