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FIRST DAY'S DEBATE (FEB. 20TH)..
M. VANDERVELDE'S OPENING SPEECH.

M. Vanorrverbe (Leader of the Belgian Labour Party) :—Gentle-
men, the question which T have the honour of bringing hefore the
Iouse is not a party question. It is distinct also from the opinion
which each of us may hold as to the advantages or the disadvantages
of colonial enterprises in general, T should like, in making this
interpellation, to be able to forget my republican convictions, as I
should also li’ke;you‘ to set nside ?r‘mn' monarchial convictions. The
whole subject resolves itself into this—whether the system ado;)ted‘ in
the Congo does not involve nefarious‘ct’mxequenccﬁ{'as well for the
natives, who are its victims, as for Belgium, its alleged gainer. I
have brought this question before the house upon many occasions
previously. I did so in 1898, when further advances were asked us
to pay bdck the loan which Belgium had not authorised. Then, with
M. Lorand, I brought the subject up again in 1900,* then in 1008,
and on two occasions in 1908,  You know upon these occasions what
was told us, First of all we were confronted with a non-possumus.
"The Congo State was, in so far as Belgium was concerned, a foreign
State, so we were told. Then we were confronted with the charge
that our action covered republican ideas, hostile to the work of the
King. Finally, we were accused of being unpatriotic, We were told
that we were assisting an English campaign against the Congo State,
and, in the last resort, we were met with the general statement that
the testimony which we invoked was exaggerated or untrue., Thus it
was that, on the 2nd July, 1903, M. de Favereau, Minister of Foreign
Affairs, said:—

“The Congo State can reply with assurance to tho criticisms
directed against it, for no other nation} has done more than it has
for the protection of the natives:” ,

%nd two years after, on the 28th February, 1905, the Minister again
said ;— ; :

“ M. Vandervelde will not listen to the protests which have arisen
in America, as in Europe, against these abominable calumnies. They

* Kxtracts from this debate will be found in “Affalrs of West Africa " (Lon-
don, Helnemann ;' Paris, Ohallamel), by B. D, Morel, L ,

t An extensive report of this debate Is given in * King Leopold's Rule In
Africa” (London, Helnemann; New York, Funk & Wagnall), by B. D, Morel,

$ The Congo State as a “nation” is an entertaining thought. The Congo
State Is represented in Africa by 2,000 allens to Africa, drawn from every point
of the compass, and some 80,000 regular and irregular native troops. It s
‘represented in Hurope by the Soverelgn, his Secretaries, their clerical staffs, and

[} s Bureau, o
. : 8




4 CONGO DEBATE IN BELGIAN HOUBE OF BEPREBENTATIVES

have everywhere provoked denials from those who have lived in the
Congo, who know what takes place there, and who, in the name of
truth and justice, repudiate with indignation the attacks dxrected
against the Administration of the Congo Free State.” 4

Now, at the very moment the Minister was pronouncmg these
words, in February, 1905 the steamer which  was bringing back the
Commissioners of Inquiry was on its way, and was due to arrive at
Antwerp. It would ve.ry difficult to- a , I think, to reply to my
mterpel ation by the same arguments, And, first of all, can it be
seriously maintained that the State whxch we subsxdxse, which we
shall inheret one day, which we can take over any day, is to us a
foreign Statef It as been repeatedly said that the Congo is a
Belgian enterlgixse, and, under these circumstances, it is perfectly
natuml that ﬁxum should be interested i in what takes place there.
If, on the other hand, those who cantradict me still wish to refer to
‘my republican convictions, I will answer to-day that those who pro-
test against the Administration of the Congo State belon%to all
, a rties, Some of them are Liberals, some are Royalists like Felicien
~ Cattier, others are Catholics and loyalists, like those missionaries *
~ who have felt at length the imperious need of freeing their con-
sciences. i s% days &go the ollowmg passage appeamd in t.he

o n , ; he ( W'”éiéj'State, and that 1s why we
4 be foolish t end or: ur protests, It is our turn to take the
~ offensive, and we do not need to have recourde to the weapons of calumny and
: mmu Truth suffices for us, imd there is more of it than is needed to show
~ that th& . Congo- Bima m not been bilac wad by Engllsbmon. Ameticans, or
The th ement des Missions aamoz"'*f,{ au C'ongo says:i—

: bmtt to the dence which bas been produced. Every
‘number of this Bnneﬂn.t and the last

~ N Nlee to disgust, which, in its turn,
Congo State, either to place some order

m iu ’an‘ e b comprotuise everywhere the Belglan name,
i or m mi?eaw In tha mxme of nmmtw. Ntrlamx:i, and ral?&lon " ‘m‘

; m i thh 8 campuigx;l csmad ouh
) m m no 18| camps

in “ﬁ g

ncluded in the new Cabinet; yAmemanShke Mark Twain
~and Profes | f Italians like Deputy Santini; finally, Z

Frcnchmen hke Paul ,f‘%’m et, the learned Catholic unst, Franocis
Préssensé, Pierre Mille, or Anatole France, who sud a fow days ago
only, with regard to the abuses which have taken place in the Krench
pomon of the Congo Basin:

. “Iti-necemrytoruﬂi‘mnchménwmcewuwthecnmueom'
mitted in our name; our honour Is involved, without reckoning that, spéaking
of what concerns us, what is our affatr, we have a little more hope of not

spoaking in vain”

I will not, themfom trouble myself longer with the charge of
furthering fomgn ambltions. Thuy:l remuns, theh, s hsl urgum:lent

* Roman Catholic Mluionarlel.
1 That 18, the Bulletin containing tho moort or the Oomm!ulon of mqulty
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which has been invoked against us, viz., that what we affirm is either
exaggerated or calumnious. ‘

enceforth, gentlemen, the reply to that is easy. But, first of all,
I would like to recall what I said a year ago in answer to M. Woeste,
who had accused me of being the systematic adversary of the Congo

system :— ; ; .
“1 am systematically hostile, I replled, to a system which brings about the
abuses which I have described, and, far from excusing myself, 1.am proud of
the fact, and I say that It will have been to the honour of the Soclalist party
to have defended Belgium against herself, and for hdaving appealed to publie
- oplnion-in denouncing such occurrences.” e
M. Woestr :—Public opinion condemns you, - It is not with you.
M, VaxperveLpe:—It is possible that a section of public opinion
is still ill-informed, but whatever may be done to prevent it, truth
will finally be apparent to the eyes of all, and whatever may be your -
denials or your silence—for you never reply to our charges—Bel-
ians will finally understand that Belgium owes it to herself, to her
international good name, to insist that these abuses which compro-
mise and: dishonour her, shall be put down. -~
- Well, to-day, in order to repeat the language we used before, and
in order to justify us at the same time from the reproach of having
brought before this House exaggerations or calumnies, I have the
right of invoking a final opinion, the opinion of the three men
of conscience, heart and character, who formed part of the Com-
mission of Inquiry which the British Government compelled the
Congo State to send out, When this Commission was appointed,
we certainly could not entertain much hope in regard to it. Its
mandate had been limited in such a way that the accomplishment of
its mission was impossible. It had to act * conformably with the
instructions of the Secretary of State.” Thereupon a renewed inter-
~ vention of the British Government took glace‘, ‘with the result that
‘the Commissioners’ mandate was enlarged, and it is thanks to that
‘circumstance that we possess to-day documents which my colleague,
M. Neujean, was abundantly justified in asking should be distrib-
uted, and which every member of the House ought to read. 1In view
of the moral responsibility which weighs upon each of us in this .
terrible question, I think that those of us who have not read the Re-
- port of ‘tamC mmission of Inquiry have not fulfilled the most ele-
‘mentary duty of the task which the electors of the country have con-
‘fided in them (applause from the extreme left). ==
I have said that this document suffices to justify all our charges.
I am compelled, however, to make one reserve, because the Report
of the Commission is not complete, It contains the conclusion of
the Commissioners, and an impartial résumé of the testimony which
was brought before them, but it does not include that testimony
itself. We are told, in order to justify this omission, that a great
deal of the evidence brought before the Commission would involve
“men who would not be in a position to defend themselves, and I rec-
ognise that in that argument there is a grain of truth. I should
~ have quite understood the position if the names had been published,
‘but it would have been quite easy to have done what was done in the
case of Consul Casement’s report in 1908, that is to say, to pro-
duce the evidence, without giving the-names of the persons affected

thereby.
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Moreover, the precaution which has been taken not to publish this
evidence has been absolutely useless, because evidence produced b
the missionaries has been published, and, gentlemen, ? only wis
you could all read it.* ,

The Report of the Commission gives us the abstract truth, but not
the concrete truth, upon the frightful abuses committed in the Congo.
We see at the gresent moment public sﬁm‘path‘y profoundly moved %"y
the murder of a poor little girl in Brussels. What is this crime
however horrible, when compared with the murder of thousands of
human beings of both sexes, and of all ages, committed in the Con%b _
bﬁr the soldiers of the Force Publique? Moreover, it is probable
that the Congo State’ will not escape the onus of having to publish
the Minutes of Enquiry, because we were able to read a few days
ago, in the Mouvement Géographique, that Sir Edward Grey, Brit-
- ish Minister for Foreign Affairs, has informed Mr. Morel that he
“intended to call the attention of the Congo Free State to the non-
. publication of the evidence. Once again will the Congo Free State

‘compelled to perform a duty which it ought to have accomplished
without pressure, ~ ° . 7
I now come to the Report itself, and I notice that it may be said
to be divided into two parts; one part contains praise for what has
been done in the Congo in the last twenty-five years; the other is a
_ formidable indictment of the abuses of which the natives have been
_the victims. To deal with the first part. Tn a large measure I
~agree with the praise given. I admire, as do the Commissioners of
Inquiry, the immense effort of persevering energy which was neces-
sary to construct the Lower Congo Builwug,f"to create in this enor-
‘mous territory a vast system of postal and telegraphic communica-
tion, to provide the {oungf' colony with a powerful economic ma-

_chinery. But the real grandeur of the results obtained must make.
us all the more severe in considering the conditions under which the

- native population is placed. It has been said many times that the
Congo State was formed, above all, with an object of civilisation
8and humanity. Reference has been made, and with truth, to what .
'has been done to stop the sale of liquor, and, what is more essential,
‘to suppress the slave trade.} Nevertheless, we find that, after twenty
ﬁ?‘ and America, It was translated by the

Re ‘Assoclatid the French language, fn a pam-

by the Congo Reform Amociation in a pam-
published in

1 by the Congo Reform Assoclation to every member
‘ se of Representatives, and the Belglan Senate, and to every
ding Le Peuple, which reproduced the whole of it,

day by day, in its ¢columns, - - L &
1 Constructed, not by the Congo Government, but by the Individual deter-
mination of Colonel Thys and his Companies. .~ .~
$ The slave-raiding of half-caste Arabs has been suppressed, and the yoke
of a new slavery fastened upon the people by the Congo Governinent, a slavery
infinitely more destructive. Moreover, native villages are often compelled to
sell. members of the community to other villages against food-stuffs required -
of them by the Congo Government. Again, thousands of slaves are still de-
spatched through Congo territory to the Portuguese ports in Angola. With
regard to the llquor traffic, credit is due on this head to the Powers who col-
lectively signed the Berlin Act. The Berlin Act prohibits the importation of
liquor into the Upper Congo, just as it prohibited the importation of liguor
into Northern Nigeria. - A further note will be found on this subject later on,

In connection with the Premier’s speech.
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years, after the cessation of internal wars amongst the tribes, after
the Arabs have been driven from the territory, when security reigns
throughout the Colony,* the population is less numerous than it was
Yefore. An atempt has been made to explain this fact. It has been
said that the depopulation has been due to epidemics, to smallpox,
to sleeping sickness. And certainly, in some measure, this is true;
but how can we explain the small resisting power of the natives
against these epidemics? It is due to the system forced upon them,
and to the inhuman treatment inflicted upon them. Similarly, in
our industrial cities, thousands of workmen die from consumption;
“but why do they suffer more than do the moneyed classes? Because
lth&y) are poorly fed and ill-treated { (applause from.the extreme
eft). ,
M. Caeruwaerr :—That is very true. o : ,

M. VanperveLbpe :—To support the statement that the depopula-
tion of the Congo is largely due to the system of extortion, of which
the natives are the victims, I have the right to invoke the report of
the Commission, which shows the frightful gulf which separates a
system of rational colonisation, and a system of colonisation such
as exists in the Congo. A system of rational colonisation, of ideal
colonisation, which up to the present has only been realised in a
very incomplete manner, would be to recognise native land tenure,
and to recognise to the natives the right of exchanging the products
of their free labour on fair terms.{ o R T

Now, the Congo ,s{st’em' is exactly the antithesis of the system of
ideal colonisation which I have described, and I exaggerate in no
way in saying that this Congo system is founded upon the confisca-
“tion of the land of the natives, upon forced labour, and a system
of compulsion which brings about the most frightful abuses. ,

1 say first, ugon the confiscation of the land of the natives. This
is not a new charge. It was replied to formerly by sayin%; “ The
Congo State has respected the property of the natives. It has left -
them the right of proprietorship over their fields and their huts.
It has limited itself to taking that which it was entitled to—the
vacant lands—the lands which were occupied by no one.” Gentle-
men, there is in this statement a flagrant error, not to use a stronger
expression. What the natives have been robbed of are not the lands
which they have not occupied, but communal property which be-
lonﬁléd to their village communities, and which was indispensable
to the development of the latter. What has been done towards the
Congo native is ;ﬁrecisely what might be done to-morrow if, in La
Campine or in the Ardennes, the ownership of the inhabitants in

* This 1s a quotation from the Report of the Commission of Inquiry, and Is,
of course, grotesquely inaccurate, as is the statement that Inter-tribal warfare

‘has been suppressed. .= -
- 1 In other words, the material results of Congo State rule have benefited the

. white man, but destroyed the natives. TS TR
$ This system is everywhere followed in the West African possessions of the
Powers, excepting in the Congo Basin and in part of the Cameroon territory.
It is followed, therefore, in the French Dependencies of Senegal, and the West-
ern Soudan, Guinea, the Ivory Coast, and Dahomey; in the British Depend-
encles of the Gambia, Slierra Leone, the Gold Coast, Lagos, and Nigeria; in
the German dependency of Togo.
King Leopold did not perpetuate an old system (unless we go back to the time-

of the Pharoahs), but he invented a new one.
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their houses and in their fields which they cultivate was left to them,
but if their communal rights, their heaths and the woods over which

thciay preserve their rights of usage, were confiscated.
n the Congo the individual ownershl of the natives has beed®
respected, but communal ownershl n su pressed and this,
moreover, is admitted by the Comxmsswn of Inquu'y.

“ As the greater portion ot the land in the Gongo is not cultivated, this
interpretation of the words ‘vacant lands’ concedes to the State an absolute
and exclusive ownership over virtually the whole of the land, with this
~consequence, that It can itself dispose solely of all the products of the land,
prosecute nas a poacher anyone who takes' from that land the least of m
fruits, or ns a receiver of stolen goods anyone who receives such fruit, forbid
anyone to establish himself on the greater part of the territory, The activity
of the natives Is thus limited to very restricted areas, and their economie
condition {s immobilised. Thus applied, such legislation would prevent any
development of. native life, In this manner, not only has the native been
often forbidden to shift his village, but he hasg often been forbidden to visit
even temporarily a neighbourlng vulnge without apeclal permit.”

AVell; gentlemen, by what name can we call this system? We
were taught at school that, under the old »é¢: ame,' men were not free,
that surfs were attached to glebe land. If this Congo system, which
'forbzds natives from leaving their village and going to s neighbour-

- village, even for a few days, is not serfdom, what is it? (Inter-

: ru txon)
. ANSRELE :---1’t is the system which we apply to the cattle on

‘our frontxers! ;
VANDERVELDE .mAnd is not the conﬂscaexon of the land on

| whwh natives exercise their rights of usage and which they consider

as their communal gmﬁerty, an act of sg atlon? This, moreover,
was ‘admitted recen a mlsmonury wn to many of you, the
Rev. Father Cus.
“ What am.” um : “tha lanﬂ rizhtﬂ o,t the naﬂvee? Mzmy in these
/s settle the ¢ e as they chose. Bu: t ought to ‘be studled on the
: died it, ‘1 repudiste them, even if they are
“the Oonw are “not precisely nomadic, and,
vldm ty, they have the notlon of
0 inal owner That, any rate, thn case where we reside.”
‘the R—*1 heg your pardon, and I desire
“that our views ahoum he umr&my known. There is in the Congo much Iand
‘which can be truly called owner The Btate can with justice acquire. this
land. 'l'ilaat in lﬁo& all. 'rhare lu much lanaclw‘g whllchlthe ﬂl:;ltges,l uwlr:nf tz
communities _which are ummun, alm exclusive 8 us
b & ,be. ppro] Amm& g‘" :

gen ‘what been madﬂ a transaction in all the
nmghbourmg Colonies—in ] mneh Congo, Cameroon, and Nigerig—
: tate has always refused to do, and the consequence of
this attltude is described in No. 11 of the Bulletin des Missions

Catholiques au Congo, in the followmg terms :—

“ Beyond the villages, and a restricted area of cultivated land around them.
the entire country belongs to the financlal companies or to the Copgo State;
no one can establlah hlmaelt therein without thelr authority, and for the last
two years thls nuthm-lty has been ayshemaﬂcally retnsed to the Catholie

Missions.”}

*The basls of a!l ‘native property in troplcal Africa 18 communistlc, and
individual ownership, save In rare cases, is unknown in native law and custom.
Therefore, in suppressing collective ownership, the Congo State has swept
away native ownership #n toto. ‘ '

"~ 1 And to the Protestant Missions.
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- To sum up, therefore, the Congo natives have been despoiled of
their land, and the Commission admits that in many places it is
impossible for them to trade, because all the fruits of the land belong
to the State.* :

But this is not all. After having taken their land, forced labour has
been imposed upon them. I know that this system of forced labour
is disguised under the words ¢ taxation in kind,” and we heard
lately the Minister of Foreign Affairs and the Chancellor of the
Exchequer { declare:— ' :

“ Does not taxation, and even the corvée, exist in Belgium? "
-* Moreover, the taxation in kind established by the Congo State only involves
a light imposition. The natives are only asked to provide forty hours labour

per_month.” , ;
Now, when the Minister for Foreign Affairs spoke in this manner,
in July, 1903, the laws of the Congo had not, in. point of fact, speci-
fied any time for the duration of the forced labour imposed upon the
nutives. 1 The law of forty hours was then only projected, § and it
was quite arbitrarily that the population was taxed. In certain dis-
tricts worked by the Domaine Privé, the natives were compelled to
bring in from four to eight pounds of rubber per month; in the
A.B.LR. district, twelve pounds of rubber per month; in the Mon-
galla district eighteen pounds of rubber per month.
It was a decision of the Boma Appeal Court which compelled the
State to establish a more regular system, which is the law—or, to be
more accurate, for we are dealing with an absolutism, the wkase—of
- 18th November, 1903. By virtue of this decree, the native can be sub-
i'::;‘cwdtoiforced labour, which must not exceed forty hours per month,
ut the Commissioh o 'Inqui'rK, which approves of this, which finds
that this imposition is not too heavy, which considers that this forced
labour is legitimate, declares at the same time that, throughout the
country, the law of forty hours has been out'rageo’u'siy violated.]
- 'When the Report of the Commission of Inquiry has: been dis-
tributed to you, I would ask you to give special attention, if you
have not already done so, to what the Commissioners have to say
ypon the different forms of forced labour imposed upon the natives,
ere are four kinds, the tax in ground nuts, the tax in porterage,
the tax in food-stuffs, and, finally and specially, the tax in rubber.

* It is impossible for them to trade anywhere in the Upper Congo.

t K. g., the Minister for Forelgn Affairs and the Chancellor of the Exchequer

1 In other words, the system of forced labour which had been enforced In the
©Congo since 1802 was absolutely illegal, according to. Congo State law, and it
was only when the publication of Consul Casement’s report, detalling this
illegal practice, was imminent, that the Congo State hastened to make legal a
a¥atem which had been f{llegally applied for thirteen years. Henceforth an .
illegal iniquity became a legalised iniquity. The term * forced labour” is, of
course,” a mere euphemism: to deéscribe a condition of servitude imposed upon
the natives, which has no parallel in modern times, and few in anclent.

§ Yet these Belglan Ministers spoke of it as an existing fact—they repeated
what they had been told, voild tout. . = . o :

: x,And always will be, for if it were applied the export of india-rubber would
fall from 5,000 tons to 500 tons in twelve months, and the raison d'éire of the
* Qongo Independent State” would cease. King Leopold would, then, be only
too delighted to hand over the Congo to the first-comer. ‘
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I will say nothing of the forced labour in ground nuts, with regard
to which it seems that complaints have now ceased, but the Commis-
sion ‘notes that the natives are only compelled to this particular
labour in a restricted area of the territory, in the Cataracts region,
and that, as this trade does not bring in any benefit to the State, it
will be probably replaced by another labour tax.

~As regards the porterago tax, it is not necessary for me to recall to
you the fearful and murderous consequences which it had at the time
when the Cataract Railway was being constructed, and before this
railway was completed. Thousands of human lives were sacrificed
on the road between Matadi and Stanley Pool; but, whatever may
be the regrets witli which we ure inspired by this decimation of the
native population, we must at any rate recognise that it has had the
result of making the Congo exploitable, and in freeing the natives
to-day of porternge. (corrée) in that particular region. But, if it
has disappeared in that region, it has been maintained in others.
A porterage service is organised on the one hand towards Lakes
Kivu and Tanganyika, and on the other hand towards the Lado
inclave, ‘where, during the last few years, an enormous amount of
war material has been accumulated.* Now, the Commission admits,
from the reports of a large number of missionaries, that this system
of porterage “leads to the partinl destruction of the population
which is called upon to submit to it.”

Then comes the forced tax in food-stuffs. The natives are com-
‘pelled to furnish various articles for the victualling of the stations,
and notably native bread (kwanga). The Conmimission finds that
these impositions are in themselves relatively light; to plant manioca,
prepare it, cook it, and carry it are agricultural or household duties
to which the women of the country have long been accustomed. But
the Cominission adds that, in certain regions, where there are mili-
tary stations, such, for instance, as Coquilhatville and Leopoldville,
this system of forced labour in food-stuffs involves the most disas-
trous consequences to the people. You will at once understand why
I take Leopoldville as an example. There are some 3,000 soldiers of
the Force ublique there, who must be fed by the natives in the
neighbourhood. Now, to procure manioca bread in sufficient quanti--
ties to feed the Leopoldville soldiers, villages are called upon to pro-
duce it, some of which are situated forty-five miles away! The result
is, that the natives who are called upon to furnish the State with
material which represents the value of one franc and a half, are
compelled every twelve days to travel ninety miles to fulfil their
obligations! Assume that to-morrow the people of Huy, Waremme,
Dinant, Bruges and Antwerp were compelled every twelve days to
bring 1.60 francs to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and you will
understand in what condition these unhappy natives live, who have
-no railways to carry them to the place where the tax has to be paid
and back again., But the forced tax in food-stuffs and porterage, and
the tax in ground nuts, are, when all is said and done, only accesso--
ries to this vast “financial machine,” which is called the Congo

* The conveyance of this war material has coet the lives of thousands of
natives.—Vide the Tilkens revelations in the debate of 1903,
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State. That which is esseatial, that which gives to the State its reve-
nues, to the Concessionaires of the A.B.LLR. and the Mongalla, and
to the Domaine e la (Jouronne, profits which continue on an increas-
ing scale—is the rubber tax. Here I will not limit myself to a
résumé, and, since you have not all received a copy of the Report
of the Comm:ission, I shall take the liberty of reading to you what
it has to say on the suffering involved for the natives in the course
of the frantic exploitation of the rubber forests:—

“ In the majority of cases, the native must go one. or two days’ march every
fortnight, until he arrives at that part of the forest where the rubber vines can
be met with in a certain degree of abundance. There the collector passes a
number of days {n a miserable existence. He has to build himself an improvised
shelter, which cannot, obviously, replace his hut. He has not the food to which
he i3 accustomed. - He |8 deprived of his wife, exposed to the inclemencies of the
weather and the attacks of wild beasts. When once he has collected the rubber,
he must bring it to the Btate station, or to that of the Company, and only then
can he return to his village, where he can sojourn for barely more than two or
three days, becatse the next demand 18 upon him. The result of this, therefore,
is that, whatever may be his activity in the rubber forests, the native, on account
of the numerous displacements which he i compelled to undergo, sees the
majority of his time absorbed in theé coliection of indiarubber. It is hardly
pecessary to add that this state of affairs is a flagrant violation of the forty

hours law.” ‘

- Well, I ask those who used to reply to me that taxation in kind on
the Congo was a light imposition, what they have to say in answer to
this official admission of the Commission of Inquiry.. Remember that
these unfortunate natives are compelled every fortnight to spend eight
or twelve days in the forest, exposed to the sttacks of wild beasts,
compelled often to work in swampy ground, waist deep in water, sub-
jected to the supervision of soldiers of the Force Publique, many of
whom are heartless wretches, who, in the words of the Commission,
“kill without pity all those who resist,”® and you will understan
how absurd it was to profess that this system is analogous to the obli-
%:ltions of the Communes in Belgium to keep the roads clear, and to
the taxation which our own citizens are called upon to bear, Here
again, gentlemen, I refer you to the Report of the Commission. You
will see what are the means employed to exercise this coercion; the
chicotte, the hippopotamus: whip, which leaves bloody weals on the
bodies of those upon whom it is used; servile labours imposed npon
the chiefs; the seizing of hostages, which was recommended in 1397,
in an official circular by Baron Wahis,} the actual Governor of the
Congo State, and finally, what is more terrible than all, the black
soldiers of the Force Publique, whose intervention is indispensable
to the working of the system. Here is what the Commission has to
say on the subject of thes» black soldiers:—

“ According to the witnesses, these auxiliaries, especially those who are sta-
tioned in the viliages, abuse the authority placed in them, making themselves
into despots, claiming the women, and food, not only for themselves, but for the
band of parasites and scallywags which the love of rapine assoclates with them,

and with whom they surround themselves as by a veritable bodyguard; they
kill, without pity, all those who attempt to resist their exigencies and whims.”

* And all those who cannot bring in their quota of rubber from forests which
are being rapidly depleted of that article. .

