forwarded to us for publication. We
believe a contributien on llllljcd
‘trom such an ‘eminent

be read with great interest and m
tion, 'The letter reads:—

Now tha Consul-General Miller
has denied having made the state-
ment attributed to  him, it would
scem to be undesirable that the
" opinion which the statement express-
ed should be further discussed.
| Happily, there is at present not the
' slightest probability of war between
~Japan and America.  For nol only
“are the ma'erial-interests of incalcul-
able importance which are agninst
this way of settling any difficulties
likely to arise, but the kindly feeling
axisting between the governments and
the great bodv of the two peoples is
of so long-standing and so strong as

scarcely to tolerate the thought of

such a calamity, Indeed, under al-
most any conceivable circumstances,
by resorting to war both coun'ries
would forfeit the respect and con-
fidence of the civilized world, Tt
seems to me foolish and immoral to
" dikcuss before the public the pro-
bability of so disastrous an event.

But while there i little or no
danger of the present excitemen  js-
suing in actual hostilities, there is
great danger of doing an irreparable
| injury to the friendiy rela‘tions be.
| tween the two couittrics. Because I
fear this, T ask the Japanese peopie
o give a friendly and sympathe.ic
attention to the following ("ll’l'iltll ra-
tions,

And, first of all, i+ is now perfectly
obvious that the American people, by
a very large majority, sympathize
with the Japanese and mot with e
authorities at San Francisco. As to
the at'itude of the Central Govern
ment there can he no manoer of
doubt. But in our political system,
while it is of course imporant to
'now what the Pregident and his
Cabinet think and propose to Jdo about
a mat er of this kind : it i much more
important to know what the peaple
think. Now some time ago—to cite
ane i'em of evidence-—one of the re
ligious organizations which represents
about ope million of the peop'e of
the United States, in its national
guhenng, passed without dissent re-
solutlons n.*lmhng ‘th¢' San Frantisco
wthérities for their treatment of the
FJ residing in thet city. Still

‘fecently,  another religious

pllblic:d a copy oft:‘htil; m

| nies certain rights to its own President

“separate statce; and fo the sepe-

that, it the quastion were submitied
fo the vote of California iu!, it
T S
men in control of

vity of San Francis .  The treat-
ment of the Japanese in respect To
he question of education is tlwrer!om
local and, if patience and- msdm
prevail, we may hope it & lemporlry4
In this respect, the sympathies of
the people of the United Statea are
with the Japanese, and not with a
refatively insignificant section of their

own coun ‘rvmen, Indeed, a consider-

ble pumber of those who ave jem

of the Japanese are themselvs fors

cigners and are more wnsympathetie

with our republican institations there:'
arg the Japanese themselves. «

As to the remedy that can be ap-
plied, the cas is by no means so clear;
indecd, it is extremely doubtful whe-
ther any remedy can be made effect-
ual, until the citizens of San Fran- |
ciseo see the folly and impolitic char- .
acter of their action, and apply the
rem:dy (o themselves. T am- well
aware that it will be difficult jf
this opinion ohvious, mot to sdy res i
sonable, in the sight of those whose
political development and pohtml
institutions are so diffcrent from thnle
of the United States. But let me at-
tempt the task.

The fundamental Taw of my coun-
iry is implied in the verv title which | I
the nation bers. It is a Union of
States.  And when this union took
place, a Comstitution was enacted, the
very intention of which was that it

[ should form a permanent basis on

which the then existing separate 1
State  might  come  together as
one  nation. This  Constitution I
expressly assigns certain rights to the
General Government in Congress As-
sembled ; and it just as expressly de-

and Congress. Indeed, these things pro-
hibited to the President’ and to
Congress are called “Powers de-
nied to the United States” It
also assigne certain rights to the

rak state it denies certain powers,
The Constitution it is give
to Congrels the power to make

with foreign nations, as 88 tn
regulate certain forms of ur:

the other w.uu-mw
bﬂnmnhlhﬂl,nthtﬂtd
@Mnmw.m
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eat ver 1
rding to the ion solely in

the power of the state itself; and not
at all in the power of the United
States. In other wonls, according to
the Constitution, whieh is the funda-
mental law of the land, (‘ongres: could
not possibly guarantee by Treaty, any
particular form of education, or any
education at all, to any foreigner, or
even fo any: 1 uﬁ at fhe expense and
undq- l.tp:l of California,
or of San Francisco, or of any other
State, or City, in the whole land.

