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LOYALTY AND IYDEPEYDENCE.

IN the olden times, when words were fewer and consequently less available
and more correctly employed, men were accustomed to express themselves
with that marvellous clearness, force, and simplicity which we cannot
imitate now. Language was then the servant of thought, the sunlight
which faithfully brought out in visible forai the images conceived in the
camera obscura of the brain. The result was simple fidelity, which is the
first principle of art, and no adventitious superfluities were added to
enhance the effect at the risk of spoiling the picture. We have altered al
this, however. Language is so abundant and our command. of it so unlimited
that we 'have fallen into habits of extravagance. We are born to such
wealth of words, and educated with so defective a sense of their value and
use, that we employ them as the spendthrift does his dollars, as the
gorgeous East its Ilbarbaric pearl and gold." The dead fathers of our
noble tongue might well turn in their graves at the fashion in which we
use the heritage they have left to us.

A famous Frenchman bas been credited with the saying that the excess
of evil is the source of good. Somewhat similarly the assertion migbt be
ventured that the climax of that condition of human society commonly
called Ilcivilization " has a close affinity to barbarism. Men run riot in
the wealth of good things which bas accuniuliated in their bursting granaries,
and are apt to forget-if they have ever known-the patient and persevering
virtues by which these good things have been obtained and the uses for
which they are designcd.

It might not be hazarding, a rash assertion to say that a considerable
part of the verbal war of the present day is carried on under a gross
misconception of the true meaning of the tbings in contention. .Men will
not take time to think ; and the errors they faîl into for this reason are
aggravated by the misapplication of language which is characteristic of a
slovenly and extravagant age. Words have no longer with us the meanings
given to them by our forefathers ; or rather they are taken to mean so
many things fromn the promiscuous and unthinking use made of them, that
the signification of any termi adopted as a shibboleth is very apt to be a
puzzle to the impartial as well as an apple of discord among the disputants
themselves.

These refiections have been suggested by certain recent utterances on
the platform and in the press on a topic which nearly touches the bonour
of Canadians from whatsoever point of view it is regarded. The confusion of
ideas so widely prevalent in this connection bas its source, I believe, not in
any important discordance of public sentiment, but in the modern barbarism,
befora which significant termas are sometimes as pearîs before swine. I
refer to the matter of Illoyalty," and in speaking of Canadians 1 compre-
hend under the terni ail persons, whether boru in the Dominion or more
immediately under the shadow of the throne, who have permanlently
adopted this land as their home.

That member of a civilized community who bas no sense of the senti-
ment kuown as loyalty is deficient in a quality essential to the character
of a reliable citizen. Without loyalty there can b.e no public spirit, and
without public spirit there can be no independence-a condition which
alone guarantees stability to the body politic. Hence it is important
that we have a clear and unmistakable conception of the nature Of this
obligation wbich goes by the namne of loyalty ; and sucli a conception can
be reached only by a consideration of the meaning and power of the terma
loyalty in its application to the circumistances of Canada. I have said that
this matter touches the honour of Canadians; and it is to bie trusted that
this interest is not an inactive factor in the endeavour to attain a fair
understanding of the public obligation in this respect.

In approaching tbis subject the essential distinctions between the two
political virtues called patriotism and loyalty must always be borne in
mmnd. Everybody understands the distinction, but not everybody is careful
to remember it. Patriotism grows from our soil and loyalty from our laws.
The one springs from human nature, the other is a result of human iisti-
tutions. Patriotism lives upon the past and loyalty upon the present.
Where there is no caîl for the one there mnay be an imperative demand for
the other. We do hear of the existence of Canadian Patriotism, and the
fact of its existence is a source of pride; but it must be remnembered that
anytbing like a persistent assertion of patriotisîn by those entitled to cherish
the proud sentiment is ungenerous towards those others whomn we welcome
to our land as members of our community, and who, while earnestly and
honestly identifying themselves with us as citizens of the samne expanding
commonwealth, are precluded by their circumstances from as yet sharing
in that sentiment. Their patriotism they lef t beneath the old rooftree,
and a new birth awaita their children here. Our patriotisîn is stili but in
its infancy, but a great futu~re opens before it. Froîw the stranger who

seeks our shores we bave a right to expect, not that which hie cannot give
but that which lie can-not patriotism, but loyalty.