1+ And authorised many times since, in circular after circular, by the highest
_officials of the State, from the Governor-General downwards.
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This is what was called in the debate of last year the system of
“ forest guards,” to be compared with the peaceful tax-gathering
officials of our own country! And when the natives rise against the
soldiers, when they reply to violence by violence, what the Commis-
sion of Inquiry calls punitive expeditions are undertaken, and here
again, for your edification, I am compelled to quote:—
“The order given to a Commandant of a detachment s generally drawn up
in the following manner: ‘N-——— |8 instructed to punish such and such a
-village! The Commission is aware of several expeditions of this type. The
consequonces are often very murderous, and one cannot be surprised if, in the
course of these delicate operations, whose object it is to selze hostages* and
intimidate the nantives, constant watch cannot be exercised over the sangulniry
instincts of the soldiers. When orders to punish are given by superior authority,
it is difficult to prevent the expedition from degenerating into massacres, accom-
panied by plllage and barbarism. = Military action, thus' understood, always
exceeds its object. The punishment, being in flagrant disproportion with the
fault, it confounds in the same punishment the innocent and the guilty.” .
Gentlemen, I ask you all, because, as I said when I began my speech,
this is not a party question, but a question of humanity, is there in
this House, is there in Belgium, a single man who dares to defend the
- gystem of imstageé‘,‘f ‘sentries, punitive expeditions, and who can say.
that it is right, that it is just, that it is necessary, when one burns a
village, when one massacres its inhabitants, to kill the innocent as
~well as the %uiltv, leaving God to recognise his own{ (Applause on
theextremeleft) .~ . 0
I shall be told that these facts inspire us all with the same horror,
‘only that the Congo State is not in the least responsible for them, that
- it has always punished those who committed them; that it has pnb-
lished innumerable circulars, in which it instructs its agents to con-
duct themselves with humanity.4 To that, gentlemen, I reply that
~the Congo State is responsible, firstly, because it has tolerated these
things: secondly, because it has encouraged them; thirdly, because
it profits by them. I say first that it has tolerated these facts, and
the Commissioners admit it, because the Report says that the conclu-
: s arrived at were due less to the testimony of natives, or even of
‘missionary evidence, as by the judgments and circulars'and the
officials’ reports, which they demanded should be shown them.
Thaus, all that has been done has been to admit officially a state of affairs
which everyone knew beforchand.§ And when I am told that the
“authors of the Congo atrocities were prosecuted before the Courts, T

- * The hostages thus seized—the practice Is, of course, universal on the Congo—
are generally women and children. To every.factory in the A B.LR. terrifory
is attached a hostage house, and we know from the revelations in the Tilkens,
Caudron, and other cases, that the practice is similar in connection with the
stations managed by the direct representatives of the Congo State. During the
last two or. three years, the same practice has been Introduced in the French
Congo, following the adoption of the Congo system by the French in that
dependency ; witness the shocking disclosures of the De Brazsa mission, and
in particular M. Challaye’s book, * Le Congo Francais,” Paris, February, 1906,
‘Innumerable testimony with regard to this practice has been published by the
Congo Reform Associntion, and may also be found in M. Plerre Milie’s book,
“ Le Congo Léopoldien.” S ,

1 The Report of the Commnission of Inquiry explicitly states that even * dis-
tinguished magistrates ” on the Congo approve of the system of taking women
as hostages for rubber or other demands :

1 It has also issued, but pot published, innumerable circulars and letters,
requesting its agents to increase the rubber output. ‘

§ See, further on, the speech of M. Colfs, and the annotations thereto.
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take up once again the Report of the Commission, and with it other
reports which were communicated previously to the Sovereign King.

On the 15th July, 1900, for instance, the Secretaries of the Congo
State reported to the 80vereiﬁn King that the “judicial statistics
testify to the vigilance with which the Judiciary investigates abuses,
and endeavours to prevent any crime from being punished.*

Now, let us see what the Commission says :—

“Abuses committed in the course of the exercise of coercion were
very seldom referred to the Judiciary.”

n 1900, again, the Secretaries of the Congo State reported to the
Sovereign King :— , _ : ,

“ The Government does not even hesitate to say that, in the re-
pression of acts of ill-treatment, an excess of severity responds more
with its views than does an excess of indulgence.”

One could not improve upon this. Let us now see the Report of
the Commission :— o , - -

“The Commission has found that very often prosecutions, be
by the Assistant Public Prosecutors against white men, accused of
having ill-treated natives, have not been followed up, owing to ad-
ministrative decision.” o g g

Owing to administrative decision! Seldom have ill deeds, com-
mitted in the course of the exercise of coercion, been prosecuted, and
prosecutions begun by magistrates who have had the consciousness of
their duty, have been stopped, and yet it is actually urged that the
Congo State was inclined rather to excess of severity than to excess
ofindulgencet ey

I said in the second place that the Congo State had not only toler-
ated these abuses, but had encouraged them, and I referred a moment
ago to the circular of General Wahis, instructing his subordinates to
take hostages. I proved last year that the Congo State gave bonuses
to its agents on rubber and ivory, on a scale which ensured the ‘larﬁt
bonus to the official whose ivory and rubber had cost the least to the
State to acquire. 7 R an i

I do not wish to go back upon facts which were at first denied,
which had last year to be admitted, and whose existence the Com-
mission of Inquiry recognises. The Regort adds, it is true, that
these boniises have since been suppressed, but we know that they have
been replaced by‘lgension& Now, the officials have no right to these
pensions, § In order to obtain them they must have rendered services

* But the Secretaries of the Congo State have taken precious good care nevér
to publish the verdicts rendered by the Judiclary. The only one which has
ever seen the light was published first by myself, e. g., the Caudron case (see
also Africa, No.9,1904). .. LRy e ~ ,

1 Be it noted that all King Leopold's oficlals of the Central Staff in Brussels,
who framed these Reports for their Royal master, reports nhow admitted to
have been so flagrantly wmitrue, have been retained in their positions, and even

inted to the Cominission for Reforms!. ,
Translated and reproducid fn the West Africon Mail, - , o

§ What M. Vandervelde rueans is that tMelr contraéts with the State do not
specifically econtain any condition with téegard to pensions, the matter of pen-
slon ‘of no pension is left entirely to the officials of the Central Bureau in
Brussels; In other words, the King, who controls the whole machine. An
official who obtains much fubber gets his penslioni; an official who fails does
not. That is how the system works In practice.
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to the Congo State, and it is known what is the primary service
demanded of them—obtaining rubber and ivory. -~
But what is "%)mver'evenfthgn the bonus granted for the collection
‘of ivory and rubber, is the fact that the State, which had suppressed
the slave trade in its territory, has not hesitated to re-establish it in
order to obtain soldiers for tfxe Force Publique.. Here, in this re-
, sgect, is the text of a letter, signed by M. Van Eetvelde, Secretary of
the Congo State, which was addressed a few years ago to several
subordinate oflicers on their way out to the Congo:— SO

‘“ The Congo State will allot for each recruit & bonus settled as follows:
80 frs, for every man, healthy and vigorous, and judged fit for military
service, whose height exceeds 1 metre 56 centimetres; 65 frs, for every
youth whose stature is at least 1 metre 35 centimetres; 15 frs, per male
ohild. The male children must be at least 1 metre 20 centimetres in
- height, and must be sufficiently strong to be able to support the fatigues
of the road. For every married man the bohus will be increased to 130
frs. The bonus will only be due for such men as have been handed over
Yo the headquarters of the various distriots.” LR o ;

Another system consisted in giving to the officer a fixed bonus, and
then a proportionate bonus, which increased with the low cost entailed
in purchasing the soldier. Now, in the early days the natives had
some repugnance to entering the Force Publique, so that, in order to
secure &ese recruits, the Officials ordered the chiefs to hand over
their slaves. The Officials received them either as a present: or
bought them, and brought them, often enough in chains, to the sta-
tions of the State. I must add, however, that for Some time past. it
- has not been necessary to have recourse to such proceedings; the

natives have (ﬁuicklyﬂugderﬁt?dd‘ that it was better to be a member of
 the Force Publique than to be subjected to the oppression of the Force

In the report of Consul Casement, he notes a_very sug-
ment made to him by a soldier, whom he asked if his
prefer to be with the hunters rather

, agreeable to him: “I prefer to be with the hunters
~than w e hunted ” (laughter in variou efri‘frfé‘of}thé house).
. I have, therefore, the right to say that these abominations have
been committed in the Congo, have been tolerated and encouraged
by, the Con | : tate is responsible for these
_crimes, because it has profited by them. The beneficiaries of this
gswmwhose only equivalent is to be found in the history of the old
] 'gnisix ‘Colonies, is, in the first place, the State itself; in the second
: g ace, the Concessionnaire Companies of the State, in which the State
holds half the shares; and, finally, the Domaine de la Couronne.*
First of all the State itself, and awhile ago, when I recognised
the great things accomplished in the Coix’%d,i__ntfm last twenty years,
I could not bring myself to forget that the revenue necessary to
accomplish them has been obtained from the exploitation of the
Domane Privé, which has caused so much suffering, an engendered
so much misery. But, apart from the profits realised by the Colony
to satisfy the needs of the Colony, there are other profits, which have
been acquired by individuals; others, ‘aﬁain, which have been em-
loyed for objects which have nothing whatever in common with the
evelopment of the Congo. As regards, first of all, the profits of

* That is to say, the King personally.

go State, and I add that that
o ims y  the
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individuals, it is well, gentlemen, that it should be known what are
the profits drawn by certain parties from the régime which I have
just described. -
I will take two Concessionnaire Societies, the most typical, those
which have the most sinister reputation: the Société Anversoise du
Commerce au Congo, and the A.B.LR. In the one, as in the other,
the Congo State holds half the shares. The first-named Company,
from 1898 to 1908, has paid an average annual dividend of 425 francs
to its shareholders on every 500-franc share. That is the Societ,
presided over by our ex-col eagﬂe, M. De Browne de Tiége, whom
reﬁet not to see any longer in his seat (laughter on the extreme left).
. A. Dagns :—Most unfortunate! S o
M. VanperveLpe:—I might have asked him, had he been here, if
he were still prepared to maintain, as he did two years ago, that the
charges brought against him were calumnious. Since then, indeed,
the State has, under the pressure of public opinion, suspended for
fifteen year}s'tiie exercise of the concession of this Company.*
~ Let us now deal with the A.B.LR. We find that this Company
was created in 1892, with a capital of 1,000,000 francs, of which only
982,000 francs were paid up. What has become of these shares, of
so small a valuet '1898 each share brought in 1,100 francs in
dividends, and was worth 14,600 francs. In 1899 each share brought
in 1,225 francs in dividends, and was worth 17,950 francs. In 1900
each share brought in 2,100 francs, and was worth 25,250 francs. In
1901 each sh‘am-brou%ht,in‘ 900 francs, and was worth 14,550 francs. .
In 1902 each share brought in 850 francs, and was worth 13,400
francs.  In 1903 each share brought in 1,200 francs, and was worth

15800 francs. . PR
T you now wish to know what are the proceedings employed in
port o

order to secure such profits, you have only to turn to the

the Commission of Inquiry:—
“ It was bardly denied that in the various Posts of the A.B.LR. which were
visited, the Imprisonment of: women hostages, the subjugation of the chiefs to
servile labour, the humiliations forced upon them, the chicotte given to default-
ers, and the brutalities of the soldlers employed In getting the prisoners, was
the rule habltually followed.” | | |
‘M. CaeLuwagrr :—It is scandalous! " .
M. Vanpesverbe:—Add to this, punitive expeditions, burning of
villages, the massacre of natives, hands cut off by the sentinels, -
either from dead bodies, or from g‘:)oxple yet alive, and you know the
g:uBroIiasRo!f ‘the riches of the share olders and administrators of the
M. A. Daens:—TIt is revolting! TR
M. VanperveLpe :—No doubt these gentlemen would be personally
incapable of inflicting such tortures, but they knew what was takin
place; they were not ignorant of the proceedings adopted to fi
their coffers, and they find that the money they have thus obtained
has no scent, not even the scent of blood (applause on the extreme
left). The example, moreover, came from on high, for, alongside

* Which means nothing more than that it has substituted its own regular
troops for the irregulars of the Company, and instead of reaping half the
profits, probably now reaps a larger proportion still. It is to be noted that
the shares of this Company are still quoted on the Antwerp Stock EHxchange,

andeachmsharelaworthto-dayaboutim ‘
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the territories exploited by this Concession we have the astonishing
creation which calls itself the Domaine de la Couronne. A few years
sgo, M. Beernaert protested with indignation, which then had its
raison d'étre, because we accused the King of the Belgians of having
mixed hims’eif up with speculative enterprises. It was the time when
Jerome Becker could still write in his book on “African Life,” in
_reporting a visit which he made to Mirambo, the despot of Uniam-
wesi: “ I astonished him a great deal when I told him that, with us,
kings are not merchants.” If a new edition of “African Life’
were ever ﬁ)’ublished‘,‘ perhaps it would be a good thing to place a foot-
ggtehat)t e bottom of that page (laughter from many Socialist
nches). . . , ,
M. TerwaGNE:—Jerome Becker might have put that foot-note
- himself, for he was a very honest man, - .~ . -
M. VaNpERVELDE :—I must assume, gentlemen, that you know what
_is the Domaine de la Couronne. 1f ,Kouzdo not know, I suggest you
reading the very complete volume which has just been published by
M. Cattier, Professor of Colonial Jurisprudence at the Free Univer-
sity of Brussels, The Domaine de la Couronne is composed, first
of all, of a territory ten times the size of Belgium, situate in the
/rubber region of the Congo, and containing the finest rubber vines
in the territory; in the second plaoe, of six mines, which have not
yet been decided upon, but which the Soverign reserves for himself
to select, if the day comes when precious metal is found in the Congo;
 finally,  considerable amount of real estate in Brussels and Ostend,
and on the Riviera. How has this domain been constituted? We
- do not know. . How has it been GXEIOIM during the last few years?
We do not know either, for no Kuropean, save the agents of the
 State, had entered it before 1903,* It was only in that year that the
~ missionary Scrivener and Consul Casement mads the terrible revela-
~ tions of what was going on in the domain by Leopold II; I must add,
~ in all loyalty, that the Report of the Commission admits th‘e“gravity' :
argely

- of these a’buses, but adds that since then the situation has
the less true tha ks stions without num-
de la Couronne has brought in considerable
 ita _ der. Professor Cattier, not having official
nts at his disposal to determine these sums, has been com-

~cheek, by taki % ‘considerstion, on the ome hand, the extent
“of the Domasne Privé, of which the production ih rubber is known, -

4

el

Domaine de ':
‘royal foun

“and the extent of the Domaine de la Couronne; by taking into

the Oongo, and the proportion of 28 pet ceht. which the Dombine

e b vt i e Brltuhw the House of Commons that the
o} The Commission did not vilt any of the tertitory of the Domikio de s
Couronne, It merely tAllad At Bolobo, & spot Gn the rivet ottdide the Domalue,
which Was the statting poltt of Betivenst’s Mivestigating teavels . In-other
words, with the exception of Berivener's 150 miles’ tramp in the small section
of the West pottion of the Domaine de la Couronne (for Casement did not ente
the region), no white man, save specially-appointed agents of King Leopold IE.,
has entered the sacred precincts of this royal rubber preserve since it was
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de¢ la Couronne represents to the whole rubber region, M. Cattier
concludes that since 1896, that is to say, since its foundation, the
Domaine de la Couronne has brought in some 70,000,000 francs
profit to its founder. I repeat that these are merely estimates; it
would be desirable that they should be confirmed. It would be
desirable that the Government should furnish us with details on
this subject; but in any case we can judge of the tree by its fruits,
from the purchases which have been made by the Domaine de la
Couronne 1n Belgium and elsewhere. Now, in this respect, the list
given by M. Cattier in his book is very instructive, "He notes, in
effect, that the Domaine de la Couronne has bought, in the neigh-
- bourhood of Brussels, real estate whose value,;assnminf, he says
that the Acts of Sale are honest, amounts to 16,385,000 francs, and
in the neighbourhood of Ostend of real estate of which the total
value is 1,903,000 francs. Altogether, therefore,” in these two
arrondissements—he was not able to continue the enquiry through-
out the rest of the country—a total of 18,289,000 francs. I must
add that it seems very probable that the enumeration of Professor
Cattier is incomplete. It is said, and I think with truth, that
alongside the real estate inscribed in the name of the Domaine
de la Couronne, there is a large amount of real estate, notably in
the environs of the Porte de Namur, on the spot occ’upi«é‘dy by
the future Walhalla, and, again, in the houses between the Boulevard
du Régent and Pepiniére Street, inscribed in the name of Baron
Goffinet, Steward of the Civil -List, which has been bought with
money from the Domaine 'de la Couronne. In addition to these,
there are properties on the Riviera. the “ family estate,” which the
King possesses on the Riviera, and the Domaine of Cap Ferrat,
~which were first inscribed in the name of the Domuine de la
‘Couronne, but, the French Government having declared that this’
moral personality was unknown in France, it was necessary to have
‘recourse to the intervention of an Hon. Professor of our Faculty
of Medicine, who was kind enough to offer to lend his name to
the - ,Scsvéreifn]Kin"g '(lau%hter ‘at the extreme _lef‘t? . I said lend
his name; I did not say lend his assistance (loud laughter on the
extreme left). - '

~All this, gentlemen, real estate of the Crown, real estate in the
name of the Steward of the Civil List, and real estate on the Riviera,
represents some 35,000,000 francs. We have now to ask ourselves
what has been done with the revenues from this real estate, and -
what is the object aimed at in the creation of the Domaine de lu
Couronne? 1 shall keep myself, gentlemen, from saying that the
object pursued was a personal object. I will not lower the debate
by saylng that the dominating thought of the Sovereign was to
enrich himself personally when he constituted the Domaine de la
Couronne. 1 am sure, on the contrary, that he was pursuing other
ends, that he was associatingBeIl}géium with his dreams of grandeur,
that he is proposing to make lﬁium profit some day from the
riches which he is accumulating. :But it is none the less true, and
it will be easy to establish the fact, that the effect of the Domaine
dela C’ourmme?\ﬁonour public life has been most deplorable.

First of -all, M. Cattier notes in his book, that along with the
sumptuous works which have been executed with the money of the

8. Doc. 189, 59-2——2



18 CONGO DEBATE IN BELGIAN HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

seum, other sums have been expended in cPayin‘g journalists or news-
papers. M. Cattier has been reproached with having exposed the
existence of this reptile fund, without giving the names of the papers
proﬁtinﬁg?r it.  But you must admit that, In such matters, proof is
always difficult. An accident must take place for truth to come out;
some fortuitous circumstance must arise, which shall establish as a cer-
tainty what was a long time suspected or divined. A few years ago,
ou may remember, perhaps, that my hon. friend, L. Bertrand, was
able to establish a fact of this kind in the case of a newspaper, which
was Eaid‘bythe gambling-houses of Spa and Ostend. We may have
asked ourselves a few days ago if a similar exposure was possible in
the actual case before us. Certainly there were suspicious rumours,
It was observed on many occasions that several newspapers adopted
on specific matters an attitude digmetrically opposed to those of the
Parliamentary party they were supposed to represent. But, in order
to change these suspicions into certainties, it was necessary, as I have
-said, for a fortuitous occasion to arise. Such a one has arisen, and
here, gentlemen; you will allow me to read what I have to say on
this point, not desiring in any way to improvise upon the facts:—
“Upon' his return from Xfric’a,‘ ‘Commandant Lemaire,* havin
reasons to suspect the management of the Petit Bleu, demanded.
exgganations.; t was finally admitted that the Petit Bleu was
~ subsidised by the Congo State, and had drawn 9,000 francs, or 500
francs per month, Commandant Lemaire, irritated by this incor-
rect proceeding, which had been committed in his absence, compelled
the restitution to the Congo State of the sums which it had paid to
~the Petit Bleu. The Congo State having refused to accept them, tho
sum was distributed between nine charitable institutions,”
These are the' facts, and now one will be in a better position to

Domaine, along with Colonial Institutions like the Tervueren Mu-

‘understand, perhaps, the violence and the continuity of the attacks
which the journal I have cited has indulged in against those which it

unjustly accused of being in the pay of Liverpool merchants. Per-

- haps, to-day, one may be permitted to speak of the traders in con-
sciences of the Congo State :(d?'p'laﬁse on the Socialist seats).t
‘What, however, one must specially note is not the moral position
- which this paper will henceforth hold in the eyes of public opinion,
it is the attitude of a Government which resorts to such means,
because, under such circumstances, I feel more incensed against tha
ggli;r%pt()ers than I do against the corrupted (applause on the Socialist

M. A. Dagns:—Itisasystem. = R

M. Vanperveroe :—I may add that it is not only the Congo State
~.which is responsible for proceedings which have been adopted in

order to react ll}fOﬂ public opinion; the Belgian Government ﬁas’ also
some responsibility in this, because it has lent the Congo Stateits
officials, not only to direct the system of exploitation which goes on

* Commandant Lemalre is one of the few officials of the Congo State who is
above reproach. He has never accepted a farthing's commission from the
Sltahi. His work has, in the main, been concerned with exploration pure and
simple, - , X ,

t The Petit Bleu, which has sought to cover Congo reformers with some of the
mud adhering to its own unclean fingers, did not apparently attach a particu-
larly high price to the value of its services! ‘ : .
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in the Congo, but also to direct the Press Bureau at home, where
semi-official aommunigués are fabricated, and special pleadings in
favour of the Congo State are drawn up. S

And this, gentlemen, demands a word of explanation, in view of
the extraordinary reply made by the Minister for Foreign Affairs
to the question I asked him last weel. I had asked the Minister if it
were true that a Belgian Vice-Consul, paid by the Belgian Govern-
ment, was at the head of the Press Bureau of the Congo. The
Minister replied in a long note, in which he referred to a number of
things to which I had not even alluded.” ‘

M.gq TerwaoNE :—Naturally, that is his habit,

M. VanoerveLpe :—From this note, it seems that the officials of the
Department of Foreign Affairs, who had formerly—note this word
carefully, gentlemen—served the Congo State, had not received in
the course of this service any payment from the Belgian Treasury,
but the note added :— , ‘ ‘ ,

“We have sent two Vice-Consuls on a voyage of exploration to the West
African Colonies.” Now, the climate of the coast of Guinea has had a deplor-
able effect upon the Consul at the head of this exploration. After havirg nearly
-succumbed to fever In Africa he came home very ill. He asked for a holiday,

during which he drew his pay conformably with precedent. This intelligent
and very worthy agent will shortly be able to take up once more a forelgn post.”

‘Gentlemen, those amongst you who have read carefully the reply
of the Minister to my question must have come to the conclusion that
M. Cattier had made a mistake; that not only was there no Press
Bureau, but that no Belgian official, except an agent on leave, was
~ paid at the same time by the Congo State and by Belgium. Unfor-

tunately, what the Minister forgot to say, and what, however, was
essential, is that the sick, or rather convalescent, Vice-Consul was
improving his health in .a Sanatorium, situate No. 41, Pepiniére
Street, precisely in the offices of the Press Bureau of the Congo State !

Loud applause on the extreme left.) I have the right to say that
the responsibility of the present Government is mixed up in this
affair of the Press Bureau, because, amongst those who direct this
Bureau to-day is to be found the official of the Foreign Office to
whom I have made allusion, and yesterday, at the head of this same
Bureau, was to be found a judge, a magistrate of the Tribunal of
First Instance, who, perhaps, would have condemned us for calumny
if, outside this House, we had denounced the facts which I have
exﬁ;wd (loud applause on the extreme left). ‘ L ,

M. Vax pex Heuver (Minister of Justice) :—In what you have
{‘u‘st said I detect a possible insinuation (protests from the extreme

IV}; Horvarr:—There is only truth in what he has said.

M. Va~ pEN Heuver :—TIt 1s desirable that M. Vandervelde should
be more J)re(nse. ~ Does he mean (o imply that the judge to whom he
has alluded, has or has not participated in distributing funds to the
Press; and in particular to the newspaper which he has just named?
([]Iﬁ)roar on the left.) : =
. M. Vanperveror :—The Minister asks me if I know whether the
ju in question distributed to the paper named the funds which
the latter has received. I said that this judge, receiving a salary
from the Department of Justice, was at the head of the Press Bureau
of the Congo State. I said nothing more, and it was not an insinua-
tion (hear, hear). -
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M. Horvarr:—It was sufficient.

M. fVAN peN Heuver (Minister of Justice) :—You are trying to get
out of it.

M. CaeLuwaErT:—You dare not deny what M. Vandervelde has
said. I challenge you to do so! , ‘

" M. Loranp:—It is inadmissible that a Belgian magistrate should
. be at the head of a Bureau for the corruption of the Press. Is the
fact true? If it is, it constitutes a scandal. S

M. Vax peN Heuver (Minister of Justice) :—M. Vandervelde can
not maintain his position, all the more so as-M. Lorand speaks of a
Bureau for the corruption of the Press. Does he maintain that there
is a jud?é'at the head of a work of corruption? (Outcry on the
extreme left.) ‘ _

M. VaxperveLpe :—You know as well as I do that this judge is now
no longer at the head of the Press Bureau.

- M. De Favereau (Minister for Foreign Affairs) :—I ask you the
same question as to the Vice-Consul to whom you have alluded
{renewed outcry on the extreme left). , ,

M. CaeLuwaert:—You are about to contradict yourself.

M. VanperveLpe :—Is the Minister going to assert once again that
these facts took place “ formerly ”% , '

M. Huysmans:—Do you accuse a judge of having distributed
money to the Press? . - , :

M. AnsreLe:—You are once again supporting the Ministry.

M. PeeiN :—1It is ridiclogs. . .

M. VanperveLpE :—It is my custom to say precisely what T wish to
‘aady and all rgu‘esth)n'stj, however cleverly framed, will not make me
add one ‘word to what I have just said algr‘gplause on the extreme
left). I have noted the existence of the Press 'Bureau paid by the
- funds of the Domaine de la Couronne. 1 have stated that, at a given
moment, a Belgian magistrate was at the head of that Press Bureau.
- M. Loranp :—1Is this true? That is the question. =~
M. Vaxorrvewoe :—I have stated finally that a newspaper of this
uiyml ‘had m'ived{mon?z; I have not said anything else, and you

will not make me say anything else. I add that this is quite sufficient
(renewed applause on the extreme left). . .

M. Loranp:—Again I ask—Is this true? I repeat that, if it is
“rue, it is enough, and it constitutes an intolerable scandal. =~

M. Van peN Heuven (Minister of Justice) ——I declare that you
are equivocating, and that, notwithstanding my questions, you do not
'cpe‘cggyl”anythmg (protests from the extreme lefag ~ :

‘M. Cazruwaerr:—This is toomuch. . SR

M. TerwaGNE:—You are trying to bring up a side issue, M. Van
den Heuvel. : ‘ '

- M. Perin (addressing the Minister for Justice) :—You are not in
command of the House. "It is M. Vandervelde who is speaking
-(uﬁroar, the Speaker callstoorder). . ..~

. Van pEN Hreuver (Minister of Justice) :—When an accusation
is bmyht, it should be made categorically (further uproar).