But, if the interpretation of the
(‘onstitution is questioned or contested
"by any one, whether citizen, or for-
cigner, of whatever race or nation,
there is only one awthority fhaf can
give a final decition: and- that an-
thority is the Supreme Court of the
United States. - And in order {o have
this authoritative decision vendered,
some definite case as coming under the
interpretation of the (onstitution,
- minss he carried by appeal hefore this
Supreme Court. President Roosevelt
and C'ongress haye no more authority
in interpreting the Constitution, and
no more right to set aside the Constitu-
| tion, than'hds' the wiost 'insignificant
'utm-n, or Ilw most lgunlmll City
Comnil, in the Unitéd States.  Our
(riends in Japan, theng who wish the
“action of the authorities of San Fran-
| cisco to be carried to the final tst
‘of its legality, must wail in patience
(and quictness until the Supreme Court
of the United States has decided the

Consitutional standing of their case.
And [ assure you, my friends (for I
call all the Japancse by that title), this
is a vory different thing from trial by

rumour or newspaper ediorials, or
public ‘clamor.

But the lulprcm"on has not wn-
naturally been created that the Con-
stitution ought to he amended so as to
prevent,and even to punish, the wrong-
doers in San Francisco: and that this
ought to be done at once, And will
not President Roosevelt see to it that
traty obligations are enforced, even
if the fundamental law of the land is
altered in their interest. Now it is
the duty of the Prosident to see that

ns are enforced; but of
<an do nothing about al-
h h‘h Ind' the very
question um%eum treaty made

ever, Jet us give a patient -Am
thetic consideration to the muls
amend our Constitution, e g |
Aow 1 am sure that thq

people—at least of the mere m
ent sort—welcome .any fair cdlﬁ-
of their instismtions, even of the Cons
stitution itself, if such eriticism comes
fom competent sources—as, for ex-
nmple, from Ill Mr.
Bryee.  Rven f excited
M against ﬂlelf M

 ig better regarded, than other-

¢, with & good-natured indifference.

from one nation upis ano-
tlier to change in the ﬁh&&i
former, its political consti
would searcely be 4 friendly act.* Tn
this particular case, it is not to be
cxpected ;. but were it {o take place
in any case, should be made unrea-
sogable and  (uarrelsome in temper
lyfeven that. Let us, however, tum
the matter lbolt and look

 ldhanged point of view. ‘9“""!
ll-lt the press of the United ﬁhﬁl
shonld begin to speak in an irritated
and conteniptuous way of the Consti-
tution of Japan so wisely framed and
o graciously granted bv His Imperial
Majesty, or of the Constitution of
England, or of France, T, for om,*
shiould think they were transgressing
the limits of friendly intercourse; ang
I' showld sympathize with my Japan-
oy or English or French friends in
rebuking the press of the United
States.

The Constitution of the United
Ntates has for a century and a quart-
er continued to comimand the admira-
tion of civilized mankind; and it has
stood the severest test ever applied to
uhy document of itx kind. But it
i not perfect, No human laws are
perfeet.  No human government al-
ways succeeds in-administering wisely,
T even in mlel'pl'ltmg intelligently
s own laws. In every country,-{00,
conflicts are apt to arise between the
local ‘authorities and the central govs
crment: and sometimes thess con-
flicts are very troublesome and diffi-
cult of adjustment.  Suppose then
that the Constitution of the Unifed
Wales is to he amendal in onler to
give the General Government mo
Power to tle!un(l the rl&i‘ho!

favors such ml m:

document

thod by which ﬁh-ﬂlth




Nothing involving such im

political consequences i well done in
response  fo
largely ignorant excitement,

I trust I may without offense call
attention fo one other important con-
sideration.  Japan has hithcrto  al-
vays heen willing gratefully to ac-
knowledge her obligation to the Unit-
ol States in the matier of education.
Both in this country and in America
@ large number of Universities, Col-
loges, and publie gchools supported by
American money, have given millions
of dollars worth of frec education to
Japanese youth of both sexes and of
varving ages, More than this; many
hundreds of these youth have been re-
cived into American  homes and
treated as though they were sons and
daughters of the land,  Indeed, it
would not express the truth to say
that the piople of the United States
have in general dealt with the Japan-
cse, i matters of eduecation, on an
cmality with the most favored na-
tions,  They have treated the Japan-
ese oftentimes better than their own
sons and daughters were treated. 1 do
st r fer to this in orderto enforee the

] feeling of obligation ; but the rather in
order to emphasize the sacred character
tof the bonds of friendship which ought
to continue to unite the two countries.
Igmorant 1penpie in ecither Japan or

{ the United States may be led into un-
seemly conduct throngh misunderstand-
ing: and there exist here and with us
certain classes whose ill-will is roused
and  guided by selfish interests.
Among the latter classes in the United
States at the present time are a num-
ber of war-corresponden's, and so-

fcalled “newspaper men,” who are
angry because, although they were
treated by the Japanese with more

(courtesy than they deserved, they were

' very properly prevented from possess-
ing themselves of government secrets

‘cluring the late war with Russia. But
here is, on the other hand, a large pro-

| portion of the educated men in both

| countries who have been in the hospi-
| table and friendly relations of teac

| and pupil, or of “chums™ in school

or college: or even of members of

the same family life. It is such u:;

these who represent the proper

desirable attitude of mind and heart
between Americans and Japanese.