Now what is loyalty ? Rightly understood there is no room for con-
troversy in the matter. Loyalty is not a respecter of persons, save in ' s
far as an individual or an office represents that to which loyalty is due.
By an extension of the terni arising fromi long usage men speak of loyalty
to the sovereign, and feel it, because in the sovereign tbey see the repre-
sentative of aIl that tbey reverence in their laws and institutions. It is a
sentiment or fealty then not properly due to an individual but to a systerm.
IlThe word loyalty," says Trench, Il . . . . being derived from loi4
expresses, properly, that fidelity which one owes according to Iaw, and
does not necessarily include that attachament to the royal person whieh,
happily, we in England have been able further to throw into the word."
So that, by the very nature of the terni itself, ioyalty is neither more nor
less than fidelity to that public law, well tried and approved, which We
have set up and acceptecl for our guidance and government. H1e who paYo
this debt pays aIl that is legally due fromn him. - He may do more; but
bis obligation as an honourable member of the commonwealth is discharged
at this point. The blind and undiscriminating devotion to a persol Or-
cause, around which history and romance tbrow a delusive halo, exciteo
our admiration or our sympathy for acts of heroic self-sacrifice or suffering;
but the miscalled loyalty which. inspires such devotion is not the rOI
sentiment itself, but an instance of transferred allegiance. Il Hionour the
king "-not necessarily the man ; because the king is the impersonation Of
the law to wbich in reality our loyalty is due.

We, t<o, are friends to loyalty ; we love
The king who loves the law, respects his bounds,
And reigna content within them.

The prevalent misconception of the true nature of the obligation imPli'à
by the word loyalty bas exposed to undeserved reproacli Canadians wa
in the matter of allegiance, offer their first fruits on the altar of their Ow
land. The connection would be a tyrannous as well as a pusilaniIIoto
one which took offence at this. No graver injustice could be offered to
the robust progeny of an old stock than to interpret the assertion Of iUo
self -reliance as an act of rebellion. In ail ages i t bas been the rabe for
parental authority to cesse at a certain poinit. Iu the very constitution 0
things'the old should lean on the young rather than the young be depeld'
eut on the old. Nature bas made this law, and it cannot be repea14
Nature does more, bowever-and this should not bie forgotten. She Sld

the cbildren forth from the parental roof to plant themselves on other SOi1,
and take root there and tlourishi; but she does not dissolve or weaken the

bonds which bind ail the famnily together. A common pulsation, a cOr1fn1

sympatby is felt thi'oughout the whole. The parent stem, by biai1
authority and releasing f romn obedience when authority would be t1fwIse

and obedience difficult, rdtains the reverence due to it as the source frai"
which ail this vigyorous life bas proceede:.. The less it dmands the016
it will receive. But the parent ilever thinks of insisting that the 0
first allegiance is stili due to the old home and not to the new one.

After ail, it is wholly amongst ourselves that the reproach of disl0YsU,
is fiung at the heads of those who raise the question of independence.t
excites no such emotion in England. No higher or more fiattering fi.

mony can be borne to the quality of the grand old stock fron Mrhich Ire
spring than the very assertion of our desire and ability to stand alofle.t
is the warrant of our iegitimnacy, the proof that we are not degenera&
It is an injustice, wbicb ouglit to be deeply resented, to proclaim thikt 0
desire for independence iiuplies impatience of our connection With ta ether
or bostility to the Mother Country. The bond which holds the race tget
wiil grow al] the stronger when the diffrent communities into wrlh it 

c et tbenis6l"
divided are able to stand on their own strengtli, and to respec ~J3
for being able to do so. EIngland wants no efi'eminate offspig ban 0hi

for life to bier apron-sti ings. It is not lier nature to encourage .~
unworthy dependence, d 1 'r indeed the nature of ber children ta
Tu nations as in fannilies, blood will tel; and the sooner we cal,'
ourselves capable of standing alone the sooner wiîîEgln feel tha'
are worthy of our descent. This connection between Engiand and
in s0 far, at lcast, a.s it is one of dfpendence on our side and of Pr'etO0

upon that of Engiand, shofuld for the advantage of hoth parties teroil t0o
as soon as practicable. Political separation (loes not involve" the dsrapper,
of the race, or the extinction or those sympathies which must aIWAS 0

vade every branch of the great famîiy. 1.14

De LOME iveýs a recipe for a popular novel: "-liera rY
mam ma-papa -Uncle-sister, and s0 on. Loeosace -
tears-despair-gim mer. of hope unexpected solution Of di ri'j of
happy finale. Landsca1 ,e for background according toa 0' plantn
each montb got froin botanica1 calendars."
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