M. VaxperveELDE :—But, gentlemen, it seems to me that it would be
‘much simpler for you to put yourselves down to speak and reply to
‘me. Moreover, whatever may be the ific importance of the
debate. relating to the Press, I think that the existence of the
Domaine de la Couronne has consequences of a more general char-
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aﬁter, and a much more deplorable character for our country than
this, ,

M. Va~n peN Hruver (Minister of Justice) :—I note with regret
that you are getting out of your position, and are passing to another
(uestion (violent ‘?mtes'ts rom the Socialist seats, and cries from
the extreme left: * It is you who are getting out of it ).

M. BerTRAND :—You are appropriating the moneg of this country
to allow someone else to carry out a disgraceful job.

M. Vanperverpe :—The revenues of the Domaine de la Couronne
have been used in our country towards the resurrection of a personal
power, whose dominating and corrupting influence interferes with
the mechanism of our Parliamentary institutions (applause on the
Socialist benches). We shall be told, no doubt, that the mom;g‘of
the Domaine de la Couronne is profitable to Belgium; that the 'nﬁ
has only in view the interests of Belgium; that the property whic
he acquires will some day return to Belgium; I reply that, alongside
the presents which are given us, sacrifices are 1mposed upon us,
Boast, for instance, is made of the present of 5,000,000 francs, which:
served to construct the triumphal arch, the moneys for which the
House refused to vote.* We are told that, at the death of the King,
other advantages will be granted us, and there is an attempt to
forget that between the Sovereign of the Confo State m@ the Bel-
gian Government, all that exists is a system of- tit for tat.

“1 will pay your arch on condition that you give me the tunnel, costing
ﬁﬁgg,goo tra’ncg, which connects my Palace at Laeken with the maln mllway
41 will give you some mfllions at my death, on condition that you place at
my disposal, without interest, the 81,000,000 francs whjch Belgium has ad-
vanced. to the Congo State. I will give you later the Domaine de la Couronne,
on condition that the day upon which you annex the Congo you will take over
at the same time its Public Debt.” . , ’ ‘

The result of all this is that, far from profiting, we are running the -
risk of losing, and that, meantime, the Sovereign of the Congo, who
is also the King of the Belgians, escapes from Parliamentary con-
trol, can execute such public works as may please him, can spread
money broadcast, and spend 30,000,000 francs on the improvement of
his palace at Laeken, saying to himself that, as a last resort, it is
Belgium which will have to pay (applause on the Socialist benches).
It is essential, gentlemen, that we should see quite clearly, as far
-as is possible into the finances of the Congo State. I say as far as
is possible, because, :',O‘W,inﬁ;gf to the n?l_igénoe; of the Belgian Govern-
ment, we are very insufficiently informed. Formerly, in exchange
for ,tl’xe‘lp,an of 31,000,000 francs, which Belgium madi to the Congo
State, Belgium,had*tile right to claim information of the financial
situation. On this head we received an account of the receipts and
expenditure of the Congo State in 1890, 1891, 1892 and 1893. From
that date, nothing! And in 1900, notwithstanding the opposition of
men like Messieurs Beernaert and De Lantsheere, the Houses decided

* This refers to the arch, recently constructed, commemorating Belgian
Independence, N PN : S
1 This refers to an underground -tunnel, connéecting the Palace with the main
railway, demanded -by the King, and agreed to by the Ministry. The cost of
the same was estimated at £120,000. See, further on, M. Bertrand's remarks

on this subject.
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that the Congo State would no longer be called upon to furnish us
with any information, and that its option to contract loans would be
henceforth unlimited. What have been the results of this financial
emancipation? Mr. Cattier has endeavoured to calculate them in his
book. He has taken the interest on loans paid cach year by the State,
and by carefully worked-out calculations he has capitalised them.
Here are the results of his calculations. The total amount of the

debt was— B

In 1808 --- 2,283,000 francs.

“ 1809 ... 12,533,000

“ IW) — 12’ 783,“» : “

“ 1901 - 15,672,000 “

“ 1902 .. 41,973,000

“ 1903 ... 85,039,000 *“

" 1%4 - w’&%.m "

“ 1905 ... 80,631,000 *

And to this figure of 80,000,000 francs must be added the 31,000,000
lent by Belgium, and the net product of the loan on the lottery sys-
tem—net product which M. Cattier estimates at 50 millions, which
makes, independently of the sum lent by Belgium, an approximate
total of 130 millions, which represents the debt of the an State
to«dag, a debt which, in the case of annexation, will have to be taken
over g Belgium. . .

M. Bertranp :—Here is the danger! ... .

M. Vanperveror:—Was 1 na{ht in saying just now that the sump-
tuary works carried out at Laeken, in Brussels, or in Ostend, are be-
ing constructed with the money of the Belgian taxpayer! No doubt,
gentlemen, I shall be told that the figures which I have indicated are
merely estimates. -I recognise it, but let us then be given specific
fignures. Let us be reassured as to the future. Let us have light upon
a situation which ought.to pre-occupy us, because, when all is said
and done, we are incurring, all of us, a heavy responsibility in allow-
ing, every day, a state of affairs to be a"sgrsvated a state of affairs

the consog:aences of which the Belgian people will uitunately be called -
upontobear. oo

FWWhat is partioularly deplorable in this state of affairs i, that it
‘seems the 130 millions borrowed by the Congo State have not been
utilised in_the development of the Colony. Indeed, so far as any
value can be attached to the financial estimates published each year
by the Congo State, the total deficit of the Congo State has amounted -
“to 27 million francs only. Now, 130 million francs have been bor- -
rowed. If we subtract the 27 million francs from the 130 million
francs, there remain over 103 million francs, which seem to have
been utilised and expended elsewhere than in the Congo. Gentlemen,
metropolises have sometimes been known, may still be known, which
exploit their Colonies, and make use of the profits derived therefrom
to carry out public works elsewhere than in those Colonies. But
the Congo State has alone given to the world this strange sight of a
Colonial Government which borrows money on its Colony, in order to
undertake speculative enterprises in other.Continents and in other
ways, for instance, in China and in Belgium! T shall not fail, no
doubt, to be told, * You are alarmed at this Congo debt, but you for-
get the other side, namely, the portfolio of the Congo State.”

It is true, gentiemen, that the stock which this portfolio contains
brings in about the same as, or a little less than, the interest on the
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public debt. But the majority of this stock consists of shares in
Congolese Companies; there are the shares of the A.B.LR., of the
Anversoise Company, and similar companies. So long as the present
system continues, all goes well. As long as the present frantic
exploitation of ivory, copal, and rubber continues, all is well. But
when. the ivory, copal and rubber do not come forward in the same
3t_1antitles, when the present system of oppression of the natives has

isappeared, things will altogether chan%e. Then will the era of
deficits commence; then the portfolio will no. longer be equivalent
to the public debt, and we shall experience all the disadvantages of
a state of affairs from which others will have reaped all the profits
(applause on the extreme left). This, gentlemen, is the situation
from a financial point of view, and I do not think there is any one
amongst you who ought not to be perturbed thereby. The situation,
I repeat, 1s all the graver since the temporary prosperity of the Congo
State depends exclusively upon the system of oppression imposed upon
the natives. @~ e

Now, gentlemen, this system must disappear; it is condemned to
disappear. From the moment that its existence is known, it is
doomed. The only question which you have to consider to-day is
the direction whence reform is to come. Will it come from the
Congo State itself, or from the intervention of the Powers, or, finally,
from Belgian initiative? - ,

From the Congo State itself! In this respect I am profoundly con-
vinced that the Congo State is powerless to reform itself. The example
of Russiq;fgro}ves‘ that absolutism cannot reform itself. It is reformed
or it is ended. (Applause on the extreme left.) e

I am all the more justified in thinking that this is so when even the
Commissioners of Enquiry, to whose impartiality and good faith, 1
have referred merely propose insignificant measures, mere palliatives.
. They uphold the system of forced labour, and they adopt the thesis de-

fended a few days ago only by M. Rolin® in the Review of the University
of Brussels, that coercion is indispensable in tropical regions, that forced
labour is necessary, that slavery is legitimate.

To this opinion, one can oppose another, which is more authorised

than that of the Commissioners, than that of M. Rolin. It is the
opinion of the Colonial Congress, which held its meetings in Paris
in 1900, and which voted as follows:— ' L

% Seeing that the use of forced labour is undesirable; that it
causes & decrease in the native population, and that it is at
the same time a danger for public peace, owing to the discon-

.  tent which it provokes; ;

“ Considering, on the other hand, that it has been demonstrated
by experience that the measures taken to prevent the abuses
which the use of forced labour entails, are ineflicacious and
illusory; . - ’

% Considering, finally, that only free and remunerated labour
Eives serious results, and that there is no Colony in. which,

y sufficient pay, labour is unprocurable;

“ REsOLVED—
“ That the Colonising Powers shall suppress forced labour,

and replace it by free and paid labour.”
¢ See further on, M. Lorand’s speech, and annetation.




94  CONGO DEBATE IN BELGIAN HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVER.

To M. Rolin, therefore, who professes to believe that forced labour
is necessary, the Congress of Colonial Sociology, at which he, I think,
assisted, replies unanimously that forced labour is not necessary. In
his article in the aforesaid Review, Profesor Rolin attacked me,
because I said that, in defending this principle, laid down by the
.Congress of Colonial Sociology, I was a radical. . The word “ radical,”
in his mind, means a man who considers that slavery is always intoler-
able, that the taking of hostages is criminal, that punitive expeditions
are atrocious, and that it is indispensable to stamp out all disguised
forms of slavery. In this respect, it is true, I am a radical, and I am
sure that my friend M. Lorand will subscribe to the same sentiments.

But I return to what I was saying just now, viz., the absolute impos-
sibility of expecting serious reforms from the Congo State, and I find the
proof of this in the composition, which is at least strange, of the Commis-
sion of Reforms established after the enquiry. This Commission is
composed of fourteen members. Amongst them there are four before
whose independence I bow once more. These four are Messieurs. Van
Maldeghem, Janssens, Nys * and Davignon. ‘ A

On the other hand, there are seven who are officials of the Congo
State, that is to say, of the principal accused partg,; namely, Messieurs
de Cuvelier, Droogmans, Capt. Tombeur, Capt. Chenot, Gohr, Arnold
and Capt.-f;iebrec ts, who certainly has incurred the largest part of
responsibility in the organisation of the system of exploitation of the
natives. I find also on this Commission Colonel Fivé, who was the
agent of the King in Persia and China, and M. de Hemptinne, of the

assai } Society,and finally, what is almost uninmginable, M. Mols, 1
Administrator of the A.B.LR,, that is to say, of the Company against
whom the frightful crimes related in the Report of the Commission
are brought! Sl ; St s

It is precisely as though one called in a slave-trader to a conference
to abolish the slave trade! Under these conditions, how is it possible -
to hope that this Commission will bring about serious reforms? I
notice that none-of the men who have done good work on the Congo
form part of it, and I do not find the name of Dhanis, nor do I find
the names of Wangermee, Lemaire or Cambier. Neither do I see
a solitary representative of the Catholic Missions. '

M. Hymans:—It is M. Davignon who represents the Missions!

(Laughter.) e 7 T

M.gmpmvm.tm :—1I do not know if M. Davignon is a representative
of the missionaries, or if he is specially quahfied for that represen-
tation, but I must recognise that our colleague is one of the members
of the Commission who takes the reform of the Congo system

seriously. But, if it were desired to bring about such reforms, the

* Maitre Nys is a jurist, who has congistently defended, on juridical grounds,
the claims applied by King Leopold to the land, the produce of the soil, and the
labour of the Congo people, which claims constitute the bed-rock of the Congo
system, and the enforceinent of which claims'is the explanation of the abomi-
nations without which that system is incapable of being maintained. See, fur-
ther on, M. Lorand’s comments upon these juridical whitewashings.

1 In which the Congo Government holds fifty per cent. of the shares, and
whose administration it controls, , o -

1 M, Mols Is.on intimate terms with King Leopold. He it is who is interested
in and practically controls a number of so-called “ French” Concessionnaire
Companies, whose exploits in the French Congo have brought that French,

Dependency to its present pass. .
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Commission would be powerless to realise them, because from the very
moment when the system of forced labour was abolished, it would be
necessary, in order to provide for the deficits of the Budget, to create
resources which the Congo State would no longer have at its disposal.
Moreover, there is a fact more -eloquent and more conclusive than all the
others, which shows that there is no intention of doing anything, and
that nothing has been done, and that is, that during the year which has
clapsed since the return of the Commission to Belgium nothing has been
attempted to improve the conditions which prevail on the Congo. =
Three days ago, I received an important document, signed by fifty-
two Evangelica Missionaries,; established in the Congo. Among the
signatories I find Mr. Grenfell, who was at one time appointed by the
King, President of the Commission for the Protection of the Natives.
I ask your permission to read this document, because, better than any
other, does 1t give an idea of the actual situation on the Congo. The
document in question was drawn up at a conference of missionaries
which met at Kinchassa, Stanley Pool. = This resolution is dated 11th:
January, 1906, barely a month ago. This is what it says:—
[Here M. Vandervelde read out the pathetic appeal to civilisation,
signed by 52 Missionaries, including Englishmen, Americans, Cana-
dians, Germans, Danes, Swedes and Norwegians. It is useless to
reproduce the document here, as the Congo Reform Association has
already issued it in a pamphlet, entitled ¢ Will Civilisation Hearken{ ”
which has been distributed to all the Foreign Offices of the Powers,
to the more important British newspapers, and to every member of the
British House of Commons; and upon which Herr Ludwig Deuss
has likewise founded a very nobly-worded appeal to the head of the
Civil Cabinet of His Majesty the German Emperor.]
Gentlemen, we did not wait to receive this appeal to associate our®
selves with the work of reform undertaken by the Missions. To-day,
Catholic and Protestant Missionaries are agreed in declaring that the
events which have taken place in the Congo call for vengeance from
Heaven. They appeal to your humanity and to the Almighty, and I
hope you will not be deaf to their request! o
These reforms are essential. 'Fhe present system must dissapear.
There remains the question of whether it shall be made to disappear
by the Foreign Powers, or by the initiative of our country. L
Do not .deceived. International public opinion is more
irritated against such excesses every day. It is not only the
English Government which is moved; in America, in Italy, in
France, protests arise daily. A few days ago we saw in the news-
papers* a demand for a fresh International Conference, which would
compel Belgium to give a definite answer upon the question of
annexation, with guarantees for the protection of the natives, and,
in case of refusal, to bring about, in the Congo, an International
Condonimium. Well, gentlemen, I desire for my country that we
should not wait for this initiative to be taken by others, in order
to reform the existing state of affairs in the Congo territory. We
have therein a more direct interest than others, a moral interest,
a political interest, a financial interest; a moral interest because
our good name is at stake; a financial interest because I have shown
you the ultimate consequences which annexation might one day

* Le Temps, Parls.
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bring about; a political interest because I am profoundly convinced
that many events which have taken place would never have taken
place if Congolese absolutism had not reacted upon Belgian constitu-
tionalism.

And I should add that, from the-point of view of our international
relations, we cannot see, without anxiety, disputes arising such as
those of the Bahr-el-Ghazal, which, it is true, concerns only England
and the Congo State, but which are, nevertheless, of a kind to place
us in a difficult position towards the Powers who are the guarantors
of our independence. - ,

I shall be told, no doubt, that we are powerless, I reply, if this
is said, that we have means of action upon the Congo State. In the
first place, Belgium is a signatory party to the Act of Berlin, and it
is incontestable that the proceedings of the Congo State are contrary
to Article 6, referring to the protection of the natives. Secondly,
the Chambers voted a few years ago the authorisation necessary for
the King to be at the same time Sovereign of the Congo State. ~This
authorisation was not a law, is not an article of the constitution. It
is an authorisation given by Parliament, and which might be revoked
or subordinated to specific conditions of reform. Finally, I have
shown upon several occasions that Belgium lends to the Congo State
her officers, her diplomatists, her officials. She might at least subor-
dinate a continuation of this to the accomplishment of the reforms
which are essential. =~ |

... We are, therefore, armed. It is not the power to act, but the will
o act, which the Government lacks, and 1 must add that I do not
expect much from it, because the characteristic of its policy durin
the last few years has been complete acquiescence in everything whic
the Sover‘e’i'im of the Gongo State has done. We were first told that
~the personal union * would entail no Pequniary‘liability for Belgium;
it entails such liability. We were told that we should have informa-
tion on the commercial situation of the Congo; that information is
suppressed. Finally, Parliament was made to vote the law of 1901,
‘which withdraws from us the right of even asking for such informa-
tion. Well, gentlemen, what would happen if an event occurred
which it is permissible to foresee, for we are all mortal,} from one
day to another; without prior knowledge, without the possibility of -
an inventory, without any precise information upon the financial
situation of the Congo State, we should be compelled to decide this
“redoubtable problem of annexation. Who amongst you would be
capable of giving, under these conditions, a conscientious and faithful
~vote? We should know nothing,-we should ignore everything, we
should not have the elements of knowledge, which we claim for the
most modest problem of local interest. Far more than this, we should
not even know what would be the system to he applied to our Congo-
lese possession. The (fovernment, it is true, deposited, on the 7th
August, 1901, a proposed law upon the government of the ultimate
possessions of Belgium, but we have never heard anything more of
this proposed law. Tt has been relegated to the pigeon-holes of the
House, together with another project, purporting to place the millions

* That I8 to say, the fact that King Leopold Is at the same time King of the
Belgiana and the Soverelgn of the Congo State,
1 That s to say, the death of the King,
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of the Public Savings Bank at the disposal of the exotic enterprises
of the King. Nevertheless, the (Government had recognised at that
time that it was indispensable that the Chamber should undertake
to discuss the possibility of eventually taking over the Congo. The
following is the view held by the Government, and the preamble of
this Bill:(— )

“We are agreed In recognising that it is highly to be desired that there
should be no uncertainty in regard to the system to be applied on the Congo
when it becomes a Belglan Colony, 'The circumstances under which the ques-.
tlon of annexation will come up again cannot be foreseen at the predent time,
but, whatever may be tlie decision which the Chambers will have to take, it
will be greatly facllitated if, when that time comes, ngreement has heen arrived
at as to the method of government to be applied to that Colony.”

The urgency of this discussion was therefor recognised. Never-
the less, the Bill has been treated in the same way as the proposed
work of'reform,, It has never been sat on in Committee.

M. Huysmans:—And this is the first thing which Parliament must
do—study and discuss this Bill. ; .

M. VaNDerveELDE :—A fter five years we are, therefore, in precisely
the same position as we were in 1901. We do not yet know if, when
annexation might be voted hy the House, the Royal ahsolutism would
be maintained, or whether the Congolese institutions would be given
representative control,* and I would add that it is important that
we should know, not only the method of administration to be applied
to a future Belgian Colony, but also the consequences which might -
result from annexation, from the point of view of the finances of
Belgium, I think, gentlemen, that this is a %’uestior; which ought to
be studied by us from an objective point of view, apart from the
opinion which we may have as to the advantages or the inconvenicnces
of annexation. That is why I should desire that, as soon as possible,
the House appoint a Commission, instructed to make an enquiry into
the financial consequences which might accrue to Belgium from the
ultimate annexation of the Congo, and the accomphshment of the
necessary reforms to insure the preservation of the native peoples,
and the improvement of their moral and material conditions of ex-
istence. . : '

Such, {gentleinéh,' are the conclusions which I suggest to the House.
They will, perhaps, appear mild in regard to the abuses which we
have denounced, but I think that, in the actual state of affairs, they
are the only conclusions which have any chance of securing a major-
ity, If the proposals which I have just sketched out met with
support on other benches than our own, I would amplify it, or I
would leave it to others to do so. o )

It must be well understood, and I say this to avoid any equivoca-
tion, that, in my opinion, such a decision does not prejudge in any
waly annexation, or the refusal to annex.

n order that such a discussion might be opened under normal
conditions, we must, first of all, be informed as to the consequences
resulting to Belgium from taking over the Congo. But there is one
thing here which I must say, and I now speak in my personal name,
without involving the Party to which I have the honour to belong:
viz., that of all the solutions which might be proposed—whether
it be the abandonment of the Congo or its annexation by Belgium—

* Would be controlled, that is, by the Belglan Parliament.
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there is not one, whatever disadvantages it may have, which I do not
consider as being absolutely preferable to the maintenance of the
actual system existing in the Congo, which must result in the partial
extermination of the natives (applause on the extreme left).

It is in this spirit~—and you will see that it is a spirit of concili-
ation—that I have wished to close my interpellation.. I venture to
hope that, in replf'ing to me, side issues will not be invoked, and
that I shall be no longer told that, in denouncing abuses, I am lack-
ing in patriotism. I assert, on the contrary, that when abuses take
place, true patriotism lies, not in dissimulating them, but in protest-
m%“agamst them, and I hope the whole House will agree with this.

his is the sixth time that we are interpellating on this ques-
tion. But it comes before us to-day under new conditions. V%'_hen
we spoke in the past you might not have believed us; you might
have suspected our intentions. You had the right to ignore what
was not revealed in official documents; but to-day you know, you -
ought to know, you can no longer ignore, you can no longer remain
deaf to the complaints and the protests which arise from all sides—
and I address myself to you, members of the Clerical Party. I ask
you to forget the links which bind you to the Government, and to
cling, above all, to that which your conscience dictates to you.
In presence of facts denounced by all ministers of Christianity,
Protestant and Catholic, you have no right to remain impassive,
and to wash your hands of the blood which has been shed, because
if you were to do so, if you were to refuse justice to the natives,
~ if you were to withhold from them the bread of 1ife which they ask
the words of one of the Fathers of your Church might be appliecf

to you: ‘ : :
“Thy brother asked for help and protection; thon remainest deaf
to his appeal; thou hast not gone to his assistance, therefore thou
“hast killed him.” ; LR
(Loud applause on the Socialist benches. The orator is congratu-.
lated by his political friends.) ~ '

SPEECH BY M. DE FAVEREAU.

M. pr Favireau (Minister for Foreign Affairs) :—M. Vandervelde
has just affirmed that the successive interpellations which he has
addressed: to the Government on the subject of the administration
of the Congo State have never been made under circumstances:so
favourable to the thesis which he has developed. . This assertion
astonishes me, gentlemen, because, if an interpellation on the Congo
has appeared to me inopportune, it is this particular interpellation.
We find ourselves in the presence” of the most evident. proof of
the desire of the Congo State to fill up the lacune, to correct the
faults of its Administration, and to provide the remedies and the
improvements which acknowledged facts necessitate. R
It is at the very moment when the Congo State has appointed
a Commission of Inquiry, in order to throw light upon the cha’rlﬁes‘
which have been made against it, at the moment when it publishes
the results of its impartial investigations, at the time when it has
named a Commission instructed to study practical reforms, it is
at this moment that the honourable member associates himself with -



CONGO DEBATE IN BELGIAN HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 29

an abominable Press campaign, which has not hesitated to calum-
niate * (violent interruptions on the extreme left—uproar).

M. Loranp:—It is your language which is abominable. Every-
thing which M. Vandervelde has advanced is admitted by the Com-
mission of Inquiry. ,

M. LeoNarp:—It is not from our side that calumnies proceed.

M. bE Favereav:—I did not say what you seem to have under-
stood me to say (uproar continues). =

M. CaeLuwakrt:—No, but that is in your thoughts. ,

M. Peein :—Then amongst the calumniators are to be found mag-
istrates. , , , .

M. VanperveELpe :—Is it I whom you accuse of having been guilty
of calumny? . : '

M. pe Favereau:—I said that M. Vandervelde had associated
himself, by his speech, with an abominable Press campaign which
has not hesitated to calumniate. - ‘

M. CaeLuwagrTt :—It is you who are calumniating.

M. VANDERVELDE :—My statements are based upon official reports,
which confound you. .

ReM. pE Favereav:—I will come to the facts, and to the official
- ort. :

. LeoNARD :—Why do you not distribute the Report to the Mem-
bers of the Houset =~ =~ ER NN

M. pe SMET pE NApver (Premier, Chancellor of the Exchequer,
and Minister of Public Works) :—The House has just decided that
the Report shall be distributed to its members. Ry

M. ve Favereauv:—Gentlemen, M. Vandervelde has framed his
demand of interpellation in the following terms:—

1. “On the subject of the powers which accrue to Belgium
as signatory party to the Act of Berlin of 1885, ‘

2. “ As to the disadvantages which result to Belgium from
the system of personal union with the Congo. State. -

3. “ As to the placing at the disposal of that State of officers
and officials paid by Belgium.” :

The interpellation was, therefore, introduced in the most clever
‘manner. The honourable ‘'member knows the reciprocal juridical
situation of Belgium and the Congo State. He knows that the two
Governments are distinot,t and that we cannot be rendered responsible
for acts in which we have not participated, : ‘

‘Therefore, he chose the three points which I have indicated, but
which do not constitute the true object of the interpellation, and
have simply served to introduce it, because the honourable member.
could not bring accusations against the Congo State without seeking

* Suppressing. the entire evidence—that is to say, every single deposition
of European and native witnesses—upon which the conclusions of the Com-
missioners were arrived at! If that evidence had been published, the futility
g tlgxe recommendations of the Commissioners would have been apparent

all, : : : ;
-t Foreign opinion, especially Americin opinfon, deluded In part by Baron
Moncheur, and the Belglan Consular Service, Into believing that to attack the
abominations of Leopoldian rule in Africa-is to attack the Belgian nation, will
bear this passage, and M. de Smet de Naeyer's statements (further on), In
mind, On April 3rd, in the Belgian Senate, Count d’Ursel asked M. de Favereau
to. appoint a Belgian Consul to the Congo, to protect in that ¢ foreign State"”
the interests of Belglan citizens ! '
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to involve the responsibility of the Belgian Government. It is thus
that he has made a speech in this House in which complaints have
been presented with partialig and regrettable exaggeration (violent
~ protests from the extreme left). :
M. A, Daens:—Prove what you are saying. You are declaiming
(interruption). o v

M. pe Favereav :—After having allowed M. Vandervelde to speak
without interrupting him, it would be only fair to allow me to reply.