And such as these ought to be, and to

ramain, in guidance and control of

the popular sentiment.

"Lem is, as I have already said, no
immediate danger of war or of warlike
preparations between these two great
and hitherto exceptionally friendly na-
tions. But there is grave danger that
the friendly feelings mniv be impaired,
ot even displaced by feelings of irrita-
‘tion, dislike, and resentment. 'There
i% Also one more immediate and graver
danger ; and that is the danger of what

popular clamour and |

hoth countries, where an uncrupulous
_uress or some unfortunate w&ﬁ{
| zovernment, within the .nation

gotten, 28 you cannot haye fdrgoiten,
‘imes of outhreaking excitement in

has inflicted an injury which no for-
«ign nation eould casily have inflicted.

Finally, my friends, let us on both
sides, and on all gides, commit to the

authorized snwrnments of the
nations the delieate task of ap
lifferences : let us keep our own 1

within the limits of a enl
«l, and unprejudiced jﬂgm_ ment ;-

us remain patient, and free from un-
necessaty excitement. - 1f our common
-ause againgt San Francisco—a eity
which has habitually given much more
tronble to the Tnited States *han to
Tapan—is to plead for legal adjust-
ment at the bar of the Supreme Court
or in the halls of Congress, we may
a8 well school ourselves” to  await in
quictness the decision of the matier,
for =evernl months of - even years.
One thing, however, is as absolutely
sure, as is Heaven's cternal jus ice,
and thal is this: if the good people’
of Japan and America fake the mat-
ter in the proper way, the one whose
is the blame. will also bear the punish-
ment: and this is the City of San
Francisco itself. And a community
more entitled to feelings of mingled
indignation and pity does not exist,
outside of Russia, than this same sadly
conditioned, disgraced, and dethro
Queen of the Golden Gate. You,

'let San Francisco have some of our

friends in Japan, have our sympathy;

pity. L
GroreE Trumpviy Lo,

et




inwre valuable to us. As to the last

{ individual States and the Federal Go- |

|
1

Prorssson Ladd's open letder, which
wo publishod. lagt Friday, calling e
cial attention thereto, has no doubt
been read with interest by all our rea-
ders. Tha letter has been translated
and published by all the principal
zewspapers of the capital, and it may
be fairly said that Prof. Ladd’s words
have thus found their way to the heart
of the most important scction of the
public, representing the intelligence
of Japan. And we believe the effect
its perusal has produced on the public
mind has uniformly been one of the
moet sympathetic appreciation. Per-
sovally Prof. Ladd is eredited with
being very friendly disposed toward
this nation; but as far as we are aware
be is too much a.man of conscientious
infegrity and independence of thought
to allow, his judgment to be swayed by
sentiment. Being a scholar above the
suspicion of partiality, his opinion on
a question such as that pending is the

remark, it may be added further that
Prof. Ladd speaks as an American
titizen and by his own references
shows that the view he takes on the
San Francisco affair has the backing
of by far the strongest and best por-
tion of the people of the United States.
Though this fact, the fact that all well
informed Americans are on the side
of this country as against one of their
own States in the school question,
has all along been known to wus
through felegraphic messages and
other sources, its reiteration by one of
them in our midst cannot fail to be
gratifying to us in a peculiarly con-
the
readier to listen to his words of coun-
Nor have we been altogether

vincing manner, and make us

sel,
strangers to the provisions and work-
ing of the United States Constitution,
s regard the relations between the

(veinment and what time and proce-

dure are required in settling disputos
ot infroducing any innovations in
these respects,  We ourselves were
amony the first to stand up for mo-
deration and patience on the grounl
that American justice can always be
depended upon, and fo regard the '
racial question as one of local and '
class origin, that must not mar the |
historic relationship between the Unit.
od States and this country, Most of

' hwul-ul

nuhu.mot more.

sincere regard for the American Re-
public has existed in this country than
to-day. Prof. Ladd's letter breathing
the spirit of kindliness, fairnces, and
solicitude, and even giving voica to
fears that are shared by all thoughtful
Japanesc, further intensifies this sent.
ment in us  toward the Americans.
W have good rcasons, then, to desply
thank Prof, Ladd for his timely con-
tribution,

