
IS CANADIAN LOYALTY A SENTIMENT OR A PRINCIPLE J

in the old colonies bocauae of their

fidelity to the British Crown. But it

was not until the close of the War of

Independence, that any i.cii'-iderable

number of political refugetis were

driven to this ueceKsity, The circu''i-

stances which at last compelled so

many to abandon their former homen
are fully narrated by l)r. llyerson,

the accuracy of whose statements is

confirmed by the fact that in every in

stance the pjirticulars are tuthci- quoted

from American historians, or corro-

borated by t,heir admissions.

From Dr. liyerson's careful inves-

tigations much can be learnt that will

modir'y poj)ular impressions regarding

the events of this exciting period.

Although it is clear that from the

outset sepai'ation from the ISIother

Country was the aim and determina-

tion of the leaders of the extr.eme

party, yet the great bulk of the colo-

nists were unwilling to break the tie

of their allegiance. tJntil Independ-

ence was actually declared, the princi-

pal moiety of the community refused

to contemplate the possibility of this

result. But the leaders of the rebel

faction were re.so4ute and too often un
scrupulous. They coerced the simple

farmers and labourers who opposed

their schemes, and persecuted all who
perseveied in resisting them. For

several months before, as well as after,

the final issue of the struggle, the con-

dition of the loyal adherents to Biiti))|,i

supremacy was humiliating and even

perilous. They wee subjected to every

species of insult and contumely. They
were liable at any moment to arrest

and imt>ri8oniuent, and to the seizure

and c\mtiscation of their property.

For refusing to side with the rebel

party, they were threatened with ban-

ishment, and even with death. Lead-

ing partizans of Congress vebemently

advocated the ' wholesale banging ' of

Loyalists. In 1776, the New York
.State Convention resolved, • that any
peraoTi being an adherent to the King
of Great Britain, should be accounted

guilty of treason and suffer death.'

j

Sitiiilar laws were enacted against

I

Loyalists in other provinces, who con-

[

tinued to advocate the cause of the
British Government:. In South Caro-
lina alon(5 was there a humane and
compassionate policy pursued towards
the defeated lioyalijits,

tinder these circuniatances, their

only safety was in llight. After the
Brit'sh troops evacuated Boston, up-
wards of a thousand citizens left the
place. Tliese men publicly dt^clared

that, ' if they thought the most abject

submisuon would procure them [»eace,

they never would have stirred.'

"I'he laws in force against the Loyal-
ists romained unrepe.ded until long
after t ie peace, in 1 783. It is true

that Congress—pursuant to the Treaty
of i'eace, and in accordance with the

practice of European nations in simi-

lar capes—reconnnended to the several

States of the Union to encourage
those who had been compelled to ex-

patriate themselves to return, and to

grant ther.i compen.sation for the loss

of tlifcir property. But this advice was
ignored. On the contrary, some of

the States evinced a disposition to

proscribe rather than to indemnify,
and even to enact further confisca-

tions against the sufierers. The Roy-
alists not unreasonably complained of

these proceedings. It seem ad to them
most cruel and unjust that merely
for supporting the government under
which they were born, and to which
they owed a natural allegiance, they
should be doomed to sulfer all the pen-
alties of capital oflfenders.

It is, therefore, no matter for sur-

pi'ise, that but a small number of the

Loyalists who fled the country at the

outbreak, or during the progress, of

the War of Independence, returned,

when the conflict was over ; and that,

out of some thirty thousand persons

who abandoned their possessions after

the peace—and while the enactments

against their lives and property were
still inforce—comparatively feweither

desired or were able to return, when
the new government permitted them