M. P. Daens:—Speak, then, but do not insult. S ,

M. pE Favereau :—By what right could we intervene in the inter-
nal affairs of the Congo State? M. Vandervelde cited Article 6 of
the General Act of Berlin, but this Article is drawn up in the vaguest
terms. Where, in the Act of the Conference of Berlin, does the hon-

ourable member see that the signatory‘ Powers have the right, recip-
rocally, of controlling the fulfilment of the obligations contained
in that article? If the honourable member knew the protocols of
~ that Act, he would be aware that, on the contrary, the endeavour of
the plenipotentiaries assembled at Berlin was to respect the sover-
eignty of the Powers having possessions in the Congo Basin. It
would be contrary to all principles of international law that a Gov-
ernment should interfere with the internal administration of a
~ Sovereign State* . :
M. Janson :—What is taking place in Morocco!

M. Terwaone:—The Minister is visibly embarrassed. =~ =~
M. ve Favereav :—The duty of a State, having possessions in the
- conventional Basin of the Congo, is to carry cut 1n-its legislation the

Ne%eswhwhxtmmctedby ering to the Act of the Conference
" of Berlin, but when the legislation of that State has carried out

these pledges, it has satisfied the obligation contracted. Has the

Congo State carried out this duty? On this point I give you the
~ advice of a man whose competence you will not contest—Lord Cran-
~ borne, British Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, did not

L L S

 hesitate to recognise— s -
~_“That, as regards the laws of the Congo State, they leave little to be desired.

. They are full of regulations with a view of protecting the natives against ill-
“treatment, and bettering their material condition. There was no doubt that
“the Administration of- the Congo had been characterised in a high degree
by a certain kind of progress.” } ,; o 5 o e
~_Gentlemen, it must not be forgotten that the ter’r.itdr{ ofthe(}‘onﬁo
State is not the only one situated in the Conventional Basin of the
Congo. Other Powers have rights therein, which, according to the
general terms of the Act of Berlin, would be open to the same necos-
sities of control. If such a pretension, which would not be based
upon any specific text, were put forward, it would be evidently con-
trary to the principles of international law, which were expressed

* Whose status was recognised by those very Powers, without which recog-
nition there would have been no Congo 8tate.~ - . . . . . .
1A eertain kind of *“administrative development " were the words actually

used (Hansard, 20th May, 1903). So little was the House impressed with Lord -
Cranborne’s apologetics, that, in the course of this very debate, it passed, unani-
mously, a resolution demanding that the British. Government ghould communi-
cate with the Powers, with a view to the adoption of measures calculated
put a stop to the “ evils prevalent ” in the Congo State ! o
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with such good authority by the Duke of Wellington, at the Congress
of Verona.

“The Government of His Majesty is of opinion, that to censure the affairs of
an independent- State, unless these affairs affect the interests of the subjects

of His Majesty, Is incompatible with the princlples according to which the
British Government has invariably acted in all questions relating to the internal

affairs of other countries.” *

If in law we have no right to interfere with the internal affairs
of the Congo State, our intervention would be, in practice, as I said
just now, if possible, still less justified. I have just recalled that the
Congo State had ordered a searching and conscientious enquiry into
its internal administration, and in so doing it has followed the
example of other countries, which, in analogous circumstances, have
not hesitated to adopt the same policy. M. Vandervelde, who has
read the work of M. Cattier, has evidently forgotten the passage in
which the author admits—* It is but fair to add that the Govern-
- ment of the Congo supported from that time onwards the Commis-
sion of Inquiry to the extent of its power.” The Commission itself
recognised in its Report :— ‘ ,

“ During the whole of our stay in the Congo we found, amongst the officials
and agents of the State, as well as amongst the trading agents and the mlssion-
arles of all denominations, the fullest assistance. Of the documnents which the
Commission thought it useful to consult, to arrive at the manifestation of the
truth; such as_ political reports, administrative or judicial: minutes, copies of
letters, - private - correspondence, - all. were immediately handed -to us at our
request, and sometimes spontaneously, without the Commission having been
compelled, ‘on any single occasion, to use the rights of search and of selzure
which had been entrusted to it.” ‘

Foreign Governments have also rendered homage to the sincere desire
of the Congo State to throw complete light upon its affairs.

M. A. Daexs:—It might, perhaps, be well to postpone the continu-
ation of this discussion umtil to-morrow, for the Minister is not in a
position to reply to us to-day (laughter on the extreme left).

M. TerwacNE :—You are right.
M. pe BroQueviLLE :—I et the Minister speak.

M. pe Favereav :—Lord Lansdowne wrote:—

* The memordhdum which we have received tron}l;“the‘Congo Government
proves that the latter has decided to seek the truth by all means which do not
imply foreign lutervention in the internal affairs of the Congo State.”

As you see, it is not only in Belgium, but also.abroad—notably in
England—that the loyalty with which the Commission of Inquiry
was instituted has been recognised. The Commission, moreover, was
composed—M. Vandervelde recognised it—in the best way possible,
to facilitate the aims which it was called upon to carry out. This is
also recognised by the British (Government, which, in a letter Lord
Lansdowne wrote to Sir Constantine Phipps, said :— :

~ “The high position occupled by the members of this Commission, and thelr
Judicial competence, allow me to hope that their investlgations will be crowned
with success, and characterised by perfect imnartiality. After having appointed

the Cominission, a decree invests the members with the power of hearing all

* Why not have gone back to the time of the Deluge for quotations? More-
over, the Interests of the subjects of His Majesty are affected.
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‘necessary lestimony, to draw - up reports, nnd to defer to the Tribunnls, If neces-
sary, crlimes whose cxistence may have been established by the Inquiry. The
Government of His Majesty relies upon the largest interpretation being given
to this part of the decree, and that all the authorities of the Congo State will

do thelr best to facllitate the Fnquiry.” .
It is in this spirit that the Inquiry was conducted in the Congo,
with the collaboration of all the officials to whom the Comrnissioners
addressed themselves, We find this testimony amongst one of the
most convinced and passionate opponents of the Congo, the Rev. J. H.
Harris, who, after having been heard by the Commission, wrote, in a
roport to the British Consul at Boma, as follows:— :
% We think it would have been dlfficult to have chosen men of a more consclen-
tious and honest chiracter than M, Janarens, Baroii Nisco, and Dr, 8chumacher;
two secreturies, Messieurs Denyn and Dr, Gregolre, are very devoted men, and
we ave particularly grateful to the latter for the patience and ability which he
dlaplavs as interproter. Mo Juanssens shows himself full of courage in undertak-
ing, at his age, such a work., HIls patience each time that we wished to put a
question ‘to the withesren was most remarkable, This applies, moraover, to the
other members of the Commlssion.” ¢ SN , 3
_ This, gentlemen, is the homage which has been rendered by one of
the witnesses before the Commission, by one of the most determined
opponents of the Congo Administration. The desire of the Congo
State to throw light upon all the charges to which its Administration
has been subjected, is further evinced by the fact of the constitution
of the Commission, by the fact that it was instituted, by the way in
‘which it has accompliched its mission, by its Report. This attitude
i3 re-ffirmed by the nomination of a Commission of Reforms,
appointed in view of examining the conclusions of the Commission ’oé
- Inquiry, and their practical application. The honourable member
criticised very strongly the composition of this Commission. He said
“it only includes four members who are not mixed up with Congolese
matters, and too many officials; but is it not necessary, in carrying
out an examination which bears upon administrative reforms, that
~the people who by their functions are the best informed on the object
_in question, should be listened to, and should be able to give advice on
“the applicability of the propored reforms? »
M. Vaxoerveroe:—Do not the missionaries know what has taken

place in the Congo? o
M. ve Favereav :—Would it not have been wiser and more equita-
ble to have waited until the Commission of Reforms had accomplished
its labours before pronouncing its condemnation? The speech of the
honourable member overlooks a fact, which appears to me to over-
shadow the whole sitnation. It is not possible to remove a popula-
tion from the frightful barbarism in which it has groveled for so
many centuries, whose morality is often low and degraded, without
compelling it to make a considerable effort to which its characteristics
und its inveterate habits are opposed. : 4

M. A. Daens:—The means chosen is extermination.
M. Loranp :—Quite so.
‘M. ox Favereav:—Absurd!

* No one has ever suggested that the Commission displayed other tban strict
impartiality In taking evidence. L o S .
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. Loranp 'mThe results of the OOmmxssxon 8 inquiry prove it.
The population is ex lmted to such a degree, by such methods, that
depo& ulation is rapid; that is what the impartial men who composed

the Commission have recogmsed.

M. ve FAvaU —M. Vnndervelde suggests to the Belgmn Gov-
ernment various means of action in rd to the Congo State. I
have given the reasons which are opposed to our mterventlon, reasons

of law and of fact.
‘M. Mansart i—Refuse your officers.

M. pr FAVEREAU :—M. Vandervelde said that he mlght cancel the
authorisation given to the King in 1885 to be Sovereign of the Congo

State,

M. VAmmnvxcwE T said that we could subordmate the mainte-
‘nance of that authority to the realisation of reforms.

‘M. pe Favereav:—It may be concmved that, when the propoqal'
was first mooted by M. Beernaert in 1885, doul)t ‘should have been
~entertained as to the consequences which ‘the pll"oposal might have
upon the mternatxonal situation in Belgium. These apﬁ ehensions

were given expression to at the time in the two Houses, but, as you
know, gentlemen, they were not supported, and the law was voted
with virtual unanimity. After twenty years are these doubts still
justifiable, when the union of the two crowns has caused no confusion,
no_error, in the domain of international affairs? To-day, a long
‘experience proves that the gmctlce has no inconveniences attached to
it (ironical laughter on the eft and on the extreme left) ,

M. Loraxnp:—You are poking fun at us.
M. pe Favereau :—Very well—state what these undesirabilities are.

M. Loranp:—They are palgable There are not only undersira-
bilities; there are scandals and crimes. -

M. pe Favereav:—Mention the difficulties.

‘M. Loraxp:—I have only to read from the Report of the Comxms~
sion, which is full of admissions of abuses, scandals and crimes, to
be found on every page of the Report. ‘

M. Mansarr:—The Minister has not read the Re ort !

M. pe Favereav:—From the mternatlonal point of view there are

no difficulties.
M. Loranp s--Under such condxtxons it becomes useless to dlscuss‘

with you.
M. A Daxns:—Then you have read nothmF
M. Loranp:—You are reciting to us a esson which you have

learned in advance, and, under such conditions, all dlscussxon is

useless,
M. A. Daens: Robbery, vxolence, rapme, oppressmn—-——-ls all this

nothmg? -
M. oe Favereav :—Your generahtxes prove nothmg
M. A. Daens:—But there are the facts! You have read nothmg!

M. pr Favereau :—You have given no facts.
M LORAND ~—Your attxtude 18 pxtxable (laughter on the extreme

left).
8. Doc 139 59—2-—-—-8
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M. Bertranp:—But you have no pity for the natives (renewed
lalﬁhter). , ; ’

. DB FAVEREAU :—QGentlemen, I repeat, the personal union has
brou%ht about no inconveniences, and no confusion, from the interna-
tional point of view. M. Vandervelde spoke of the dispute which
has arisen between the Congo State and England in the Bahr-el-
Ghazal. We think that the interpretation of the Convention of 1894
has given rise, on various occasions, to an exchange of views between
-the two Governments. We are not aware of the stage which these
negotiations have now reached, but we have no reason to doubt that
the two parties concerned, in a common spirit of conciliation, will
succeed in bringing about a satisfactory solution. M. Vandervelde
has told us to wit%:’draw our officers and officials in Congo State
service. Under all Governments, at all periods of our history, the
Belgian Government has consented to place its officers and its officials
at the disposal of ‘foreiﬁn States, and would you refuse to lend your
help to a State which has been founded by our SoVereiggx‘,”aﬁ for
Belgium, when you grant that assistance to China, to Persia, and
other countries which demand it? No, gentlemen, no one will under-
stand such language. The Congo, watered with Belgian blood, must
remain a Belgian work. o R
- M. Dzvreorte:~So, now it is a Belgian work? A moment ago
- you said it was a work with which we had nothing to do (laughter
on the extreme left), i ;
M. pr Favereav i—A work in which many of our countrymen have
devoted heroic effort, and even their lives. B V
M. VaxperveLpe :—You have not completed your reply to my ques-

~ tion.

M. pe Favereav :—I am coming to it. The honourable member re-
called, in a very incomplete way, the question he had ‘addressed to
me. I may be allowed to read 1t to the House, and the House will
judge that my reply was an adequate one. Here is the text of the

- question :— o

- “In his book upon the administration of the Congo State, M. Cattler, Pro-
fessor at the University of Brussels, expresses himself in the following manner,
upon the subject of the Domaine de la Couronne:—

1.—Press BureaU.—This Bureau Is situate in the offices of the Central Gov-

nistrati

ernment (of the Congo State) at Brussels. =~ g

It was first of all directed by a Belglan judge placed at the disposal of the
State by the Belgian Government. To this Bureau was also attached a Belgian
Vice-Consul, paid by the Belgian Government. This officlal has been sent to the
various English Colonies on the West Coast of Africa, to make an enquiry into
the lot of the native peoples. It is the Press Bureau which draws up the
‘majority of articles which appear In the newspapers which are friendly to the
Congo State. ; . R

2.—SUBSIDIES TO THE BELGIAN AND ForeieN Paess.—It is fair to recognise that
a certain number of Belgian papers belonging to the three great political
parties have resisted the solicitations of the State and the seductions of the
gold from the Domaine de la Couronne. : ,

“Are these facts accurate? In the affirmative, does the Minister think that
the State can lend its officlals to the Congo State for the purpose of fulfliling,
at the cost of the Belgian taxpayer, functions which are absolutely foreign
to thelr normal employment?”

I could not reply to the part of the question which bore on facts

which have nothing to do with my Department, and of which, more-
over, I was ignorant. I, therefore, contented myself with meeting the
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facts which were within my competence, and this is what I did, in
a very clear and very precise way. As reﬁardsglacing at the disposal
of the Congo State, oﬂ?ci'als connected with the Belgian Forei flice,
I recalled the Administrative rules of my Department. I added that,
ut the present moment, there were only two officials, connected with
my Department, who had asked to be relieved of their functions,
in order to be placed at the disposal of the Congo State, and I con-
cluded by saying that the Consul who had been sent on a mission
on the Guinea Coast had returned ill, that his health was compro-
mised, and that under these conditions it was only just and humane—
the honourable member, who concerns himself so greatly with the
health of the natives, should not complain if I have some regard for
the health of a very meritorious agent—to grant him leave. If this
official prefers, in his leisure time, during his convalescence, to com-
bat the abominable Press campaign to which I referred a moment
ago (violent interruption on the extreme left), he is doing the work
of a good Ratriot, and I can only congratulate him (uproar on the
extreme left), e L

M. VanperveLpe :—You admit, then, that an official of the Belgian
Government was employed on the Press Bureau of the Congo State,
and drew up articles against the adversaries of an abominable system,
which you dare not defend here?

M. Loranp:—And you congratulate him!

M. pe Favereav:—No, no. I did not say that (interruption on
the extreme left%. ; R '

M. Loranp:—Is it true, or is it not?

M. pe Favereav:—I said that if this official . . .

M. Vaxperverpe :—If the statement were not true, you would long
ago have denied it. o , o

M. pe Favexeav:—I said that if this official, during his conva-
lescence, and when on leave, used his. spare time in defending the
Congo and Belgians against the charges of a hostile Press, he only
deserves congratulations S’Yrotests on the extreme left). That is
my view. You are naturally free to have another.

M. LeonaArp:—You are in a quandary.

M. Vanperverpe:—It is scandalous. >

M. pe Favereav:—I shall not return to the analysis which M.
Vandervelde has made of the Report of the Commission of Inquiry.
The honourable member has had the time to prepare his speég.,
and he presented the Report of the Commission of Inquiry to this
House under the most unfavourable aspect towards the Administra-
tion of the Congo. All those who have read this Report will see that
there is on the part of the honourable member a studious desire to
enggerate, Sy -

‘M. Vanperverpe:—And the Catholic missionaries—are they ani-
mated by the same desire? , L

M. pe Favereav:—Moreover, M. Neujean asked a little while ago
that the Report should be-distributed. "All of you, gentlemen, will
be in a position to read it, and to judge for yourselves. No doubt
the Administration of the Congo has given rise to grave and regret-
table abuses. :

M. A. Daens:—Crimes!

M. pe Favereau:—Nobody denies it. I cannot discuss all these
points to-day. There is one, however, which I hasten to take up.
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The honourable member said that the communal property of the
natives had been taken from them. - ,

M. VanperveLpe :—It is the Commission which says that.

M. pe Favereau:—But the honourable member omits to say tha,t
the Commission onl asks for the ‘gust interpretation, and the equi-
table application, ot the laws confirming the tenure of the natives
in the land which they occupy through the authority of their Chiefs.*
The significance of this conclusion will not escape you, and the Com-
mission recognises that if legislation had been applied in the spirit
in which it had been ordered, it would have prevented the abuses

ointed out in the Report, and brought before this House by the

onourable member.- M. Vandervelde thinks it unjust to compel the
natll{wi'fs to collect varlous quantltles of rubber. Here five kilos., there
15 kilos. . . .

M. VANDERVELDE .—--I said nine’ kllO‘i. Moreover, it is the Report
of the Commission of Inquiry which gives this figure. -

M. pe Favereau:—Do not let us attach so much importance to
figures for the moment. I note that you criticised the various
amounts of rubber which natives are pledged to bring in.

M. VanperveLbe:—The criticism 1s in the Report of the Com-
mission! (Laughter on the extreme left).

M. pe Favereau:—The honourable member. forgets to add that,
if the Commission noted the fact, it did not, as far as I can remember,
condemn it. It could not do so, seeing that all the regions are not
equally rich in rubber vines, and that to compel thé natives to furnish
an equal quantity throughout the country would have been unjust
and iniquitous,

ANDERVELDE +—The Commxssmm condemned the excessive na-
ture of the coercion placed upon the people, in the matter of rubber,
throughout the entire country.

M. pe Favereav:—That is: another questlon.

M. Vanperveros :—It is the question.

M. pr Favemeav:—Speaking of the Domaine de la Oouronne, the
honourable ‘member mada use of. the book of M. Cattier, Whlch is

very va FREPe
eg nnnnvnma .---Then be more preclse
M. pe Faverrav:— . . and very erroneous. Not knowmg
the revenues of the Domaine de la Couronne,t M Cattier made sun-
dry calculatlons ‘taking as a basis various L sotheses, to establish
the amounts. He arrives at a figure_ between 0 and 80 millions of

francs for the last ten fyears. _'This sum is evxdently very exagger-
ated. Even the basis of the calculations is erroneous, for the various
“regions of the Congo are not equally rich m rubber vines. It is,

*If M. de Favereau had been asked to explaln the meaning of thls aentenoe,
he would assuredly have been unable to do so. .

t Be it noted that the existence of an enormons sectlon ot the Oongo ter
ritory, known as the Domaine de la Couronne, and whose revenues are not .
pald into the Treasury of the Congo State, is nowhere denled by the official
defenders of the State throughout this debate.  That is the capital point.  Yet,
as recently as September, 1003, M. de Cuveuer, King Leopold’s principal 8ec-
retary of State, penned the followlnz sentence, in' a- Memorandum actually com-
municated to the Powers, including Great Britain: “All the receipts of the
Domalne are paid into the Treasury!!” M. de Cuvelier's Ideas of truth are
-more primitive than those of the Congo natives, whom the officlal Commu-
ntquéa drawn up by him are never tired of representing as confirmed liars.
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however, on the total product of the harvest of rubber, and on the
total extent of the territory of the State and of the Domaine de la
Couronne, that M. Cattier bases his calculations. He says that the
Domaine de la Couronne has been worked since 1896. Now, this is
an error, and a new source of exaggeration. The exploitation of this
Domaine dates from a very much more recent period.* We may,
 therefore, say all of these calculations, that they have not a leg to
stand upon (protests from the extreme left).

M. BerTrAND :-—What is the exact figure? ,

M. Vanperverpe:—If you say that the figure is inaccurate, you
must know the accurate figure. In that case loyalty compels you to
tell us what it is. o '

M. pe Favereau:—I do not know what it is. (Ironical laughter
from the extreme left). But I can assert that the calculation is
erroneous, because the data which have served as its basis are in-
accurate. - ‘ - .

M. Loranp:—Once again do you calumniate, without knowledge,
and obviously by order (protests from the right). You do not ap-
pear to have any proper appreciation of the significance of the word
* calumniate.” e ; o _

M. pe Favereav :—The honourable member . . . ,

M. Loranp:—You are not entitled, without calumniating, to de-
clare that a figure is inaccurate, when you declare at the same time
that you do not know what the real figureis. = SR

M. pre Favereau:—You have no right to declare that a figure is
accurate when the calculations are erroneous.t 1 repeat that the
basis upon which the calculation has been established is false (pro-
tests from the extreme left). ‘ ;

M. Loranp :—You know nothing about it. You can say that you
think that the basis is inaccurate, but you have no right to dec{;re
that the figure is inaccurate, when you say that you do not know what
the figure 1s. , . : ‘ ‘

M. Vanperverpe :—Either you know, and you are dissimulating,
or you do not know; and in that case you have no right to speak as
you are doing (applause from the extreme left) (protests from the

right).

%‘é pE Favereav:—Indeed! Have I not then the right to answer
Y M. A, Daens:—You will find it difficult. ~ ,

M. pe Favereau :—Am I not allowed to reply to questionable state-
ments like those which you produce? - o

M. Vanperveroe:—When a figure is inaccurate, it should be
rectified. ‘ i , s

M. pe Favereau:—Here is another inaccurate figure. M. Cattier,
and M. Vandervelde quoting from him, maintains that the loan on
the lottery system has brought in 50 millions of francs to the Congo
State, Is it permissible to make such a statement, after the formal
declarations made by my honourable colleague, the Chancellor of the

* A portlon of the Domaine de la Couronne was, at any rate, in full exploita-
tion nine years ago, the year In which the atrocities of I.ieut. Massard began
to be perpetrated. The Domaine de¢ la Couronne was created in 1896,

+ A mere statement by so obviously ill-informed a Minlister carries no weight.
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Exchequer, barely eight months ago? The loan has brought in, at
the most, seven or eight millions, :

M. Bewrwann i—Allons dono/*

M, VANDERVELDE :—150 million francs have been loaned, in order to
g}ll)pain’ eight million francs net! Who is going to believe such a
in
. bB Favereau :—If you had studied the question, you would un-

derstand it buttor, :

M. Vanvarveine:—1I know it probably better than you do (approv-
ingdlaughter from the Socialist )enchesﬂv. . , ;

. bB I'avereav:—And, you will observe, here again is an error.
It tis’as?mnod that the whole of the loan has been 1ssued, which is
untrue,

M, Leonarp :—This is too much ! ,

M. pe Favereav :—I will conclude in u moment. M. Vandervelde
spoke to us of a possible International Conference. I do not know to
what he makes allusion. 'Thé only question before me at the present
moment is the question of revising the Convention of 1899, on the
spirit trade in Africa. T conclude, gentlemen.

M. Devrorre:—You are doing the right thing, because the honour-
able members on the right are weary, ~ :

Mr. vr Favereau :—-1 regret that, in the heart of the Belgian Par-
linment, a work liké the Congo enterprise, which redounds to the
honour of those who have devoted themselves to it body and scul,
should bo attacked by the leader of one of the Parliamentary Parties,
who is thus furnishing weapons to those who are conducting an
abominable Press campaign against this grand work.

M. Vanprwverok:;—It is the Commission of Inquiry which fur-
nishes those weapons, not 1. ;

M. vn Favereav :—I am glad that the House has resolved to dis-
tribute the Report to each of its members. T ask them to read it with
calmness and impartiality, and to purge their judgment of all passion.

M. Vanperverbe :—It is not necessary to comment it. ,

M. pe Favereav :—And to take note ‘of it without partiality.

M. Rooer :—The partinlity lies with you. Es

M. ve Favereau :-—This grand work is above vour attacks. -

M. Leonanro :—This is absurd,  All that you'are saying is foreign
to the debato, ; ,

M, ve Favereau:—It is above contemptible attacks, both by the
spirit which has inspired it and by the thought which has dictated
the Vin{}»mvuments and the reforms’to be incorporated in it,

M. Vanoerviror:—It is not above the duties of humanity.

M. v Favereavu:—Thanks to the labours of the Commission of
Inquiry, thanks to the labours of the Commission of Reforms, it will
be pmsii)lo to give to our future Colony an Administration whioch will
bear comparison with that of the best administered Colonies,

M. Vanowrveror:—Now yon are associating yourself with the
sbominable campuign of oalumny of which you speak! I ask to be
allowed to ventilate a personal matter,

* Anglice, *Absird.” '
1 The whole of the loan Ras been issued, 10 milllons in 1888, 60 millions In

1889, and 80 milllons in 1009,
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(Tue Sreaxer:—M. Vandervelde is in command of the House.)

M. Vanperveroe :—I would ask the honourable Minister for For-
- eign Affairs, who accuses me of having associated myself with a cam-
paign of calumny, to tell me who are the calumniators to whom he

alludes?
(Tne Speaken:—The Minister for Foreign Affairs is in command

of the House,) 4
M. pE Favereav:—I did not say M. Vandervelde had ussociated

himself with calumniators. A ‘

M. Vanperverpe:—You said that I had associated myself with a
caxl'{?)aign of calumny.

. DE Favereau: I said that the campaign carried on by organs

of the Press was calumnious. , ‘

M. VaNDERVELDE :—Which organs?

M. pe Favereav :(—Conducted in a spirit of abuse, and not hesitat-
in%‘befo're calumny. They are only too well known.*

. VaNperveLDE:—]t is necessary that you should give their

names. We will then reﬁly.

M. WorsTe :—No catechisms|

M. Vanperveroe :—Then no insinuations. ,

M. pe Favereauv:—I will reply notably that bogus photographs
have been published in illustrated paperst (laughter on the right).