Beyond making the above acknow-
ldlgment, it will be superfluous to
specifically refer to the points touch-
ed upon by Prof. Ladd for they are
fully explained by him in a manner
that all reasonable people will aup-
port. Our Yokohama contemporary,
the Japan Mail, takes exception to
one passage in his letter in which he |
questions “if a treaty made under the
Constitution of the United States can
obligate any locality to give education
n any manner to any body.” The
Wail cont'nds in effect that the issue
should rather be whether such diseri-
mination as insisted upon by the San
Franciseo authorities can be  valid
nnder the treaty, and we believe that
e point will be endorsed by this
wountry, But to us it appears even
this seeming inexactitude on the Pro-
fessor’s part need not call for any eri-
ticizm: because the whole thing reverts
to the question of whether or not a
{reaty made under the U.S. Constitu-
tion can bind individual States, and
before that point is settled it will be
useles: to talk about particular rights
or obligations. And if we have not
misread his letter the Professor is on
the side of the affirmative,

Prof. Ladd's Open Letter.—Prof.
Ladds’ letter addressed to the Japanese
people elicits grateful acknowledge-
ment from the Tokyo Asaki, by rea~
son of the evident desire to give his
kindly offices of the learnd American
toward the mainténance of good feele
ing between the two peoples concerned:
The paper is grateful that, while some

of our unwritten allies, toward whom

historical relation as well as mutual
interests forbid -us from foeli
much leu mumng .
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PROFESSOR LADD'S OPEN LETTER.
Proressor Lapp's Open Letter with re.
gard to the San Francisco affair is a most
timely document, and we are much mis.
taken if it does mot obtain endorsement
from the vast majority of educated Japan-
ese. Japan, so far as we can judge, resolved
some time ago that to wait quietly is her
best policy in this matter. The question
at issue is very simple. It amounts to
this so far as we can judge :—~Does the
Constitution of the United States invest
the Federal Government with authority
to conclude treaties which shall be
binding on all the States of the
Union, and does it invest the Federal
Government with authority to compel the
States to observe such treaties? The
Supreme Court alone can finally answer that
question. If the Supreme Court decides in
the negative, then the next problem is whe-
ther the people of the United States, acting
through their duly accfedited machinery,
-will agree to amend the Constitution so that
it shall confer such authority, Should the
people of the United States decline to take
that step, then the Federal Government will
cease to be competent for treaty-making
purposes and the treaty with Japan must
lapse. But should the people of the United
States decide to take the step, then it would
appear that the treaty-making machinery,
in the exercise of its newly acquired powers,
must conclude fresh treaties and accept the
responsibility of obtaining respect for their
provisions from every State of the Union.
In that event San Francisco’s previous acts

could not be cited against it, and the

ot California would stand absolved w
declined to acquiesce in the changed .
of things. On the other hand, suppose ghat |
the Supreme Court answers the Consitu- |
tional question in the affirmative ; su
namely, that the Court interprets the
stitution as already investing the Fe .
Government withall necessary authority §nd |
power.  Then it will be for that Government i
to adopt whatever measures may seem
necessary for coercing San Franciso, unless, |I
which is more than probable, the San
Franciscans bow to the decision of the Court |
and abandon their present attitude.  So, in
every case, the Japanese have nothing to do
but to wait quietly and there can not be
any serious trouble between the two cou- |
tries, The Japanese have received assur- |
ances, it is understood, that the Federal
Government recognises the justice of their

. )
protest, and they have seen ample evidences

that the great bulk of the American nation
is on their side. They are consequently
able to regard America as their friend,
and they cen trust their case to her hands,
That we believe to be their mood and Pro-
fessor Lapp's letter will confirm them in it.

Nevertheless we - are inclined to take
exception to one passage in the P'rofessor’s
letter. He writes :—

The very question is whether a treaty made under
the Constitution of the United States, can obligate

y locality to give education in any manner to any

ly. “"Among the treaties of Japan with other
ﬂ_znsiﬂlnu any which binds another nation o
educate wimaturalized Japanese, at its own expense,
in any panticular way ?
. With apologies for differing frgm Professor
LADD we should put the case otherwise. It
may be admitted that no treaty made under |
the Constitution of the United States can
obligate any locality to give education in |
any manner to any alien, and that
no treaty which Japan has with another
nation binds the latter to educate unna- !
turalized Japanese at its own expense in |
any particular way, But Japan's Treaty with
the glited States and all her treatie': with
European Powers entitle her subjects to
meost-favoured-nation treatment and gua-
rantee them against injurious discrimination
of every kind at the hands of the States
and at the hands of the Powers. It is not
the denial of educational privileges gua
educational that constitutes a breach of the

Treaty; it is the denial of equal treatment.
That appears to us to be a juster statement
of the case.
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