M. VanoerveLpE :—I only know one pamphlet in which a series of
facts, which were evidently untrue, were put forward, and in which
fabricated photographs were incorporated. This was a pamphlet
published by a certain Captain Burrows, snd came before the British
Courts. Now, as soon as this pamphlet was published, we imnmedi-
ately denied all connection with Captain Burrows, but we have since
asked ourselves if this publication had not_been a trap, and if the
Congo State had not itself raised up an adVersary who could be so
easily confounded (ironical laughter on the right).
- M. Hovois:—And when you asked yourself that, what did you
reply to yourself? It would be interesting to know.}

*A tribute to the West African Mail! . i

t M. de Favereau Is here evidently icferring to the issue of the ofticial organ
of the Cungo Reform Association for September, containing o series of photo-
graphs of mutilated natives, taken by Mrs. Harris, and some of the subjects of
which appearvd before the Commission of Inquiry. These photographs were
alleged by I'Bloile Relye, the subsidised Petit Blesw, and other papers, more or
lees in relation with King Leopold’s Press Bureau, to have been fabricated.
Abeurd as was the accusation, Mrs, Harris, at our request, made a formal dec-
laration before the Marquis of Bath, the Lord-Lieutenant of the County of
Somerset, testifying to the genuineness of the photographs (the negutives of
which are mostly in this country). This declaration was reproduced in the
Brussels paper Le Pewple; but the scurrilous charge has never been withdrawn
by King Leopold’s scurrilous organs; and it has been reproduced (n the French
and German papers subsidised by the Congo State, and doubtless in papers of
other countries.

1 It would be also Interesting to know how it comes that the publisher of
Capt. Burrows’ book has not been called upon to pay a penny of the damages
inflleted by the British Court, which 1 understand to be the case.
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SECOND DAY’S DEBATE (FEB. 27).

M. VermaraeN (Catholic), M. Berrranp (Socialist), M. WozsTe
(Catholic: head of an important section of the COlerical Party), M.

LF8 (Catholic). N

Government communication.

M. Van pen Hrover (Minister of Justice) :—QGentlemen, on the
evening of the 20th February I received this letter from a distin-
ished judge of the Tribunal of First Instance in Brussels. The
ollowing is its text:— |
‘ - “Brussels, .
e e Ve ~ “20th February, 1908,
“I have just listened to the speech of M. Vandervelde, and the speeches of
“some other orators at the sitting this afternoon, relating to a magistrate ot
. *the Tribunal of First Instance. As certaln persons might, perhaps, conclude
“from these declarations that the magistrate in question was head of a Bureau
“ instructed with distributing ‘funds to the Press,’ or what has been called a
“ ¢ Bureau of Corruption,’ I desire, if this interpretation were given to these
' “ statements, to reject it immedlately, and with great energy, and to oppose to
“{t the most categorical denial. I think {t my duty to Inform you of the fact.
“ Yours faithtully,
: “(8igned) RoLIN,
“ Judge of the Tribunal of First Instance.”

M. pe Favereau (Minister for Foreign Affairs) :—Gentlemen, I
have also received a letter from the Vice-Consul, accused by M. Van-
dervelde at the sitting of last Tuesday. It is as-follows:—-
“M, le Baron,—In the course of the speech pronounced by M, Vandervelde at
“ the sitting of the House last Tuesday, some of his words have heen inter-
“preted as attributing to me the direction of the ‘ Bureau of Corruption of the
“ Press.’ 1 oppose to this interpretation the most formal denial.
“ Yours faithfully,
“(Bigned) GOYFART,
* Vice-Consul for Belgium.”

On a Motion for order.

- M. VanperveLpe :—Gentlemen, the Minister for Justice and the

Minister for Foreign Affairs have just read out to the House two

signed letters, one by M. Rolin, Judge of the Tribunal of First

Instance for Brussels, the other by M. Goffart, Vice-Consul for Bel-

gium. The signatories of these letters declare that it would be unjust

tlg assert that they have directed a Bureau for the corruption of the
ress. ‘

It is sufficient to read the speech which I made last week, in
order to see that these two denials are illusory, and that I made
no such accusations either against M. Goffart or M. Rolin. What .
I said was that they were at the head of the Press Burean,
and the fact is not denied. I did not say that the funds distributed
to the Press had been distributed by them personally; in point of
fact, those funds were distributed by other persons.

Continuation of the Debate.

THEe SPeaker:—We now resume the Vandervelde interpellation.
M. Verhaegen is in command of the House.
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SPEECH BY M. VERHAEGEN.

M. Vernaeeen :—QGentlemen, M. Vandervelde, in interpellatinlg ‘
the Minister for Foreign Affairs “on the duties incumberit on Bel-
gium as sxinqtory Power to the Act of Berlin, 1885,” based himself,
on the one hand, on Article 6 of Chapter 1 of the said Act of Berlin;
and, on the other, on the Report of the Congo Commission of Inquiry.
I shall indicate presently the extent to which I think myself justified
in associating myself with the protests which the honourable member
has brought against the acts and the abuses pointed out by the Com-
mission of Inquiry, respecting the Administration of the Congo
State, acts and proceedings which have undoubtedly shaken public
opinion in Belgium to its depths, Before dealing with this part of my
speech, I desire, however, gla‘cing myself also from-the point of view
of Article 6 of the Act of Berlin, to examine the duties which are
incumbent upon Belgium towards the Belgian missionaries who go
to the Congo. Article 6 of the Act of Berlin is precise:— ,

“ All the Powers shall protect and favour, without distinction of natlonality
or creed, all religious, sclentific, or charitable Institutions and enterprises.
Christlan misslonaries, sclentists, explorers, thelr escorts, their goods, their be-
longings, shall be the object of special protection.”

I do not overlook the fact that the Act of Berlin does not au-
thorise the signatory Powers to intervene in the affairs of the Congo
State. This rule must give way when the essential interests of their
subjects are affected. The Foreign Minister recognised, by quoting
the principles of international law, and by invoking in this connec-
tion the authority of the Duke of Wellington at the Congress of
Verona. “ The (x{)vernment of His Majesty,” said the noble Duke,
“is of opinion that to censure the internal affairs of an independent
State, unless the essential interests of the subjects of His Majest
are affected, is incompatible with the principles according to which
the British Government has invariably acted on all questions relating
to the internal affairs of other countries.” , . o

Now, such is precisely the case which faces us in relation to the
Belgﬂ'a"n missionaries on the Congo. Amongst the essential interests
of those citizens, professional honour, which is their sole property
on this earth, figures in the front rank. I shall attempt to convince
the House that Belgium cannot remain indifferent to the essential
interests of her citizens. Catholic missionaries, nearly all Belgians,
hastened to comply with the appeal of the Congo State, which
answered at the same time to the suggestions of their own hearts,
- and proceeded to Central Africa. They settled in the spots assigned
to them without any thought of the dangers of the climate. Young
and old rivalled one anotﬁer in ardour, hard for themselves, tender
for the unhappy natives, a splendid bard, before whom I bow with
respect, recruited from all social classes, and amongst whom I note
the son of our sympathetic colleague, M. Van Naeman; the mission-
aries have laboured incessantly on the Congo; much money has been
spent by them, through the charity of Belg%an Catholics. They have
sacrificed their health; many have died, or have only returned to die.

What did they go out there for? To collect ivory, rubber, or gold ?
Better than that. To receive substantial salaries?¥ To receive hon-
ours, or a name on the scroll of history? Better still. They have
received, and they receive every day, the blessings of the natives.
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They bring the word and the love of God to the land of Africa.
They are expanding Christian civilisation in the Congo—that is to
say, the civilisation which has made Europe. Thanks to the mis-
sionaries, thanks to the King, who opened the road for them, and
who appealed to them, deserving, therefore, the gratitude of all civil-
ised humanity, millions of negroes, plunged in an abyss of degrada-
tion, have seen the light which the Saviour brought into the world.
They have heard, and they have had practised towards them, the
law which dominates, and which at the same time summarises, all
divine teaching, “ Love one another.” Thanks to the missionaries,
. native customs in the ref'ion's which they evangelise have become
purer. The secular humiliation in which woman is placed has been
altered for a higher ideal, family life has taken hold in the Congo.
Monogamy has become respected. The native begins to understand
that from the law of work a higher social standard emanates. Chris-
tianity will put an end to the material and moral degradatior. of
gopulations plunged for many centuries in the backwash of bar-
arism, I do not wish to uselessly prolong my speech, but the House
will allow me to point out a single example of the zeal and success
attained by the Belgian missionaries. The small town of Baudouin-
ville, founded near Lake Tanganyika by the White Fathers, num-
bers to-day 300 families, formed of young negroes and negresses,
whom the White Fathers and the nuns have brought up and inure
to Inbour, Monogamy is the ubsolute rule, and prodices its benefi-
cent results. Whilst, under a polygamous régime, black women have.
usually only one child,* the three hundred young couples have alone
increased the population of Baudouinville to 1,700 souls, and it scems
that the process ;conti'nues'('luu%l;;eron the extreme left).

To these 1,700 souls have been added 300 other natives from
regions not worked by the missionaries; the 2,000 inhabitants of
Baudouinville cultivate, without any coercion, a thousand hectares
of land, and enjoy a material prosperity, which is incressing, and
which will develop if the State grants them other land. Gentlemen,
is not this a magnificent result? And should we not desire that
many cities like Baudouinville should exist on the Congo? Will it
not be due to such enterprises that civilisation will penetrate rt}pi'ily,
in a durable fashion, in the land of the black man? A few figures
will permit the House to realise the work accomplished by the Bel-
gian missionaries. P Sy T . e

Catholic missions in the Congo include at this moment 119 Priests,
51 Fathers, 88 Nuns, or a tbta% of 258 Missionaries, divided among
the White Fathers, the Premontrés, the Trappists, the Mission-
aries of Scheut, the Jesuits, the Redemptorists, the Fathers du
Oaur de Jesus, apart from the congregations of women. These
missionaries control 23,000 Christians whom they have baptised;
they instruct 54,000 Catechumens, and give instruction to more
than 9,000 children. They have 48 principal schools, 460 secondary
‘schools, farms, chapels, 'a%‘riciﬂtural colonies, apart from their hos-
pitals and their schools. They receive from Belgian Catholics proof
of the interest which the latter have in the Congo Missions, and spend
each year more than £24,000; 120 missionaries have died on the field.

*A highly questionable statement, to say the least. The census i{s also some-
what remarkable.
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What figures cannot show, is the admiration which is inspired in
the native%)y the apostolic life of these religious men, the veneration
and the confidence with which the latter are surrounded, the pro-
digious influence exercised upon the natives by the absolute unselfish-
ness of which the missionaries give an example. Such, ﬁantlemeh, is
the secret of their power. They are expanding the field of civilisa-
tion, withoul coercion, solely by their moral ascendancy, and one can
say that they alone really civilise the native, because too often certain
servants of the State, and certain agents of the Companies propagate
around them nothing but terror and hatred. ,

M. VaNDERVELDE:—You are associating yourself, my dear col-
league, with an infamous campaign of calumny! .

M. VeruarceN (—If you will wait a moment you will find that I
shall associate myself, presently, still more directly to what you
humorously call an infamous campaign of calumny. My intervention
is, for me, a question of conscience, and, moreover, I have never

thought that your gpeech was a campaign of calumny.

M. A, Daens:—You are right to speak the truth. ) -

M. VeruaeceN :(—How weighty is the testimony, gentlemen, coming
from men who are not of the Catholic faith, which confirms the state-
ments I have just made! Listen to what Commandant Lemaire, who
spent more than ten years in the Congo, has to say :— - ;

“Amongst magistrates, officers, agents of the State, and other white men In
Africa, there are some good, some medium, and some indifferent; but amongst
the missionaries there Is only one class—the good. 1f I mention them, you are .
compelled to belleve me, because I am not a bellever, I am even an infidel in
the fullest sense of the term. One often hears of civilisation; but the true civili-
satlon Is that to which the misslonaries consecrate their lives out there.”

Here is the testimony of another officer, who is also a Freethinker.
I find the evidence in the Carillon d’Ostende : ; ,
“In the Congo the missionarles are the only ones who work and clvilise. One
sees them with the negroes, cultivating their flelds, instructing. their children,
teaching them arts and crafts, and all this with an unselfishness which all

Europeans have been auble to admire . . . No, the missionarles do not abuse
the natives.  Without them, civilisation would not have made one step forward

on the Congo.” ;

Not less specific is the opinion of the celebrated traveller Jerome
Becker, already referred to. Commenting, in his book, ¢ The Life of
Africa,” on the easy and enviable lot of the English missionaries,
Jerome Becker adds:— .

“The lot of the Roman missionary Is not nearly so agreeable. The Catholle
Father who expatriates himself to bring the good news to barbarous peoples,
knows that the only help he can rely on Is that of his own industry. His devo-
tion will never be accounted to him in any profits. 1t is, therefore, his task
alone which enthuses himn, and makes him accomplish prodigles. He has not

only to take with him his Bible and his Breviary, but he will use the plough of
the peasant, the axe of the ploneer, the saw of the contractor and the bullder,

and the hammer of the engineer.”

But there is another testimony, more important and still more
authorised than those which I have cited; it is that of a dignitary of
the Anglican Church, Canon Isaac Taylor, who in an article entitled
“The Failure of Missionaries,” and published in the great English
periodical, T'he Fortnightly Review, thus expresses himself:

“And our methods are not only opposed to success, but they are absolutely

false. We must return to the methods which were crowned with such marvel-
lous triumphs in the centuries which saw the conversion of the Roman Empire.”
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%470 evangellse A(rlca;’f‘wrote»deneral Goi'do,n; from Khartoum, ‘vwe must
have aposties, men who, having abandoned everything—understand me well,
everything—men who are dead to the world' And General Gordon, gealous
Protestant that he was, never met anyone, unless it was a Roman misslonary,
who realised his ideal of the apostolic missionarles. In China he saw Protes-
tant missionaries, recelving comfortable salaries of £800 a year, and preferring
to stay on the coast, where they enjoyed European soclety and British comifort,
whilst Roman priests left Europe without any hope of return, and lived in the
interior of the country with the natlives, living their lives, These missionaries
are very far from their own country, without wife or child or salary, ‘without
comfort of any kind, without Huropean Soclety. That is why the priests suc-
ceed, as they deserve, while the Protestant missionarfes succumb.”

All those who are interested ij‘r‘.l"Coxigo affairs have read the com-
arison which M. Charles Buls, ex-Burgomaster of Brussels, has
rawn between the Catholic Missions and the Protestant Missions of

the Congo in his “ Croquis Congolais.” I will not read this to the
House, but I feel I must mention the following lines, in the Belgique
Coloniale, by M. Réné Vauthier, who is not a Catholic:— ‘

- “What strikes one at first sight, in regard to the Oatholic Mlssions, is the
apostolic character which their action manifestly shows. However much one
might wish to do so, one could not attribute to the latter any other object than
that of voluntary renunclation, suffering and sacrifice, lightly accepted, in view
of rewards not one of which will directly or immediately affect the author of
the good work at all. Pleasure {8 reduced to the success of the work of prose-
Iytism ; it is merged, so to speak, with the spiritual exaltation procurable
through raxth.f’ e , ,.

I might recall, also, the recent praise which Colonel Thys, whose
competence no one will discuss, has showered upon the missionaries,
especially those whom Monsignor Stillemans sent to the Con%o durm?
the construction of the railway, but I intend to limit myself, and
conclude with quoting from the Report of the Commission of Inquiry
the following sentence, which, while not constituting praise, is,
nevertheless, the finest testimony which can be given to the Congo
missionariest—

“The missionary listens to the native, helps him according to his means,
makes himselt the echo of all the complaints of the region; hence the astound-
ing influence which the missionarles possess in some parts of the country. It
exercises itsclf, not only amongst the natives within the purview of their
religlous propaganda, but often of the villages whose troubles they have listened
to. - The misslonary becomes, in the eyes of the native of the region, the only

representative of equity and justice.”* .
What T wish to establish, in placing before the House these numer-
ous testimonies, is that the missionaries deserve all the praise which
their conduct has won for them from men of independent character
who have not Catholic convictions. What the missionaries desem,f
say, i3 that particular care should be taken by those who are called
upon to pass an opinion upon their actions to discern truth from

* It Is a pity, purely from the point of view of truth, and not from the point
of view of the respective merlts of Catholic and Protestant missionaries, that
M. Verhaegen did not read out the whole paragraph of the Commission’s Re-
port; from which the above is a quotation. - We give, herewith, the opening sen-
tences of the sald passnge, which were suppressed by M. Verhaegen :— ,

“ Often, also, In _the reglons where Evangelical stations are established, the
native, Instead of going to the magistrate, his only protector, adopts the custom,
when he thinks he has a grievance against an agent or an executive officer, to
conflde in the missionary.” v

The above paragraph shows clearly that the Commissioners, in rendering this
tribute, were rendering it, not to the Catholic missionaries at all, but to the
Protestant missionaries! De gustibus non est disputandum. .
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error, and to judge sanely and with imnpartiality. And it is necessary
to say this, for we find that, without having weighed and checked the
value of the documents and of the testimony they received, the three
very distinguished men whom the Sovereign King instructed to make
an Inquiry into the conditions of the Congo State, blame severely
the Catholic missionaries, while they praise the Protestant missiona-
ries,® who, as a rule, have very little sympathy for the Congo State.
They also praise the arch enemy of Catholic propaganda-—the Prot-
estant missionary, Bentley, now deceased, By what double abbera-
tion of heart and of intellect did men of incontestable probity, men,
whose high and proud independence I bear witness to, consent to
blame, without serious inquiry, without contradictory examination, -
the Catholic heroes, the only civilizers of the natives, the finest
champicns of the civilising idea which presided at the foundations of
the Congo State. How could they cover with flowers the enemies
of the work of the King—the Protestant missionaries, who devote
the greater part of their time in preaching that English. supremacy
is the one Hource of prosperity and happiness open to the peoples of
tshe Congo State,t and in running down as far as possible the Congo
tate. o _ : L
I cannot explain such an attitude. Perhaps it is due to a prejudice,
too common, alas, among certain very distinguished and very honest
men, who call themselves Freethinkers, and who lose impartiality
fréeébm ‘and even lucidity of spirit immediately it is a question of
ap&recia?ting' Catholic works. Lot :
. VanperveLpe:—I should, however, point out to you that M.
Schumacher} is a Catholic, and not a Freethinker. e
M., VeraAEGEN :—I do not know the personal opinion of M. Schu-
macher, but I cannot find any other explanation than the one I have
given, and I still ask myself i;ow“ it can be that men so distinguished
as those who carried out the inquiry, should have passd such an
opinion on the subject of the missionaries, without examination,
and in the absence of all serious control. However that may be, I
do not propose to defend at any length the missionaries against the
attacks levelled at them. Fearing lest their honour should be affected
by unanswered calumnies, they have defended themselves so conclu-
sively, that the members of the Commission of Inquiry must to-day
regrét‘ that portion of their report. The missionaries have shown,
in effect: e , . TN , ‘
That the scholastic establishments do not violate either the spirit
or the text of the law; that the young married scholars are not
separated from their wives; that the adult scholars are not kept in
the missions by force; that the scholars are not ill-treated—we can-
not call ill-treatment the paternal application of slight corporal
chastisement (ironical laughter on the extreme left), when in
England, to cite only one example, this means of correction is still

* Yes, in the above passage so Ingeniously transposed by the honourable
member! It was a Catholic, not a Protestant Commission, ‘ ‘

+ M. Verhaegen would be hard put to it to produce reliable data to sub-
stantlate this assertion. Moreover, as the Protestant .missionaries—be they
all that the Hon. Member considers—are now proved to have spoken the absolute
truth, the Hon, Member would have exhibited a modicum of Christian charity
in acknowledging the fact. '

$ The Swiss member of the Commission of Inquiry.
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employed in all the schools of the country, and that the interested
parties themselves do not protest against the practice. The mis-
sionaries have also demonstrated that the natives inhabiting the
Chapel farms are not kept under strict tutelage; that the natives
who have left the missionary schools possess their tools in their own
riqht, and that the produce of their plantations and their poultry
belongs to them; that those who are protected by the missionaries
receive, when of age, the authority to marry; that it is odious to
assert that the object of the missionaries is to obtain abundant
labour—this is the worst of the charges—and that the *S)hilanthropic
- objects aimed at are thus gravely compromised. Finally, they have
shown that the wise rules which the members of the Commission of
Inquiry traced out for themselves, were not obserVed”bil them in
regard to the Catholic missionaries. Not a single one of the charges
formulated by the Commission of Inquiry against the missionaries
remains, It 19 true that a few days ago, a new accuser arose, M.
Felicien Cattier, in his book on the situation of the Congo State
reproaching the Catholic missionaries, in a passage which I shall
read fully to the Houset(—
“It {s from a higher point of view that the missionaries must be judged.
For thirteen years they have seen applied around them, with all its consequencles,
the system of the Inbour tax. They have seen the populntion decimated; they
have assisted, impassive, at the burning and pillage of villages.. They have
- held. thelr peace;, and have only had during this long period, praises for the
State, Their newspapers only published panegyrics of the Bovereign King,
¢ victorlous ' replies to the calumnies of Protestant missionaries. For this
error there Is no excuse,”

This act of accusation falls into two parts:— ,
1. The missionaries witnessed abuses committed by the State,
and held their peace. , .
- 2: Their newspapers published nothing but panegyrics of the
Sovereign King, until the Report of the Sommission appeared.
Let us examine, gientlemen;'théisé two complaints. Up to the Eiﬁes'ent,‘
~one missionary only has publicly replied to M. Cattier—I think he
did so in the name of all those there—Monsignor Roelens, Bishop of
D‘;ﬁrba, Apostolic Vicar of the Upper Congo, of the Order of the
White Fathers of Africa. He published a letter, which you can
find in the Bien Public of the 16th February last, and from which
I will make the following extracts. The quotation, gentlemen, is
somewhat lengthy, but it 1s a very interesting one, and as the ques-
tion at issue is the civilisation of the Congo, I hope that the House
will allow me to read it in ewtenso. Monsignor Roelens is, moreover,
‘a most attractive personality; son of a gardener in Western Flan-
ders, he has acquired special authority by his long sojourn in the
Congo, by his extensive experience and knowledge of the people
and things of that country. He has sacrificed his health in the
Congo, and has become an old man before his time. He deserves
the respect and the admiration of all humanitarians:—

“ Be good enough to glance,” says Monsignor Roelens, “at the map of the
Congo, and you will see that where exploitation is carried on excessively, in the
districts visited by the Commission of Inquiry, there are no Catholic Missions,
The agents have kept to thelr secret instructions, and have abstalned from all

violence in the proximity of the Catholic Missions. The Catholic missionaries
have not been the ocular witnesses of grave abuses, Abuses of a minor

- h
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Importance, which they have seen, they have brought to the attention of the
Government, and often the lutter took note of their complaints,  * But, it will
be sald, ‘did not the missionarles kiow the grave nbuses of which: to- -day the
agents or the Congo State are accused?’ It there were not here, In this country,
newspapers, rallways, commerecial relntions, would one know the crimes conr:
mitted at Orleans, Bordeaux, or Marseilles? Even to-day, does one know in
Brussels all the crimes committed in London? Now, in the: (”‘ougo, there is:no.
connection hetween the varlous districts, During my fourteen yenrs' stay in the
Congo, 1 have never known what took plice outside my sphere, save through
the. Buropean newspnpers,  The missionaries 'did not see committed around
them grave abuses, A few rumours which they had heard from varfous Hources
seemed to them, {n comparison with what they saw thewmrselves, so untrie, that -
the vehement charges brought by the English ngainst thelr Belglin’ compatriots
caused them indignation. Those who protested sald what they had seen, and
what they were assured was the case, The Protestant misslonnrim have tnkei
upon themselves to study ‘the country rather than to convert {ts inhablitants,
They have penetrated Into all the reglons where produce is being exploited.
The Interests of thelr cause led them to undertuke thereln veritible enquiries,
The agents of the State did not dare to oppose ‘this, because the mot d'ordre 13,
‘*Give way to the Englishmen,’*  If a Belgian missionary had wished to. pene-
trate into these arens, he would: ‘have bwm.qnlokly stopped. I he had allowed
himself to make an em}u!r,v nto the acts of officialy, hie would hive becen expelled,
and all the anti-Catholic Press would have shouted {n chorus agninst clerlcal
Interference, 'The Catholic misstonal not having seen the abuses In question,
it ‘was impossible for them to verify their existence, Would M. Cattler have
wished to see the missionarles distribute amongst the publi¢, accusations of
abuses which they had not witnessed, and which it was {mpossible for them to
control? We should not be asked so much as that! We prefer to leave such a
proceedins to the Commission of Inquiry, and to M. Cattler, The latter, more-
over, forgets what he wrote in his prerace. _* Whoever,’ he sald, ‘ had nsserted
a year ago a tenth part of the facts which to-day are deﬂnitely ‘established,
would have been prosecuted. He would have found himself in the position of
being unable to prove his charges, and his judges would have condemned him,
M. Cattler would have been the first to condemn a missionary who would have
been so bold as to do 80, and he would have been right.” +

*The lndgcmus lnnccurm'y of this statement umv be ostimnted tmm the f ot
that both the English and thé American Missions have been refused nny exten:
sion of their sites by the Congo’ Government, Fifty-two Evangelical misslon-
arfes, representing all the Evangelical Missfons in the Congo, and Including
representatives of Great Britain, Canada, United States, Sweden, Germany,
Norway and Denmark, passed a collective protest on the 11th Janum'y of this
year, in which the tollowlng parageaph appenrs:—

“ We also emphatlcally protest against the repented refusal to sell 3ites for
mission stations to our Socletles, contrnry to the plov!alons of the genoml nct of
the Conference of Berlin.” -

t I have no wish to do otbr: rwlse thnn to touch very brleﬁy ‘upon the attitude‘ -
of the Catholic missfonaries on the Congo. - Readers who are acquainted with
the Congo: ‘question, and who have fglloywed ‘the ‘question for the last ten years,
must judge for themsel es as to whether Monsignor Roelens’ defence meets the
cage. .I.will: content myselt with saying that Molmlgnor Roelens' defence would
have been stronger were it not for the unfortunate and incontestable fact that,
while the entire body of Roman Catholic missionaries on the Congo have. kat
silent, whether because, as Monsignor. Roelens says, they did not know what wils.
going on, or because various circumstances prevented thelr speaking out, n
certain number of Catholic missionaries, and some of considernble eminexwe,
have gone out of their way to deny fiacts brought forwird by the Protestunt
misslonaries, and since confirmed so abundantly and completely by the Commils-
sion of Inquiry. If, as Monsignor Roelens says, the Catholic missionaries did
not themselves know that these abuses existed, why did they necessurily con-
clude that their Protestant colleagues, worshippers of the same God as them-

- selyes, were deliberately committing perjury? Surely the cause of truth and
righteousness was not served by such an attitude? A case fn point {8 the
declaration of Monsignor Van Ronsle, Bishop of Thymbrium, Apostolic Viear
of the Congo State-—in other words, the head of all the Belgian misslonaries
in the Congo. This declaration constitutes the first annea attached to the
reply of the Congo Government to Mr. Casement’s Report (Notes sur le




48  CONGO DEBATE IN BELGIAN HOUSE OF BEPRESENTATIVES.

T was led, gentlemen, to try and meet Monsignor Roelens, and to
ask him if he had witnessed abuses in the Congo. Here is practically
~ what he replied to me :—During a stay of fourteen ’lyears' in the Congo,
~ he witnessed one solitary abusive act. He was told that hunger was
~ decimating the native carriers between Kassongo and Lake Tangan-

kaa,raﬁn’d that they were dying on the road at the rate of ten per cent.

Ile at once made an inquiry, and wrote a personal letter to the King-
Sovereign, in order to gain time, advising the latter to arrange for
the v,ictualling; of the carriers from Kassongo, from the Tanganyika
side, by the Eastern route. He obtained satisfaction, and the abuse
was suppressed, On the other hand, the Jesuit Fathers Cus and
Vanhencxthoven, also Con% ' missionaries, not having succeeded in
making themselves heard by the Commission of Inquiry, sent it,
‘before the Report was drawn up, a detailed memorandum, in which
they delt, inter alia, with the question of native land tenure. Father
Cus has published in the papers, and M. Vandervelde quoted from it
the other day, a letter which he wrote to M. de Cuvelier* on tho
9tl:, July, 1905, also an account of n elx{-y suggestive. conversation
which he had in June, 1905, with M, Kervyn, a Director in the
Congo State, concerning the claim of the administration to consider
as vacant and to seize lands belonging, in point of fact, to the
natives. From these documents, which, be it noted, are ante-
cedent to the publication of the Report, it:?al?pears ‘that the mis-
sionaries have defended with energy the rtlg ts and the interests
of the natives, when they 'had reason to think that these rights
and interests were threatened.t M. Cattier, who ignores these facts,
who has not established contact with the missionaries, has, there-

Rapport de M. Casement, Oonsul de sa Majesté Britannique). The declaration
is a reply to a series of letters, published in the West African Mail, from the
‘Rev. J. H. Weeks, and is an elaborate attempt to explain away the terrible -
data as . to depgpulation, cruelty, ‘mis-government, and oppression which
Mr. Weeks has enabled me, from time to time, to place before the world,
But Mr. Weeks' charges have since been fully confirmed by the Report of
the Congo Commission of Inquiry, and the Commissioners concluded that
be had proved his case, I simply ask this guestion, and 1 put it especialy
to Catholic readers: * Why did Monsignor Vin Ronsle, head of the Belgian
Catholic missionaries in the Congo, seek to discredit Mr. Weeks in the eyes
of public opinion, and make himselt the echo in his declaration of the stereo-

“typed arguments of King Leopold’s Congo Secretaries?’ Mr. Weeks is a
missionary of standing and repute, of nearly a quarter of a century’s experience
on the Congo, He i8 an honest, upright, sterling man. I know him, and would -
go balil for his integrity. He has been proyved right; Monsignor Van Ronsle
has been proved wrong. Another noteworthy fact, in connection with this
unhappy question, I8 the circumstance that while, to niy knowledge, not a single -
Protestant missionary has attacked the Catholic missionaries in the Upper
Congo foi not speaking out, the Protestant missionaries have been most shame-
fully attacked for years by the Cathollc organs in Belglum, and by Catholic
organs in England and America and other countries, these attacks continuing
until the appearance of the Report of the Commission of Inquiry, a Catholle
commission, which admitted, and under the circumstances generously admitted,
the splendid part played by Protestant missionaries on the Congo, a part which
M. Verhaegen disingeneously attempts to credit to their Catholic brethren.
Judgment on this painful subject must be left to the verdict of history.

* Principal Secretary of State to the Congo Government. NI
4 Father A. Vermeersch’s courageous and remarkable volume, which has

quite recently appeared, redounds to the honour of the author, and of the
Belgian Catholic Priesthood. It shows, very clearly, that many Catholic
missionaries on the Congo knew what was going on, and complained to the
local authorities. This fact, which Is to their credit, increases the peculiarity
of the attitude of the Roman Priesthood in Europe and in America prior to

" the appearance of the Report of the Iging’s Commission, _
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fore, simply calumniated them, and I am sorry for him. As for
the newspapers called “ missionary newspapers,” which M. Cattier
accuses of having published nothing but panegyrics of the Sovereign-
King, they have praised, and I hope they will continue to praise;
all which deserves praise on the Congo. Not to recognise the
5randeuzj of the royal work; to forget the primitive state of the
ongo, such as it was described by Livingstone, when the caravan
routes were strewn with negro skeletons;* to forget the long and
costly anti-slavery crusade, the suppression of the slave trade, the
retreat of cannibalism, the construction of the railway, the inter-
dicgion of alcohol, the establishment of cities which prosper, and
ste#mship lines which develop themselves; to forget, especially,
the opening of the black continent to missionaries, and to civilisa-
tion; not to recognise that this gigantic work deserves the praise
and gratitude, not only of all men with a heart, but of every
civilised man, and that 1t justifies what M. Cattier calls, improperly,
the panegyrics of the missionaries; is to refuse to recognise facts,
is to be ungrateful, is to be unjust (applause on the right). More-
over, gentlemen, M. Vandervelde quoted a week ago anything but
ranegyrics of the Sovereifm‘l(ing, notably when he read to the
ouse extracts from the Mowuvement des Missions Catholiques au
Congo. 1In respect to this review, and the extent to which it may be
called a missionary review, a point which was brought up, if I am
not mistaken, by M. A, Daens last Tuesday, I have informed myself,
and I learn thut'the‘mview is the work, not of missionaries, biut of a
committee interested in missions. The collaboration of the mission-
aries consists solely in the letters, which are generally signed, which
they authorise the review to”pubiish. The majority of the mission-
aries, moreover, have their own publications. Thus, the Jesuit

* As they are now, but on' a much' larger scale, and with this difference,
that the bodles are generally thrown into the adjoining bush for the sake
of appearances, On the Kasango-Kamambarre caravan route, passing through
the great-Manyema country, the stench arising from the dead bodles of carrlers
is 80 excesslve and habitual that the Itallan officers have, with grim humour,
applied to It the special term, ** Manyema perfume.” Let the revelations in the
Tilkens casc be referred to (Belgian debate, 1003), for a similar picture of the
Great Nile caravan road.. In the old days the slaves who perished on the roads
formed part of convoys, the remnants of which, upon arriving at destination,

~ were regarded as assets by thelr owners, and treated as such. It was horrible,
but not so horrible as the state of affairs to-day, For the Congo carrier of
to-day has never finished; not for him is the comparatively joyous life of the
plantation slave, or the still more easy life (by comparison) of the domestic
servant, under the doniestic slavery system of the Arab, Obtained by meana
abominably cruel, the slaves of the Arab ivory merchant formed, nevertheless,
vast nreas of cultlvation; the Arabs were colonisers; witness the huge centres
of population they brought into existence—ruthless colonisers, but still colonis-
ers, for they were part of the land, and, had they merely destroyed, they would
have been making of their own habitation a desert. Theirs was the wealth of
agricultural produce, of great producing towns, Ivory Is all they had In com- -
mon, as an asset, with those who have succeeded them. But the wealth of thelr
successors lies In obtaining, in the quickest possible time, in the main a single
product—rubber. They are not attached to the soll, Thelr object Is purely
mercenary——and for objects far removed from Africa, They do not stand to. get
rich by Africa getting richer; on the contrary, the more they can squeeze out of
Africa, the greater their.profits, With them riches mean Africa's lmpoverish-
ment,  Hence they do not destroy, to construct under different forms, as did
the Arab; they merely destroy. The naturally richest part of the Congo terri-
torles, to-day, where the native owns more, is the part where Arab intluence
still prevails; but this part, too, is rapidly sharing the fate of the remainder.

.8, Doc. 139, 59~2—4



80 ' coNago DEBATE IN BELGIAN HOUBE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

Fathers ggblish “the Missions Belges de la Compagnie de Jesus
Congo, Bengal, Ceylon). After having briefly recalled these facts
gentlemen, I do not hesitate (however weak may be the authority of
my testimony) to address to the missionaries the profound homage
of my admiration: “ Continue in your civilising work, valiant pio-
neers of Christ. ~ You do Belgium honour. Do not let diseourage-
ment invade your souls; congratulate yourselves, rather, for attacks -
‘which will have compelled your few opponents to study closely: your
work. Light is fortlﬁ?oming, and to every impartinl man it will not
be the Catholic missionaries who will emerge from the inquiry upon
the Congo, lessened in the eyes of the world, Such will be, exglu-
sively, certnin agents of the State, and of the Compuanies, guilty of
abuses which are no longer ‘daniéti, and which the Minister himself
has called ¢ grave and regrettable,” and which the Commission has
pointed out with a firmness and moderation, and independence of

character, for which we ought to be very grateful.”

. Tt is to-day made clear that if the civilisation of the «'Ccngfo natives
does not progress; if in many places it seems compromised for a long
time; if the Protestant missionaries easily find causes for complaints,
which permit them to decry the Goyernment of the Congo State, and
enable them to boast of the superior humanity and generosity of
England; if, in certain regions, the gﬂ‘oPulation'isgoing, own, instead
of increasing; if morality around the official stations is worse than
before the arrival of the white man; the present administration of
the Congo State has serious things to answer for. I shall be told,
perhaps, that I exaggerate. I should look upon exaggeration as a
crime, Profound admirer of the civilising thought which inspired

the K irig,’ ‘admiring hlqenarfy and his perserverance, T woul( sny
more, admiring his genius—I fga‘ve public testimony to my sympa-
thies in the Congo work by signing, a few vears ago, the Bill proposed
bﬁi the Hon. M. Beernaert, relating to the immediate annexation of
the Congo by Belgium. But I am compelled, as all honest men must
be compelled, to bow before the evidence of facts:— R
~““The Congo State,” thus It i the Report exprosses itself In conclusion, * owex
it to itself to introduce as roon ns possible the reforms which we have suggested.
.+ .. Notably the interpretation of a larr‘oi@nd‘ liberal application of the land
laws, the effective application of the law llmiting the labour tax to forty hours
per month, the suppression of the sentry system, the suppression of the permits
for the capitas to carry arms, the withdrawal of the right of coercion conferred
upon the commerclal companies, supervision over military expeditions, and the
freedom of the Judiciary from administrative tuteluge.” Gl o

" Tt is not I, gentlemen, who have traced this programme, which con-
stitutes the counterpart of a formidable act of accusation. It is
“sufficient, moreover, to remember the extracts of the Report read to
the House last week by M. Vandervelde, in order to be convinced that
the Sovereign of the Congo State is, perhaps, not served at this
moment as he ought to be, It is not the laws which he has passed
which are subject to criticism (they form a remarkable legislative
whole) ; it is their application which has become bad, tyrannical,
anti-Christian. ; S A o

“If the legislation had been applied in the spirit in which it was drafted,”
sald, last week, the Minister for Foreign Affalrs, * this application would have
resulted in preventing the abuses pointed out by the Commission of Inquiry.”*

*The abuses are the necessary and Inevitable result of the fundamental
claims of the Congo Btate to the land and the products of the soll embodied
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Such is also my opinion, I shall not return, gentlemen, to the
grave facts brought out in the Report of the Commission of Inquiry,
and which the }fouse knows. I wish to touch on one matter, which
has not been pointed out by the Commission of Inquiry, but which
has led to many energetic representations on the part of the mis-
sionaries, e L

The State, having undertaken the free transport from one station
to another of the legitimate wives of the soldiers und workmen
whom ‘it desires to shift from place to place; found, after a time,
that the expense was too heayy. The State drew up, therefore,
alongside the civil marriage recognised by the Code, free unions
which are foreign to the Code. ft. is a species of officially-recog-
nised concubinage, but of a temporary duration, and forced, so to
speak, upon the soldiers and wm‘l](men when they arrvive at a station.
\-bhen ‘they are removing they are not allowed to take away with
them the female companions with whom they have lived for a few
months, Such a régéme is the direct negative of the civilising
views of the Sovereign-King. It can only contribute to decreasing
the respect in which regular marriages are held, and in lessening
their number even among the natives who are most closely amenable
to State influences—soldiers and workmen. It tends, moreover, to
compromise gravely the work of civilisation, for a paltry matter of .
money.* L | . i

Gentlemen, when one has gone to the root of things, one acquires
the conviction that the Congo State is not served at this moment by
a sufficiency of competent men, men with high and humanitarian
views, with civilising tendencies, such as were the servants of the
State when the King founded it.f I am well aware that neither
Belgium nor the other signatory Powers of the Act of Berlin has
the right to interfere in.the internal administration of the Congo
State, and 1 do not dream of inviting the Government to do so,
but I am entitled to note what the Minister for Foreign Affairs
said himself (and in the same terms as he used), that “ the Congo,
watered with our blood, must remain a Belgian work.,” But
might be allowed to add, “ must remain a work worthy of Bel-

ians.” T am also entitled, basing myself upon the close solidarity
which exists, in practice, between Belgium and the Congo, to ex-
press publicly the wish that a more generous, a higher and more

in its legisiation, - 'The laws subsequently passed to correct the abuses inherent
to that legislation are laws for FKuropean consumption. The Congo State
nppears In the light of a man, who, having lit a great conflagration, and
seelug the havoe which that conflagration Is causing, but desiring for his own
purpose that the contlagration itself shall be maintained, sits.at n table, at a
convenlent distance from the tlames, and drafts a number of plous regulations,
in which he seeks to remedy the extent of its depredations. .

* More usefully spent, no doubt, in the " civillsing views of the Sovereign-
King,” in subsidising newspapers and public men, paying commissions on
rubber to officials, and purchasing material of war, . S L

t That Is true, but why? Because the policy of the State, frow its founda-
tion to 1800, was professedly humanitarian, and King Teopold surrounded
himself at that time with men of high calibre, belonging to various countries.
But from 1800 onwards, the King’s policy was seen with increasing clearness
to be a policy of mere plllage, and such a policy could only be carried out by

men of an Inferlor type.
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Christian, a more worthy inspiration of Belgium and its King, and,
to sum up, a more humane inspiration; should henceforth ap-
plied to the Congo administration. It has been sought to reply
‘to the reproaches addressed to the Congo State, by pointing out
that other Powers, and, in particular, France and England, treat
the natives of their Colonies even worse. This, gentlemen, is a
detestable argument. Even if this were so, the Congo State owes
it to itself, if it wishes to maintain the sympathies of Belgians,
and that is a very important matter for it, not to imitate the bad
examples of others, and to act paternally towards beings who, if
they are black and barbarians, are none the less men like us, and
our brethern. I fear much (I see it with sorrow) that Belgian
public opinion, which has become so favourable to the great work
of the King, will end by turning away from it, if the Congo State
does not make up its mind to treat the natives as they are treated
with so much success by the missionaries, and if it does not seek
to raise them morally as well,’asl\materialiy.y Finally, this is what
I ask, and this is the measure in which I associate myself with
the proposals of M. Vandervelde. I note that the Minister for
Foreign Affairs sent the Report of the Congo Commission of
Inquiry to all the Signatory Powers of the Berlin Act, thus
placing under the eyes of numerous Governments the grave charges
sgainst Belgian citizens, who have the right to its protection.
eir position as Christian Missionaries assures special pro-
tection to them, by virtue of Article 6 of the Act of Berlin, If
it be true that the Minister, or his Department, has forwarded
this document, he will kindly say so. But, in that case, he will
no doubt take in hand-—unless he has done so already,  which I
should learn with great satisfaction—* the essential interests” of
Belgian subjects—to quote once again the expression of the Duke of
Wellington; and he will, perhaps, be good enough to ask the Congo
State to dissipate the bad 1mpression which may have been produced
upon these Powers through the unjust criticisms formulated against
the missionaries by the Commission of Inquiry. That is a duty
which appears to me to be demanded by a care for our national
honour, and I invite the attention of the House to it. Do we not
see, when the essential interests of an Englishman are jeopardised
by any Power, that England immediately takes his part, and exacts
reparation? Do not all States act in the same way? Why. should
not Belgium also fulfil this duty? The honour of the missionaries,
their professional honour, has been z‘*g‘ragve,lg affected by the Report
of the Commission, a Report demanded by the Congo State,
published by it, and despatched to the Powers. I do not formally
propose any method whereby satisfaction may be granted. I
suggest, however, the followmg method, which to some extent
explaing itself. M. Vandervelde asked the House that all the
evidence, and all the documents, collected by the Commission of
Inquiry, should be published, and placed in the hands of members.
For my part, I look upen this publication as useless, in regard to the
accusations of the Report, which no one disputes—that is to say, its
conclusions relating to the Congo State itself. But the case is not
the same in regard to the conclusions relating to the missionaries,
and I should see with much satisfaction the Minister asking the
Congo State to publish the documents and evidence produced on the
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- subject of Catholic missionaries and missions. I think I can guar-
- antee to him that this measure will not be opposed by the interested
parties, and that it would not be necessary, in such a publication
to suppress any names! The missionaries demand proudly that fully’k
- and complete light shall be thrown upon their actions and their work.
These documents, and this evidence, accompanied by the reply which
the missionaries might be asked to make to them, should then be
transmitted to the Powers as a sequel to the Report, in order to allow
them to judge of the worth of the complaints'made against the mis-
sionaries. 1 repeat, I do not make this a formal proposal. I throw
out the suﬁestwn; and I should feel satisfied with any other means
which the Minister might adopt, to obtain from the Congo State the
“reparation due to Belgian citizens, unjustly accused through that
State. If the Minister is unable to glyant, me satisfaction, or rather
to grant the missionaries s 1, I should probably be compelled
to put forward a resolution, and to b ]g the House to vote it, and to
take in hand itself the interests of Belgian citizens, who uphold the
‘flag of our national ho go.. I associate myself with

lag of our na our on the Congo.
the demand of M.

Satié)fa(ztidni;e

nd of M., Vandervelde to sce the House placed in a position
to discuss before long the Bill of the 7th August, 1901, on the gov-
ernment of the future Colonial possessions of Belgium. I associate
myself with this demand on the grounds mentioned by M. Vander-
‘velde. I.cannot at present, however, endorse his proposal to see
“ the House name a ;Bomnﬁésion‘, instructed to make an inquiry on
the financial consequences which might result for Belgium through
the ultimate annexation of the_-'Congo.” Such an inquiry appears
to me premature; It would, no doubt, be necessary when the gues-
tion of taking over the Congo is re-opened, and we should then have
to study the financial situation of the Colony. | e
M. Loranp:—If this eventuality were produced by the death of
the King, you would not have the time to proceed. - :
M. VErRHAEGEN :—But we should take the time, my dear colleague.
M. Loranp:—How? Where will you find a stipulation analogous
to that of the civil code, which would assure us even three months
to make an inventory, and forty days to deliberate on it? -
- M. VanperveLpE :—This Commission of Inquiry would have, obvi-
ously, to go to the Congo. How is it possible that it should do so in
the event which I pointed out, and which M. Lorand has recalled?
M. Vernarcen :—I cannot examine at this moment what duties
would have to be fulfilled by this Commission, but 1 confine myself
to quoting & part of your proposal, and placing myself from the one
_point of view of the financial consequences which might result for
us from the annexation of the Congo. When the question crops up,
we shall have the time to examine it, and we will take the time.
- M. Avraro:—Noyno.- g
M. Loranp:—We should certainiy not have the time. We should
‘be told that the sovereignty of the Congo cannot remain uncertain,
or 1‘\[{)rovisio_naLand that it has to be taken or left.
M. VeraaeeeN :—Make your mind, easy, my dear colleague; you
will find no one in this part of the House to do what is vulgarly
called in Flanders, “ buy a cat in a bag.” What I ask the Govern-
ment finally is to invite, in a friendly way, the Congo ‘State to com-
municate to the signatory Powers of the Act of Berlin, the resolu-
tions which will shortly be taken, if I am well informed, by the
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Jommission instructed to point out the reforms to be accomplished
in the Congo. I hope, also, that the members of the House will
receive the text of these resolutions. I express this hope because
I do not share the suspicions of M. Vandervelde towards the Com-
mission for Reforms. I am convinced that these resolutions will
be characterised by generosity, by a real Belgian spirit, and by a
strong reforming zeal. I hope that the Congo State will profit by
the salutary humiliation which has been inflicted upon its admin-
istration by the Commission of Inquiry, and will deem its own
honour involved in guttingza stop to all the abuses which have been
pointed out. If, officially, we are not called upon to trouble our-
selves about, nor to answer for the treatment inflicted upon the
natives of the Congo, our honour, ajndj‘thé’good name of Belgium, is
interested in a country governed by our King, and administered to
a great extent by Belgians, and that it must be worthy of the
gz;tee}lln,a;lid the confidence of civilised humanity (applause on various

nches). . ~ : :
Tue Speaker:—M. Bertrand is in command of the House.

SPEECH BY M. BERTRAND.

M. Bertranp :—Gentlemen, the Congo State can, obviously, be
looked upon from a dual point of view; the moral point of view,
and the economic and financial point of view. My hon. friend,
M. Vandervelde, was’plrinc‘(i]p‘allv concerned, in his speech of last
Tuesday, with the moral side of this enterprise. I s ould like to
insist, briefly, on the financial question. But, before doing so, I wish'
to refer in a few words to the attitude of the bel ian Minister in this
matter, and then to the system which, in my opinion, would be most
favourable to apply in the Congo. Last Tuesday, after the speech
made in such moderate terms by my friend Vandervelde, we heard a
discourse which had been prepared in advance, and which was read to
us hy the Minister for Foreign Affairs. This discourse was in bad
form, and exaggerated. What did the Minister for Foreign Affairs
tell us, and what have the other Ministers of the King told us before!
-That my friends, Vandervelde. Lorand, and the others were to be
looked upon with suspicion! Why? Because we are Republicans,
and have fought the Congo enta?r,ise from the beginning. This is
absolutely false. My friends and myself have only been moved by
feelings of pity for the natives. But what is the use of insisting
upon this? M. de Favereau, in defending, by order, the Congo

‘system, was embarrassed, and he brought turward no serious argu-
ments to defend it, but confined himself to insinuating things against
my friend Vandervelde. But I do not think he succeeded, I admit
that for ten years the present Ministers have pretty well succeeded
in influencing public opinion in their favour, as regards the Congo
enterprise, They declared that the Socialists were fighting this
enterprise because they were Republicans, and enemies of the King.
They declared that we were acting for Liverpool merchants; that
we'wished'toshelﬁ‘fm'ei mers against a. Belgian work. But, gentle-
men, everything has its limits, and to-day the Congo system, whose
praises the Be gian Ministry have not ceased to sing, is condemned
not only by us Socialists and Liberals, but by the Catholic Press, by
Catholic missionaries, and, in the spesch to which you have just lis-
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tened, M, Verhaegen criticised this enterprise, and demanded, as we
demand, that serious reforms should be introduced into the present
organisation of the Congo State. Listen to what some clerical organs
say. This is what Le Patriote* said only a few days ago:—

“ What made ‘M. Vandervelde's Interpellntion necessary? The system of
- brigandage lustalled In the Congo by the Congo State, n system denounced for
twelve years by Le Patriote, a system of which the infumies have been pointed
‘out by the Commission of Inquiry named by the King, Italy has refused to
neecept any longer her part of the responsibility, through her officers in those
reglons, It has been sald, both for the honour of the Italian natlon and for
the respect which the Italian army owes to Itself, not even nn officer \ve
will be authorised,.in future, to tuke service in the Congo.. Hugland, backed
by Gerniany,t compelled the Soverelgn of the Congo State to bring nbout an
Inquiry, and the Commission appointed by the Soverelgn-King has adopted
nearly all the charges of the Euglish missfonaries whom the Congo State
instructed its Press to denotince, as abominable ealumniators, ns ploneers of a
campalgn of defammtion, In order to ensure the annexation of the Congo by
Fugland. These facts dominate the controversy: they deatroy all the tactics
of M. de Faverenu during the last ten years.” : T ,

Why, we have never been so violent as that! Le Bien Public,
which imjc‘l; never attacked the Congo, which had, on the contrary,
defended it, published the following words in November last, after
_ the publication of the Report of the Commission named by the Gov-

ernment:— R ;
_“When It is a matter of charges brought ngalnst the Sta
is_much more reserved. It does not receive them without \ng
without pleading extenuating circumstances, withiout attempting to weaken. the -
value of the welght of evidence, and this Is precisely what glves to the conclu-
slona of its report, as regards the.udministration of the country, an excep-
tlonal gravity, The abuses which exist in the Stat  such that, notwith-
standing ‘{ts ‘appearance of special plending, the Report constitutes the most
crushing indictment which has been formulated hitherto against the agents of
the State. It Is outrageous .that, after this, an attempt should be made to
invert the parts, and to place on the hench of the accused, not the State, but
the misslonaries, whom no one has attacked untll to-day. 'We shall defend the
misslonaries, buman dignity, and the natural rights of the natives, and of -
- religlous truth.  Now, the system actually prevalling in the Congo—we do not

speak of the laws and decrees, but of the way In which these laws and decrees
are applied—the actunl system on the (‘ongo Is the primary obstacle to the

Commisslon
wining them,:

uplifting of the native.” , .
~On their part, the Catholic ‘missionaries, and the publications
~ which represent the Catholic missions, have been equally emphatic,
- far more violent, certainly, than was M. Vandervelde a” week ago in
this House, and this, gentlemen, is what is called a “ campaign of
calumny,” which for vears we have been accused of carrying on.
To-day the so-called calumniators are legion. . . . .
Congo.  The history of colonial policy on the Congo is divided
into :Athré@ésiatts:j the first period, from 1885 to 1801, may be called
the Liberal ’

al period; the second period, from 1891 to 1901, can
“be called the fiscal period; and after that we find the Monopolist
period. The capitalistic world prefers, before all, the Liberal
system, that of commercial liberty. This system can be defined
as follows: the country pays all the cost of the enterprise, and
financial and commercial Companies reap millions. All sacrifices

% Le Patriote ia not a religlous organ, but an organ of the Party in the
8tate known by the somewhat misleading epithet of * Clerical I’arty.” It has,
I am told, the largest circulation of any paper in Belgium,

t This ir inaccurate.
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are to be made by the metropolis for the benefit of a few dozen
people, who rapidly get wealthy, to the detriment of their fellow-
countrymen, and to the detriment of the natives, whom they often
odiously exploit.* We, gentlemen, are the adversaries of this
system. The second system consists in making the State owner
of a portion of its domain, which it exploits for its profit, leaving
the remainder to private people. This is what took place in the
Congo from 1891 to 1901. = Finally, gentlemen, the Congo has
been ex‘r]onte’d in later vears after the system which is called
the “collectivist system.” The collectivism which we preach, we
Socialists, is a collectivism working to benefit the nation—that is
to say, all the citizens who compose it. That which is in opera-
tion in the Congo is for the profit of one man, the Sovereign-King.
It reposes upon the exploitation of the natives, and the Belgian
taxpayer. In practice 1t is carried out as follows. The greater
ortion of the territory belongs to the Congo State, and to the
Sovereign personally, hoth being on:. Tt is a collective property,
which has been formed by the brutal expropriation of the collective
property of the ngfives, which was in existence for centuries.
Another part of the territory has been handed over to Concession:
aire Companies, who exploit it in the name of the Congo State,
and who divide the profits with the latter, even to the':‘eX’téhtf‘~0‘1
one-half. Finally, a very small part of the territory is left free to
Companies, or to native owners. I cannot :criticise, personally,
colonial exploitation for the profit of the State. Tt ought to mean
the development of the country for the benefit. of the natives, and
with their help the State. as exploiter, might, in my og‘inion,._be‘
much more humane than the Companies. However, the Congo -
State, as the Commission of Inquiry points out, has exploited the
natives, in a literal sense, for purposes of gain. It has employed
the most odious means, and the money thus fao%lgred,__instead
of serving the Colony, has been squandered in Belgium. The
principle of State exp’foita‘tion -is not_criticisable, but the means
employed have been obviously disgraceful.t It is a singular thing,
gentlemen, that the most emphatic adversaries of the system of the
monopoly system in Belgium, our Ministers at the head of them
declare themselves, so far as the Congo is concerned. the;’devoted
upholders of a system of State exploitation. In Belgium, free
monopolies have been granted to private companies. Tt is thus that
rivate companies have been granted the monopoly of the National

nk, certain railways, the monopoly of coal mines, tramways,
~ etc., whereas in the Congo the contrary svstem is defended. There
we find a large domain, exploited by the State, is' justified; and
it is considered excellent that the administration of the Congo State
should pocket half the profits realised by the Concessionnaire Com-
‘panies. How can this contradiction be explained? "It can only

ank, certain railways, the mon

‘ ary system is def

*It would be difficult to crowd a grenter mumber of racles into a
ugle sentence. The weakness of many Soclalist critics Il sely here, that
they have not studied and do not comprehend elther the problems, the neces-
sitles, duties, or responsibilities of colonlal action {n tropical dependencies, . -
.-+ In what sense can the Congo enterprisc be called a * State,” when the
citizens of that State, e. g., the natives of the country, have not only no volce
in the management of its affairs, but have been robbed of everything which
constitutes citizenship even in primitive communities? - : .
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be explained by concluding that the Belgian Ministers are more
devoted to the King than to the Belgian State; that they understand
perfectly well what is profitable to the King; but that they do not
wish anything of the kind for Bel]'giu'm, whose interests they com-
promise to benefit the capitalist classes. T bring my remarks on
this point to a conclusion by putting the following question: Wh
do you refuse, you Belgian Ministers, to apply in Belgium the
régime of State ownership which you defend in the Congo for the
benefit of the Sovereign-King ‘{’hy[do you refuse to apply the
system, which concedes certain enterprises to. private Companies,
with State. participation in the profits? In a few days you will
have the opportunity, when we discuss the system to be adopted
for working the Campine Mines, to show us why you do not recognise
in Belgium a system which you find good on the Congo. S
-Gentlemen I will. now deal with the chief point I wish to touch
upon, namely, the financial consequences which may accrue to Bel:
gum ‘through the system at present existing in the Congo State.
At the beginning, .in 1885, when for the first time the question of
iving to the King of the Belgians the title of Sovereign of the
ngo State was discussed in the House and the country, very
solemn promises were made to us.- The Congo, it was then said,
would never cost Belgium anything, and would be very profitable
to Belgium. - A few vears later, in 1800, the question of a direct
pecuniary intervention of the Belgian Treasury, on behalf of the
Congo State, was mooted. Belgium advanced the Congo State 25
million francs, without interest, a sum which was_to be paid at the
rate of five millions in 1890, then two millions per annum for ten
years, In 1896 a new loan of 64 millions was granted by Belgium
to the Congo State. In 1891, on the strength of théjé,onvention
concluded between the Congo State and Belgium, when the loan
of 25 millions in 1890 was contracted, we were in the position of
being able to take over the Congo or wait, and it was stipulated
in the Convention, drafted by M. Beernaert, that in case the CO"%O
was not taken over in 1891, Belgium could exact interest on the
capital advanced by. her, which would have amounted to 1,000,000
francs per annum. I had the honour of interpellating the Chan-
cellor of the Exchequer on the 28th*February,f1905.7ex:x'ctl)i ‘a year
ago, on the responsibilities which might accrue- to Belgium through
tl%: financial situation of the Congo. . In the course of that interpel-
lation, T dwelt especially on the danger in which Belgium was in-
volved, in respect to the Congo Stite, from the financial point of
view. Tt is not open to question that the Congo State is becoming .
very seriously_indebted, . Since it became froe to borrow without
control, and without authority from the Chancellor of the ;Exché«}uer,( ‘
it has undertaken several loans for several millions. These millions
have not been spent in the Congo, to develop the country, and to
improve the lot of the natives; but they have been spent in fielgium.
ansi“ha’ve‘ been utilised in executing sumptuous works, and in
buying real estate. That was the theme of my speech a vear. ago.
hat did the Chancellor of the Exchequer, who is also the Prime
Minister, reply to me on that occasion? He accused me, as usual,
of exaggerating to make my own case good, or of having been mis-
taken, or of trifling with figures. Now, all that I affirmed a year
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ago is verified to-day by the data contained in M. Cattier’s book.
is is how M. Cattier criticises the action of the Congo State:—

“To escape all control,” he says, “that is the desire of the financlal depart-
ment of the Congo State, The detalls which are furnished help to dissimulate
truth, rather than make it appear.” e

That is precisely the position. In the Bwlletine Officiel of the
~Congo State, the Congo State’s Bu(.liget_ is published, but hitherto
- the Congo State has never published a single account. Now, what does

this Budget contain? Nothing but mere estimates. One cannot
arrive at an estimate of the real condition of the finances of a State
until its accounts have been published, because only when that is done
can one ascertain if the estimates of receipts and expenditure have
~ been realised or not, and to what extent.* Now, although-the Congo
- State has published a Budget every year for the last fifteen years, up

to now not a single official publication has ever been made of the ac-
counts of the State, and it is indispensable that this should be done.
The financial history of the State falls into three distinct periods.
The first is the period which M. Cattier calls the period of prudence.
s from 1885 to 1890; the second i the period of tutelage, as a_conse-
~quence of the Convention drafted by the House in 1890: the third is
the period of wastefulness, During the first period, the main idea
~'was not to create an onerous situation for Belgium, in case of annexa- -
_ tion. Thus, the loan of 1888, on the lottery system, was organised in
such a way as not to cost the Treasury of the Congo State anything,
~ for the guaranteed fund is sufficient to insure interest on the
sinking fund. The second period opened with the Convention of
~the 3rd July, 1890. At this time the Congo State undertook to
turnish Belgium with all necessary information, and niot to contract
any loan without the consent of the Belgian Government. This
~Convention held good until 1891, What took place then? Hardly
was the Convention signed, hardly had the pledges been under-
taken, than the Congo State violated them by contracting a loan in
secret with M. de Browne de Tidge, and it was only in 1896 that the
House and the country were informed of this infringement of the
State’s undertakings. One fine day the Congo State, wanting money
“to reimburse M. de Browne Tidge, came to Belgium, and obtained,
by a law voted by the majority of this House, a credit of 5,000,000
francs, to reimburse M. de Browne de Tiége, and another credit of
a million and a half to make good certain deficits in the Budget of
the current year. Once more, then, it was Belgium that paid! We
now arrive at the third period. The latter is characterised, first of
all, by a loan of 50 millions at four per cent., made by virt
Decree of the Sovereign-King, dated 15th October, 1901. This loa
was contracted, I must add, after the Congo State found itself freed
from the control of Belgium, and able to borrow witho e author-

ity of the Belgian Government. Two years and a half later, in
February, 1904, a new Decree of the Sovereign-King was issued,
authorising the Congo State to contract a new loan of 30 millions, at
three per cent., that is to say, in less than two years and a half from

*In Father Vermeerach’s book will be found tables, showing that in the
last tiwwo years, the net revenues of the State (including the Domaine de lo
QOouronne) have produced, out of rubber and ivory alone, £1,000,000 sterling '
in excess of the estimates.—Vide Congo Reform Assoclation’s May organ. ‘
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the time the Congo State obtained its financial liberty, from the time
that it was no longer subjected to the control of this House, from the
time that it had no longer to obtain the authorisation of the Chan-
cellor of the Exchequer to contract loans; in two years and a half
this State borrows a sum of 80 millions. But this is not all, In
1901 the same State incurred an indirect debt of 26 millions, At that -
time there was constituted in Belgium the Great Lakes Railway,
thanks to a concession granted by the Cong‘o State to M. Empain*
and others, The capital was 25 millions. The Congo State guaran-
teed, during a great number of years, a minimum of interest to this
Company at four per cent. I may mention, in parenthesis, that two
members of this House, on the benches of the Right, are adminis-
trators of this Company. We must, therefore, add this indirect debt
of 25 millions to the 80 millions borrowed on the strength of the
decrees of the King-Sovereign. I may mention, in passing, that

Belgium guaranteed to this 1904 loan, a minimum interest of four
per cent., whereas Belgium borrows herself at three per cent.t More-
over, the loan of three per cent., concluded in 1904, was taken by a
syndicate of Belgian bankers at the price of 72 francs per 100 francs
~ ghare. - The consequence of this is that Belgium will have to reim-
burse 100 francs per share, when, in point o Suct; the Congo State
‘will have received for these shares only 72 francs per share. [t would
seem from this, either that the bankers have very little confidence in
the Congo State, or that they determined to make the best of a given
situation for their own benefit. e T e |
~Gentlemen, T was saying a moment ago that the Congo State pub-
lished each year in its Bngletin 0?"‘26’, the Budget for the following
year, but that it has never published its- annual accounts. Tt is
therefore, very difficult to know exactly, from a financial point osf
view, what is the true situation of the Congo State, to know pre-
cisely the actual figure of this debt. The number of shares issued on
the loans contracted cannot be obtained without elaborate calcula-
tion. By taking into account the figures inscribed in the Budget of
the State, for t%e annual interest on the current louns, my friend
Vandervelde, a week ago, basing himself upon data in M, Cattier’s
book, declared that the debt of the Congo State amounted to 103
millions. M. de Favereau said that this figure was false. Asked to
state. what the real figure was, he was compelled to state that he did
not know it! Now it seems to me, gentlemen, that when one man
states that a figure quoted by another man is false, he should know
the exact figure, M, de Favercau did not know it. How then can
we- explain the attitude of the Minister for Foreign Affairs? My

friend Vandervelde, who is sitting by me, has just told me that the
Minister merely repeated what he had been told to do. Such a rile
1s a very pitiful one for a Belgian Minister (laughter on the benches

of the extreme qut) . .

* A banker, on terms of intlmacy with the King. S y
1 This is either a stenographic error, or the speaker means that, In case of
annexation, Belglum will have to pay four per cent..on this money, it belng
obvious, of course, that it was not Belgium, but the Congo State, which guar-
anteed the Interest. o . » "

t This is not quite correct. It appears that a portion of the three per cent.
loan was taken up at par, but that another portion was taken up, as the speaker

says, at 28 per cent. discount, .
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M. Loranp:—It was obvious that he was repeating,

M. BertraND i—Let us examine, then, the financial condition of
the Congo State, according to the figures published by itself in the
last fifteen years. From 1891 to 1905, a period of fifteen years, the
total revenue is given at 250 millions,  The same official document
* declares that the ordinary expenditure in that period amounted to

252 millions, or a deficit of two millions only, to which is added
a deficit of 25 millions for extraordinary expenditure within this
riod. But, gentlemen, amongst the ordinary receipts of the Congo
State since 1891, I have not seen included the five millions paid on
the strength of the Convention of 1901, although the two millions
“annually paid for the kten*folloWih’gj?IYear’s:do figure in the revenue
returns, gimilarly, the sum of 64 millions paid by Belgium in 1896
to the Congo State does not figure in any of the revenue returns
~of that State. If we add the ordinary and extraordinary deficits
together, we find an alleged deficit of 27 millions within this period.
But from this must be deducted, it seems to me, first the 5 millions in
1896, and then the 6§ millions paid by Belgium in 1896, which are not
included in the revenues. Finallii,?fthé,;Mmiétéi“f for Foreign Affairs,
in his speech of Tuesday last, declared that of the loan on the lottery
system of 1888, of 150 million francs, the Congo State had only cashed
from 7 to 8 millions. We must, therefore, add these 8 millions. on
the one hand to the 5 millions in 1890, and to the 64 millions in
1896, which makes a total of 19§ millions, which reduces the real
deficit to less than 8 millions. But from 1890 to 1900, the Congo
State, authorised by the Belgian Chancellor- of the Exchaguer,
contracted other loans. There is a loan -of 14 millions in ‘1896,
then another of 124 millions in 1898, which makes 14 millions,
to cover a deficit of 8 millions. The financial situation, so far as
we can judge of it by the Budgets published by the Congo State,
may be considered as excellent, and this notwithstanding that
since 1901 the Congo State, being free, has contracted two loans,
the first a loau of 50 millions, and another loan of 30 millions,
making altogether a total of 80 millions. Gentlemen, when I inter-
pellated, in February, 1905, the Chancellor of tixe Exchequer,
replying to the figures I have just quoted, declared that of the
80 millions which the Congo State had been authorised to borrow,
the Congo State had only received 41 millions. M. Cattier, on
the other hand, asserts that the real debt is one of 80 millions.
A year ago, the Chancellor of the Exchequer, merely asserted the
above, without giving any proof, or without giving any details in
support of his statement. - M. Cattier, on the other hand. in order
to arrive at the figure of 80 millions, which he gives in his book,
calculates the amount of this debt according to the yearly figures
given in the Budgets.. Now, gentlemen, the fg,\'llowingi are . the
figures taken firom official documents of the State:—Krom 1893
30b1896, ‘an annuity of 80,000 francs was set aside for the public
ebt :—

In 1897 - 70,000 francs,
» 1899 - 495,000 ”
. 1901 -—— i 6%,000 ”"
w 1902 - 1,872,000 "
» 1004 -—- 2,156,000
» 1905 eem 2,922,000 “
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Therefore, in a few years the annual charge on the Congo State’s
debt has risen from 30,000 to 2,922,000 francs. Some of the loans
contracted by the Congo State bring in three per cent., others four
per cent, The annuity of 2,922,000 represents, therefore, a debt
of 80 million francs, in round figures, and not 41 millions, according
to the sum ?noted “here a year ago by the (}hancelfor “of the
Exchequer. - I have checked the figures of M. Cattier from the
Rulletins Officiel of the Congo State, and I must say that the
figure fixing the debt at 80 millions is based upon very solid ground-
work, whereas the figure furnished a year ago by the Chancellor
~of the Exchequer reposes upon nothing. Gentlemen, it is advis-
able that we should know the truth on the subject, in .view of the
situation in which Belgium' will find herself if she takes over the
~Congo.  For a long time the Congo State has owed -us 31,000,000
francs, advanced without interest. Any day we may be enlled upon
to take over the Congo, yet we are ignorant of the amount of its
“debt. Is not this astonishing? This debt amounts, without count-
ing the 31 millions lent by Belgium, to 41 millions, according to
t{ie;LChanCellor ‘of the Exchequer; to 80 millions, according to M.
Cattier., R TR LY. Tt G
 One ‘thing is certain—these millions have not been used to
~develop the Colony, and improve the lot of the natives. Quite
the contrary. Rapidly borrowed, they have served in a gre rt
for sumptuous unproductive expenses. They have been utilised
for the construction of the monumental arcade, which may be very
fine, but which ought not to be paid for indirectly by Belgium,
 which will ultimately be the case.  They have also been utilised in
work undertaken on the Lacken Palace, which may cost 30 millions,
according to the figure given here by M. Licbaert, notwithstanding
‘that this Palace is not lived in at all for three parts of the year.
They have been utilised in erecting a very costly Colonial Palace
at Tervueren; they have been employed in ;const'ructing.rp‘ublic.
works, and buying real estate at Ostend, Brussels, in the South of
France, and elsewhere. They have also been utilised in the con-
struction of the Japanese Tower, which you may have seen at
Laeken, and in the construction of a Chinese restaurant, Is it
not - idiotic to devote to such uses these millions, borrowed by the
Congo State, which we ourselves. will have to pay back, possibly
before very long?* You should know also, gentlemen, tﬁot, ‘the
contracts for these Public Works are %‘iven out without any tenders
being. invited, at fabulous prices, which are often paid in part

with Congobonds, ..~~~ . . .

" Gentlemen, this is the truth on the Congolese finances. A year
ago, M. de Smet de Naeyer said that the debt of the Congo State
‘amounted to 41 millions. Since then it has increased very rapidly, -
and it can without "exaggeration be said to amount to-day to
80 millions, to which must be added the 31 millions representing
the money advanced ybg Belgium without any interest. The Con-
vention of 1890 placed a weapon in the hands of the Belgian

. *Is it _not Infamous that clvilisation should stand asfde with folded arms
while King Leopold 18 enslaving, murdering, and torturing the natives of
the Congo, in order to .obtain the ~wherewithal to “curry popularity in
Belgium, by giving orders to coutractors to build Chinese restaurants?
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Government. It was framed by M. Beernnert, and contained
precious guarantees for our country. In 1801, Belgium might take
over the Congo, or make a new Convention, maintaining the
principle of Belgian Government control, and givin% us all the
necessary guarantees, from the point of view of future loans, which
the Congo State might make, Instead of that, what (iid the
Government do? It allowed the date on which we might have
taken over the Congo, or have established a new Convention, to
lapse. From that time onwards the King-Sovereign became entirely
free, and borrowed millions upon millions, which have been used
in the manner which I have recently indicated. But there is
more than this even; the Congo State had undertaken in 1890,
in case Belgium did not annex in 1901, to pay interest at three
per cent. on the sums advanced to it by Belgium. This interest
would have amounted to nearly 1,200,000 francs. It has, however,
not been paid; a present has been ‘made of it to the Sovereign
of the Congo State, who squanders so many millions, Now, when
we in this House ask, for mstance, that subsidies shall be paid to
those ('ommunes which distribute food to the children in the
Schools, the Government 'rés)lies'that' it has no money. Yet this
sum of 1,200,00 francs would enable 100,000 poor children to be
fed during the winter months. When we ask for increases of salary
or wages for the smaller clerks in the Government offices, the reply
is the same—the Government has the money. - And yet, in the face
of this, we make a present of 1,200,000 francs to the ,éongo*Staté,“
when this sum night be usefully employed in increasing by
100 francs per annum the salaries o ,12,05)0 clefks, on the railways,
or any other work. And, gentlemen, if the system operating in the
Congo is dangerous for our finances, it is more S:ﬁgeroﬂé “still
_ for Belgium, for it reflects upon our policy as a whole. Under the
censitaire régime, and this 1s practised in all countries, even in
Germany, for example, at the end of every year a solemn opening
of Parliament took place, with a speech from the throne; the
Government thought itself compelled to inform the country and
Parliament of the work it hoped to accomplish in the course of the
session, and the programme which it reckoned upon submitting to
the deliberations of Parliament. For the last twelve years ’:;ﬁere
has been nothing of all this with us. The House meets without
drum or fife, like a mere village council. We do not know what
laws we are going to discuss, From time to time the Government
brings in a Bill, which is sent to a Commission, and a few days
afterwards the Bill is voted. There is absolutely no control.- The
Budgets are drafted in such a way that Ministers can shift
millions from one item to another. They are introduced at the lnst
moment; it is never possible to discuss them, and very often personal
- friends of the Ministers are entrusted to draw up the reports.
How is it possible that, under such conditions, Parliamentary con-
trol can be exercised effectually? In truth the régime, existing in
the Congo has its counted effect on Belgian policy. When we
interpellate a Minister, he barely listens to us, and when he deigns
to answer, he replies on a side issue. Formerlz,l in the Bugetary dis-
cussions, the Ministers treated the House with loyalty, and thought
themselves bound to reply point by point to the questions brought
forward. To-day they reply in a few minutes, or in a very inade-
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quate fashion, to the representatives of the nation. The Congo
system, applied by the King to his Belgmn Ministers, unhinges our
arhamenta régime, and 1t is high time that we should take care
lest this régime falls completely into disuse, and personal power
triumphs (applause on the extreme left).

Let us now see the result which this system has produced to the
detrmlent of Belgian finances. You know, gentlemen, that Belgium
is a shareholder in the Congo Railway to an amount of fifteen
millions, At a Fven moment the administration of the Congo Rail-
way was compelled to lower its rates, This decree in freight charges

‘was favourable to the Congo State, and to the King, for the con-
~ veyance of the products of the Domaine Privé. The consequence of

the new tariff has been a decrease in the profits, and it is Belgium
which has felt the loss prmclpally, s sgareholder ‘The Belgian
Treasury is losing at least 200,000 to 800,000 francs. Another char-
acteristic fact. Tt came out the other day that the Ministry had
authorised the construction, without the knowledg ‘of the House, at
the Chateau of Laeken, of a railway tunnel, which is going to cost
13,000,000 francs.* T have even been told that a year or two ago the -
ng ordered, without consultmg his Railway Mxmqter, a new rail-
way train, from the Compagnie des Wagons-Lits, which' order was

‘executed in the works of this company at Vincennes. The Bel ian
- Treasury had ultimately to pay (outery on the extreme left). is

train, it seems, cost from 500,000 to 600000 francs (renewed outcry
on the extreme left).

M. Arvarp:—Is that true? ,

A MEMBER ON THE EXTREME LEFT .——~’I‘hey will not anqwer

‘M. Berteanp:—And what have we seen, gentlemen, in connectxonf
‘with this Palace of the King, which is being constructed at the
Eresent moment?  This .important work was put up for tender, :

ut the lowest tender was set aside, and the contract was given to
another, 200,000 francs above the lowest! This other contractor is
a clerical deputy of Brussels, and a personal frlend of the ng, it
~ is said—M. Fichefet. .

M. TerwaGNE —Friends should not be treated hke dogs’ :

M. BerTranp :—Finally, gentlemen, I think it is high time, for the
good name of the country, to protest against the existing ‘régime;
and, -to return once more to the object of my interpe latlon, I
mdorse, so far as I am concerned, the conclusions of my friend -
Vandervelde. For years the adversaries of the system whlch we
criticise have preached in the desert.. To-day, all just and generous
minds are convinced that system must be brought to a stop, because
that which is at issue in thls debate is not a political questlon, not a -
~vain party question;, it is, in truth, a quest.xon of ]ustxce and

humanity (applause on the extreme left) ,

l BEBRNAERT’S BEQOLUTION

M BEERNAERT ——»Genﬂemen, to conclude this debate, I have the
honour to propose to the House the followmg Resolution’:—

“ 'rhe House, lmbued ‘with the ideas which preslded over the foundation of the ~
Congo State, and inspired. the Act of Berlin, renders homage to all those wbo
have devoted themselves to this civilising work ;

*An underground tunnel, connecting the Palace with the raflway. It might
be called, perhaps, the tunnel of discretion!
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“ And, seelng the conclusions of the Commission of Inquiry instituted by the

Congo Stnte,
“ Expresses confidence in the proposals which the Commission of Reforins

Is elaborating, and In the consequences which will be given to them;

“ Passes to the Order of the Day, and decides to proceed without delay to the
examination of the projected law of the Tth August, 1801, on the Government
of the Colonial Possessions of Belgium.”

M. MASSON’S RESOLUTION.

M. Massox :—If you will allow me, Sir (addre&x the Speaker),
I will also read out a Re*.s!.olutxon2 which I have drafted, and which
bears the signature of MM. Neujean, Janson, Mechelynck Vander-

velde, and my own:—

“ The House, taktng note of the constltution ot tbe Commlsslon for Reforms,
tollowing upon the disclosures made by the Commission of Inquiry instltutad
by the Congo State, nnd awalting the effects of this measure;

" (onsidering that, before any dlscussion on the eventual taklnz over of tho’

Congo,*'Belglum must be placed in a position to appreciate all the consequences
which- might result from annexatlon, without pre—judging the prlnclple of the

latter;
“And that, in this respect lt 18 especially neceasary that the Government

should demand from the Congo State the communication of all documents,
accounts and reports of the nature to ‘enlighten Parliament; = '
“ Expresses the desire that the Central Committee of the House shall be
Invoked, without delay, to examine the bill of 7th August, 1901, on the Gov-
ernment of the Colonial Possessions of Belgium, and passes to the Order of

the Day.” ‘ - L
Tue Seeaxer:—M. Woeste is in possession of the House.

SPEECH BY M. WOEBTE.

M. Worsts .mGentlemen, the debate which is before the House
was opened by a prejudiced speech (protests on the extreme left).
‘No doubt, here and there within it were to be noted a few. _platonic
compliments towards the Congo enterprise, but criticism was not
the less long, constant, or bitter on that account. Everything was
blamed, everythn%g was condemned; the past, the present, were not
pardoned b andervelde; and 28 for the future, he stigmatised
1t in advance by saying that the Congo State was incapable o reform-

itself. So implacable an indictment does not respond, in my
opuuon, to the average opinion of the public, and it will not be
- favourably received by the country. I do not deny that a sort of
gale is at E resent blowing upon the Congo State. This gale has
come from England, and has crossed the channel England had ac-
customed us to expect more sympathy and iood feeling. I would
oint out, however, that there are many English statesmen who render
Komage to the grandeur, to the 1mportance, to the brilliancy of the

o enterprise.*
LORAND —Mr. Chamberlam notably t

* What a plty M. Woeste did not tell us who they were! Perhnps he In-
cludgf'a! Sir Bugh Gllzean Re!d and 8ir. Altred Jones amongm: English “ statee-
men :

+Mr, Chamberlain, I belleve, urged the late Government (when he wau a
member of it) upon repeated occasions, some years ago, to exercise British
rights of Consular Jurisdiction in the Congo, cwing to the disgraceful treat-
ment of British native subjects in the Congo State. He it was who forbade
any further authorised recruiting, on the part of Congo State agents, for labour
in the British West African Colonies. ' '




CONGO DEBA'.m IN BELGIAN HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 65

M. Wons'm I appeal to the old sentiments of fmendshxp of
‘England for Belgium, and I express the hape, on the one hand, that'
the British Government will not associate itself with the exa 'ge
~ tions which have been manifested by a few of its citizens, an that,
on the other hand, by an arrangement honourable for the two parties,
the British Government will recognise. the rights which a formal
Convention has granted to the Congo State in the Bahr-el-Ghazal,
But, however this may be, the attacks of which I speak have crossed
the channel ;- they have foun_‘d n Belgm eeding ground in that
school of dxsparagement whos 4 erous in our country,
:zﬁmil ‘whose m;ssxon it '?to crmexse eve rythm ‘which emanates from

elgium. Let o , :
: 'msgtlutlo
- will not g

/ Congo State and the gre} er &rt. of thefa“
ur elgi nd that our compatriots feel the
“saluy ¢ of thls? Could Belgxt “under these conditions,
“decline to consider the Congo as becoming one da 1):ehe‘ colony ¥ f ‘
have just heard, in th Resolution presented by the Left, that . op1n10n~

is reserved in this pect ,,No doubt the Belgian Chamber is not

ent. to ote on the subject, but, to
allow it to* be: thought ths ” ght 'one‘_daywrent;unce the]
Congo, would be an ingratit de towardq the S o1 ‘hx; createdf
it! It would be for: Belgium a use she
b TR bt

ey say is, that out in the Cor ys
, that there are- numerous ;abuses, that these abuses must

be stlgmatxsed that they must dlsappear. ) Gentlemen, those who

. Who cannot leave their villages wlthout a permlt.
1‘ She has certainly not contributed to it, hltherto

S Doc 139 59-2—b
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sé)qak thus seem to me to commit, in certain respects, a double error.
ut, assuredly, I am not amongst those who desire that abuses which
have been pointed out should not disappear, but how great is the
error of those who think that in a day, or even in a few years, a bar-
barous country can be transformed into a civilised one.* ,Cifviii&tibg
has had a struggle there. It has had a struggle elsewhere, against
inveterate habits, against profoundly low ce

erate | , swgﬁs;;against influences
of education and environment, and it is only by long continuity of
effort that the natives can be raised from this degraded state. Remem-
ber, gentlemen, the origin of all European States. Remember the
origin of the French monarchy. What illimitable disorders, what
crimes were committed for several centuries, which only disappeared
under the persistent influence of Christianity. History teaches us
that it is only in the long run that public conscience can be improved,
and customs humanised.. | ,

M. VanperveELDE :—But it is not the natives who commit these
abuses! '

M. Hovois:—The natives are concerned in them; notably the
sentries. T

M. Woeste :—I did not catch what M. Hoyois said. N -

M. Hovois:—I replied to M. Vandervelde, who has just said that
the natives are not concerned in the abuses. :

M. Loranp:—The abuses are attributable to the White men, that
is what we say. The natives are the victims.

M. Hovois:—They are also attributable to the natives. L

M. Lorann:—To natives arined by the Whites for rubber raiding.

M. Hovois :—You can discuss that later on. - \

M. Worste:—Alongside this primary error there is a second-
ary one, and that is the idea that a barbarous country can be gov-
erned on the lines of a civilised country. No doubt we must approx-
imate to these lines as much as possible, but account must be taken
of the mental condition of those whose .civilisation { is aimed at.
Proceedings which might have full success in our country, would be
doomed there to complete sterility. - Where you have an advanced
state of civilisation, force must be set aside as much as possible.
In barbarous countries, among infant peoples, coercion is often nec-
essary; authority must be felt, in order to be respected. It is due
to the influence of the two errors which I .am pointing out that so
many inaccurate judgments have been pronounced, and are still pro-
nounced, on the éongo State. The Congo State is looked upon, and
I understand the desire ug to a certain point, as another Belgium.
I hope, gentlemen, it may be so one day; but, before this day comes,
we must admit the necessity in which the governing element finds
itself of often employing means other than those which are current
in our civilised Europe. The Belgian Government is asked what it
means to do to prevent the state of affairs which has been pointed

* The point is, that a country in a condition of primitive barbarism is being
degraded by this so-called civilisation to a level infinitely lower than its original
state, and that, after twenty years of King Leopold’s personal rule, the natives
are fewer in number, more impoverished, more wretched, than at «ny previous
period of their history. . ,

+ What hypocrisy is this! The whole Bench of Bishops, and the Curia
combined, would be unequal to the task of civilising the * civilisers™ of the

Congo natives.
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out, as if the Belgian Government were the government of the Congo
State!  When one goes to the root of matters, it will be recognised
that the personality aimed at here is the Sovereign of the Congo
- M. A, Daxns:—That is obvious. o s B
‘M. Woesrte:—It is obvious, I am told! I thank the interrupter for
this admission. . . ; R
‘M. Daens:—He deserves thanks. Sl RN
M. Woeste:—He deserves it! Now I no longer thank the inter-

‘rupter (laughter on the extreme left). -
. DaENs :—Do not overdo your talent.

‘M. Worste:—Who amongst us would have had sufficient initia-
tive and organising capacity to create the Congo State? Who
amongst us would have had sufficient initiative and organising ca-
pacity to drag Europe, in a certain measure, behind him?* Who
amongst - us would have had sufficienit initiative and organising
capacity to create in twenty-five years this State, in giving to 1t
‘an administration, judicial machinery, a regular police, and iaﬁng :
already succeeded, in a large meéasure, in humanising the savage
customs which prevailed therein? If such be the case, how can 1t
be suggested that he who created and organised the Congo, should
be incapable of assisting in its development? While associating
myself with all my heart with the desire put forward by M. Beer-
naert, by virtue of which the House is asked to examine the proposed
Bill on the government of Colonial possessions, I must point out
that a country like the Congo cannot be governed like a country
with a Parliamentary system. A representative system is fitted for
advanced civilisations, but not for civilisations in a primitive state.t
Emile Augier placed in the mouth of Richelieu these words: “ Des-
potism alone brings order out of chaos.” I do not maintain that des-

otism should use any kind of means to do so, but I maintain that
1t is from personal power that energetic initiative, rapidly executed,
can be expected, wLich obtains in a few years magnificent results
such as those obtained in the Congo.}

o M. IiORA'ND :—Despotisms like those of Russia, Turkey and the
ongo.} | . . ;

Mg WogsTE :(—Gentlemen, I hold in my hand a remarkablé code
of laws and regulations, which have been promulgated for the
Congo for the last twenty-five years. If the Congo had been under
a Parliamentary régime, if the Belgian House had-been expected
to deliberate with regard to it, I state as a fact that not a twentieth
part of these laws would have been drafted; not a twentieth part

of these regulations would have issued: §

* The claims of duplicity -and violation of the plighted word, or superla-
tive hypocrisy, might also be added.

'+ This, of course, is burking the whole question. The point is, not that
the Congo ‘'should be governed as Belgium is governed, but that the Belgian
Parliament and Public should be in a positlon to control the Congo adminis-
tration, which at present they are not in a position to do.

i Magnificent results for King Leopold personally, and for the financiers
in partnership with him, but for the natives of the country a very abomina-
tion of desolation. . ’

§ And the Congo State would have been beiter off, probably. At any rate,
it could not have been in a worse position than it is in to-day—* code” and all.
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- M. Vanperveror :—Such ax the forty hours law, for instance!
- M. Worste :—This is what must be recognised. This is what com-
mon_sense-and-—history teach us; but we are told there are many
abuses there. M. Vandervelde told us: “I pointed out these abuses
.in the past; I was not believed; now facts confirm my statements.”
The honourable member is ‘mistaken. It was never denicd that
abuses existed in the Congo, but to this admission was added that
it was almost impossible that there should not be any. These
abuses arise from the immensity of the territory, from the small
- number of Belgians who sdministrate it, from ingrained habits
‘which object to the innovations introduced bfv;i._the*Be.lmnsh‘ ~And
also—why should I not say sof—from the fact th%espéciull y at
first, the officials have not always been picked. t en the King
initiated the Congo enterprise, there were a number of people who
considered his action as utopian. Belgians whose position at home
18 a stable and sure one were little tempted to emigrate into unknown
- regions, and to risk their lives and their future therein. It was nec-
essary to accept the services of all willing men who came forward.
" But 1t is not the less true that as the enterprise grew, and as it will
grow, 'théfmonnel w_i'n:rstendily}improve,~¥<~an,d~ that this personnel
will consider its honour is involved in causing the abuses which have
been pointed out to disappear. The bnlgereptoachwhich, might be
brought against the Congo State, if it. be founded, would be that,
when abuses have been pointed out to it,-it has not wished to sup-
press them. Now, gentlemen, if we consult the laws of the Coh;;’;o‘
"and the regulations which have been issued, and to which I allu ed
a moment ago, it will be seen that the constant”effort of those who
direct the Congo State has been to place the Congo under a regular
and normal régime, § and when, latterly, lacuna have been shown in
its legislation, when necessary reforms were pointed to, and abuses
requiring suppression, the Congo State itself constituted a~Commis-
" sion of Tnquiry, and when the latter made its report, it was again
the Congo State, which, without delay, appointed another Commis-
“sion to prepare the necessary legislation required to bring about re-
forms. | M. Vandervelde put on one side the work of this Com-
mission. According to him, reforms will not be carried out, becanse
the Congo State is incapable of reforming itself. It is here that the

/

system of personal hostility to the Sovereign of the Congo State
appears. It is also on this point that the honourable member, I am
convinced, will not be followed by public opinion. The direct in-

* Such as the chicotte, the chain-gang, the hostage house, never-ending levies
In various produce and cultivated food-stuffs; levies in wife and ¢ in life
and limbh, : : s P R ‘

1 On the contrary, there has been a steady declenslon of thé type anc
of the officlal on the Congo, dragged down by the system to its level. *

1 The exact contrary Is the case under the present system. S :
~ § Why has the Congo Government suppressed the judgments {n cases of
atrocities, passed by its own Law Courts, during the last ten years? Why
does the Governor-Geueral stop criminal actions against White men? Why
arz Furopeans, accused of monstrous crimes, allowed to return home unmo-
lested?7 Why is the Judiclary dependent upon the Executive, which, itself,
violates the laws of the land?

|| A Commission, three-fourths composed of the very men who have directed,
up to the present, the vast system of criminal oppression now exposed.
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tervention of Belgium in the Congo State is asked for, as if Belgium

e, stich & mission to fulfil.

had such a right to exerc
M. TerwAGNE :—She ha
M. Manganr:—And to.

: 1me ased on two grounds; first, that
ium lends to the Congo State her officials, and her officers,
M. MansarT:—And pays them bile! . . .
M. Worsre:—Now, it is not Belgium who lends them, The Bel-
gien State does not lend them a4 a State, but the Belgian State grants

dividual permission (outcry on the extreme left). =
~ M. Vanperveroe :—That 13 inaccurate. They are alleged to be
drawn from the Institute of Militdi'g~'~(3artogrnp y. :

M. Berreano:—And they are paid! .
M. Woests:—They are withdrawn from the Institute of Military
Cartography, and no one is ignorant of the fact that it is to take
service on the Congo, and we are asked to deny to Belgians the
- right to go out there to collftlfiblité‘,iniiéxpa‘ndingt_tlxé,’Work of civili-

sation|*  So far as T am concerned, far from blaming the Govern-
ment, I congratulate it on having allowed our officers to go to the
Congo, It has also been made a matter of complaint that the officers,
who felt themselves bound to devote their energies to the Congo State,
should still retain their salaries as Belgian officers! What! Here
are officers who leave their country, their family, perhaps their future
hopes, who expose themselves to a destructive ciimaw, ‘and to all the
risks of pacific or other conquests,t which it may be necessary to
undertake in this distant country, and Belgium would be ungenerous
enough to withhold from these men of noble heart a legitimate re- -
muneration! Far be it from me to uphold such a contention!

M. Mansart :(—Therefore, Belgium has something to do with the
C(ir}go]af.ter?all! e ~ 5

‘M. Woeste:—Another motive is invoked, to justify the interven-
tion of Belgium. We are told, “ Read the Act of Berlin. There is in
that Act an Article, Article 6, which ensures the protection to the
natives.” Yes, Belgium was happy to be able to give her assent to
the Act of Berlin, and notably to Article 6. The Congo State did
the same. How colossal is the error, however, of those who think
that, because this programme has been legitimately drawn up, we
can apply it to the Congo from one day to t%m, next by extending over
the Congo territory a magic wand, and ensure everywhere the pro-
tection of the native, wherever he may be!l All this ean only be a
work of time, The bitter critics of the Congo State have not sought
to show us that if the Congo were annexed at the present time to
Belgium, and if the Belgian Government administered the Congo
from Brussels, it would be in a better position than the Congo State

* The Itallan Governmnent, which at one time lent considerably over one hun-
dred officers of its army to the Congo State, at King Leopold’s pressing re-
quest, because, as he sald, he could not find in the Belgian Army a sufficlency
of reliable men, has come to the conclusion that the work which the officers
of the Congo Army are compelled to perform s not a work of clvilisation,
but a work of brigandage. 1t has declded that henceforth no Itallan officer will,
under any circumstances whatever, be allowed to join King Leopold’s Congo
Army, and in less than a year from now, there will not be a single Italian
officer ‘left on the Congo. The Italian Government has greater regard for the
honour of its officers than M. Woeste for the honour of the Belgian Army.

+ Espoclany “ other " !
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to ensure the protection of the natives.* Such an attempt will 1
be made. It would go against reason and history. 'But still, we are
told, there are abuses. There are reprehensible things taking place
in the Congo. Assuredly, and I admitted so much a moment ago,
but what exaggeration there is also, Thus, M. Vandervelde did not
hesitate to say that the slave trade was stili_‘rife in the Congo. But
what is the slave trade? It consists in the fact that men who,
being owners of other men, sell the latter.t Now, to justify
 charge which the honourable member directed sgainst the Co
State, what does he advance? He quoted the fact that recr
was carried out in the Congo on the basis of bonuses granted to
~ the recruiters, . Is that, gentlemen, the slave trade? I appeal to
your common sense, and to your consciences. No one will reply in
the affirmative. These recruiting operations constitute a legitimatef
act in themselves, and the labour which the recruiters undertake de-
serves recompense. Certainly, the sojourn of Arabs in the Congo
has left some traces. Mohammedans from Zanzibar, and Arabised
natives, have formed here and their small communities where dis-
ised slavery and gross immorality is practised. We know that.
"he_Congo State has sought, to the extent which was humanely
possible, to remedy this state of affairs. The past is for us a guaran-
tee of the future. What it has already done it will continue to do,
but the injustice consists in saying that, in a country eighty times
as large as Belgium, and in twenty-five years, all 1lls can be ex-
tirpated, as it were, instantaneously.§ Abuses have been spoken of.
I return to the criticisms directed against the”Congo State. The
land régime is complained of, In this connection, what is the para-
mount factor? It is shown by the Commission of Inquiry itself in
the following terms: “ The greater portion of the land in the Congo
is not cultivated.” Not being cultivated, and the natives not being
able to . produce titles fo these lands (outery on the Socialist

benches), they'*'belbn‘l’g to the State in strict law, and in conformity
‘ s (laughter on the same benches). But, along

with:%fneml princig he st _ ,

with the question of law, there is the question of [;lmctice, and it was

ﬁreqisély to regulate the latter ;Fuesti()n ‘that, the Commission of
eforms has -been constituted. The fact is that the natives® went

and came. They gathered the produce of the.forests, not, as has been

gnsirﬂ]ated, in order to collect rubber, because rubber was not collected
y them. | ‘ o

* No doubt, if M. Woeste and his friends had their way, the same system
which King Leopold, as personal ruler, has applied to the Congo territories,
would also be applied to the Congo territories by Belgium. But it Is:a poor
compliment to Belgium to suppose that such would be the case. If it were,
assuming annexation to take place, Belgium herself would be confronted with
the same implacable and determined censure which has been visited upon the
Congo State by those who have some regard for the responsibilities and the
pledges undertaken by civilisation in respect to the Congo natives. If Belgium
desires to receive the sanction and the support of civilisation for a direct admin-
istration of the Congo by herself, she will do well to clip the wings of M. Woeste
and his friends. L : : ‘

t+ This is a very limited description.

1 It is, then, legitimate to rald villages, and selize able-bodied men, chain
them, and take thein off to the military camps to be trained? S

§ The point is, of course, that in the last twenty years, upon the natural ills
of the country have been grafted new ills, transcending Immeasurably those
which existed before. ‘ ’
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M. VanperveLor:—That is inaccurate.

M. Wozste:—In any case, they did collect some produce, and I

understand that, under these conditions, the Congo State, in con-
stituting the Commission for Reforms, desired especially to draw its
attention to this point, in.order to give greater satisfaction to the
natives than that which they possess through the strict and rigorous
'?ﬁplxcatxoni of the principles to which I referred a moment ago.
mplaint has also been made that the natives were compelled to

work; that a labour tax was imposed upon them. What a singular

reproach! Is it not by work that man is formed; that man rises;
that man realises the full possession of his dignity?* And how

can it be denied that the Congo State, by teaching the natives to

work, contributes in the highest degree to a civilising effort? More-

over, the Congo State has given to this country a system of regular

administration and law. These are advantages whose effects are

felt by the natives.t It is fair that they should pay far the pro-

tection-which is assured to them, as we pay in our country for the

advantages which result from the protection guaranteed to our people
and our property.! And, seeing that in the Congo, payment cannot

be made in money, is it astonishing that such payment should be made
in labour, especially when, as I pointed out a moment ago, this labour

is demanded from-peoples sunk in idleness up to the present, and

which will, little by little, accustom them-to a regular life? We

find the Commission of Inquiry saying:— |

“ We have recognised the necessity in the Congo of a labour tax. The amount

of this tax, fixed at forty hours per month, appeared to us equitable. Neither

do we propose to contest the legitimacy of the principle of coercion Inscribed

In the law. Nevertheless, we consider that, In the application of this law, '
the officials should show the greatest toleration.”

Has this toleration always been employed? It seems that it has not.
But that the“lnbentxong' themselves of the Congo State are not here
in question, the Commission of Inquiry gives an instance:

“ Whatever may be thought, it says, of native Ideas, proceedings such' as
the ‘detention of women as hostages are too violently opposed to our ideas of
Justice to be tolerated. . . . .” i
Certain newspapers stopped the above quotation at this point. - But
this i1s how the Commission continues:

“The State hns prohibited this practice for a long time past, but without suc-
ceeding‘ in suppressing it.” §

* By ';;lvlng to an allen Administration 286 days labour in the year for
nothing? . .. .~ . , BT T

1 For instance—In case of atrocities perpetrated by Europeans upon natives
in the Upper Congo, native witnesses have been compelled to travel over 1,000
miles from their homes to give evidence! Even the Commission of Inquiry
admits that they seldom return. A curicus kind of *advantage” | S

t The protection guaranteed to the natives by the Congo State consists in
appropriating thelr property, and in claiming their persons for the benefit ‘of
the * State,” which consists of King Leopold, his financial friends, and 2,000
employees, for which protection the Congo native is subjected to a life of in-
cessant and unremunerated toil in ‘Le interests of his taskmasters, to atro-
clous punishments, and to every form of violence from the whip to the bullet.
The dishonesty of the whole speech is such, however, that comment is move
or less of a superfluity. - ‘ ,

§ It has suppressed it on paper, and known of its perpetration in'practice.
Its' Governor-Generals have issued circulars authorizing the taking of host
ages, making no distinction between men and women.
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It is always thus that thmgx occur in muntms “hxch are still bar-
- barous like the Oongo A rmcxgle is laid down, it is sought to be
- applied, and cannot be applied at once in a oomplete manner; that
is a matter of time A“Those who refuse to reco ise that txme hns
here to play a rt, for t the lessons of histo it theyl
will not admit t 08 st be left toith one-sided v
‘which influence int has

- the Cong ‘aS‘

- the expl ol onti )
to Belgit I rv ed, an ‘serve, Belgi: terprises.
Gertle th note whxch was sent in 1001 to the Centml Com-

_mittee of this House, which note was concerned in settling deﬁmwly;
~ the situation of the Congo Qtate towards Belgium, we may read thev

followmg passage —

' “The Congo Btate declnrea oncej ore thut lt has no. prlvute objectu or iuter- ,
~ ests, and that it pursues its mission with the view to the sole advantage of
Belgium, Its past bears witness to, and confirms the sincerity of this declara-
tion,  Its action, its constant ‘effort to incrense the economic prosperity of
Belglum, 1ts: persevering efforts to this effect, the results which it hnu obtamed,
rotest against certain suspicions which exist at the present tlme. and wmch'
gordly seem to be Inapired by the public lntemt.” ‘

That wes a great and noble thmgxt, whxch should be everywhere
appreciated in our country. The ' has been created and organ-
~ ised in the interests of the country which one day will be its mother
country.® Is it not right that Bel um should profit in a fair
‘meagure from the benefits which she xs iving to the Congo? How
can one fail to recognise, for. instance, that the fevenues which have
served to construct the Colonial Palace at Tervueren, allow of our
, countrymen appreciating the advantages which resuit from closer
relatmnshlﬁ with the Congo?t How can it be contended that these
revenues, thus applied, are not useful to the two States, and to the
two peoples! 1 am, moreover, convinced that the Congo State will
understand mcreasmgly that, without wishing to withdraw absolutely
from Belgium the revenues obtained from t e 'Congo, it is necessary
to devote a large portion of its resources, perhaps the greabar pomo
. to improving the moralxty, the cmhsatlon, and the elopment of
the Congo from every point of view, ‘

M. Vanoerverpe :—That will be the begi nmng of wxsdom.; -
M. WoesTe:—I am told it will be the beginning-of wisdom. I do
not admit the accuracy of the interruption, because I have said
“already that the Congo was created and organised, thanks to the
~efforts and to the labours of the King and of lgxum,t and that it is
legitimate that the profits of these efforts and this labour should not
be wholly withheld from Belgium. = But we are entering a new phase,
and this new phase should be characterised, in my opinion, by a fair
division. The revenues of the Congo should be used, before anything
else, for the moral and intellectual improvement of the natives, in the
gamsmg of their country; the balance, being used for Belgium,

1 cause Belglum to devote herself more and more to the needs o

. When the King has sucked it dry asa aqumed lemon !
+To breed pupils of the Leopoldian system, and propagate stlll rurther the

slave-trade spirit in Belglum and outside of it _
1 Four-fifths of the earlier ploneers of the Congo were not Belgtans at all, but

BEnglishmen, Americans, Germans, ete.
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the future Oolony In oonnectlon wnth the }freﬂent dxscussmn, tho_
questlon of the annexation of the Congo by gmm has been men-
tioned, but the fact that annexation is not actually before the country
appears to be lost sight of. In order that it ould be before the
'countx‘?-, the Congo would have to be oﬁ'ered tous.

raid bo;Belgiuw ,,_“ If you w h;‘to
ou do not wmh' 0 Annex %’ e

r e matmn, the altematxves fore’ Parlmment were clearly in
cated in a letter written on the 28th March, 1901, by Baron Van
Eetvelde to M, de Smet de Naeyer, to be communicated to the House.
These alternatxves were stated as follows :-—

e Belg!' ' d !area for annexatton, the (‘ohso (}ove ment wi lend her all«v
its belp. If Belglum declares against annexation, the Congo G yment will
pay_the interest on the suinsg advanced, and the capital itself, according to the
terms of the Conventlon of 1890, and of the law of the 29th June, 1895, however
onerous this charge may be. If Belglum prefers not to give her opinlon at the
present moment on the queatlon of annexation, If she prefers to leave the door.
open, and consequently postpone the payment of the interest on the loan and
the relmbursement of the capital, the Conzo State {8 prepared to accept this

solutlon nllo.”

It was on the thu-d alternatlve that the Con 0 State and the Belglan
Parliament agreed, and it was also to urge that third alternative upon
Parliament that, in the letter which the Soverex%'n of the Congo did
me the honour to send me on the 11th June, 1901, he cryqtulhsed the
thoughts which dictated his action. The House will allow me to

recal two extracts from that letter :—

“If nnnexutlon were ‘now vated—-wthat !s to say, betore the tlme haa come
when apnexation can give to Belgium all the benefits which I wish to assure to
her—the Congo State will naturally refuse to continue its adminlstratjon, to
partlclpate in & sort of mixed government, which in praetice would be a veritable
chaos, and which would only produce, internally and externany, conflicting
Influences and misunderstandings, Can it be conceived that, simultaneously, a
desire Is expressed ‘to annex the State, and that the Btate sbould continue tork
several years {ts ad interfm task? It must be recognised that Belglum s not
ready, and. is not in a posltlon to replace, at the present tlme, the existing

admtn!utration.” .

* What happenod was, of eourse. thls of the three nlternatlvas, the ﬂrst two;
weré put forward and acquiesced In for ‘the snke of form; the third was Insisted
upon,’ which was made quite clear at the time by the letter to which M. Woeste.
refers,  The Bovereign of the Congo 8tate did not want Belglum to annex the
Congo then: he does not want Belgium to annex the Congo now, for the very
simple reason that, it -annexation took place, not only would he have to render
an account of the sums which he has personally appropriated from the Congo
revenues, but he would also be comgelled to disgorge the real accounts of reve-
nue and expenditure of the Congo State, and throw light upon the loans which
the Congo State has contracted, He would also have to renounce in future the
incontestable advantages of pillaging the Congo revenues at his own will and
pleasure, and he would have to abandon raising loans on the Congo State, the
proceeds of which are applied by him to other enterprises and speculations, and,
in short, to any objects which he may think fit. While reformers in this country
are compelled to adopt an attitude more or less Eeserved towards the question of
Belgian annexation, few of them, we should Imagire, are its determined
opponents, but King Leopold most certainly s,




. Thenbovell’mge ag shomdthexm?oss ibility of immediate annexation.
But, revealing more clearly his thought in another passage, to which
the House finally adhered implicitly, the Sovereign add.eas B
. “A gift to_Belglum of a notable part of niy property, the option given apon
- taneously to Belgium to take possession of the Congo when she cares to, my
~present demand to Belgium not to annex the Congo until it is wholly productive,
~are facts which manifest clearly in all its disinterestedness my unshakeable
: ﬁgd *,”f,,’y“' attachment to the country to whose services I have consecrated my
etions of 1901 were arrived at. The
s of Belgium, demanded the latter
uctive, No voice
. al] sed to. contend shot , and it is
these arrangements which regulate at the present time the relations
between the Congo State and our country. No doubt, gentlemen,
the King would be willing to offer us the Congo State once ‘more, an

t was wholly product

at once; but, as I have just ’H»ointedj(}ut, the mtmn of annexation
- cannot be entertained before this new offer has been put forward. At
the present moment we are faced by the will and testament of the
King. Under these circumstances, how can M. Vandervelde, with-
out even making a formal proposal on this subject, have asked Par-
- liament to order a Parlinment