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(December olh, 1935)7

Our Inheritance
By Arrrur E. Morean, MLA.

CoroneL Arrmur L. Bisuor, Chairman, in introdpc—
ing the speaker, said: Fellow members of the Canadian
Club: Montreal and Toronto are two great cenires of popu-
lation and must necessarily harbor great centres of educa-
tion and learning. It is the new principal of McGill Uni-
versity to whom we are paying tribute -today. o

Principal Morgan assumes the very arduous duties 1
sticcession to that very widely known Corps Comman'dfar,
Sir Arthur Currie, and we know that the many qualities
that he can bring to bear in that high office will redound to
the credit of Canada. He is an Englishman who, strange
as it may seem, was educated at Trinity _College, Dublin.
As associate professor of English and English Literature he
went from there to the University of Bristol, and, not con-
tent with that graduated to the University College of Exeter.

Then came the war where he made an excellen_t reputa-
tion as a gunner, principally, I imagine, in teaching what
a long overseas experience enables me to appreciate at iis
true value—teaching young gunners not to shoot short,
Tmmediately following the war Principal Morgan contmue_d
his course of English and English Literature at the Uni-
versity of Sheffield, and still later he_was.chosen to be the

principal of the newly established University of Hull.

The powers that be of McGill have chosen him to take
Sir Arthur Currie’s place, and we know Wh:;.t great scope
McGill offers to a man so well qualified in English _z'md
English Literature, and secondly, I might ?,lt_nost say prim-
arily, to one so well endowed with the administrative ability
hat stich a position requires.

t atMR. MOI:;GAN :——Ngr. Chairman and gentlemen of the
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Canadian Club of Toronto, may I thank you first for ten-
dering me this kind invitation to pay another visit to To-
ronto, and for the very kind words you have used in intro-
during me to this audience. You have touched a familiar
chord i the hearts of many of this gathering when you
referred to me as a gunner—one knows how touchy the
Infantry always are on the subject of gunners.

The subject of my address does not immediately emerge
from the total of my remarks, but the inheritance to which
I have referred has been won by our western civilization
after a struggle of a millenium or more for the freedom
which some at any rate regard as its most priceless heri-
tage. This heritage of personal liberty, won after contin-
uous struggle, represents an attitude of mind, an attitude
towards life which can best be described as opposite to the
mind which is prepared to live in a state of slavery. Tt is
a state of mind that demands the right of self-determina-
tion and self-disposal—the right to interpret “I will” into
“I do.” But that right is one that in the nature of things
must be limited. However much the individual may claim
the right of self-disposition that higger group of individ-
nals—Society—has also its rights which can only be main-

" tained by the limitation of the rights of the individual to

self-disposition.

We have therefore a system of regulation—we may
call it law, habit or convention, but in one form or another,
it is a system tfo limit that indefinite right of the individual
to translate “T will” into “I do.” The degree of civilization
which any society enjoys may be measured by the skill with
which that problem has been tackled--—the problem of reecon-
ciling on the onefhand the right of the individual, and on
the other the rights of the society of which he is a part—
the problem offfdiscriminating between, and limiting the
frontiers of, lilfrty and license. ,

In the simpler forms of civilization aimongst primitive
peoples, it is possible for the individuaal to comport himself

* practically as he desires. Tt is only as society becomes more

complicated—as civilization becomes more intricate—that
the problem of discriminating between the group and the
individual becomes complicated, and there comes a time
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when, only by limiting the indiscriminate rights of the in-
dividual, can the rights of the individual be preserved.
Take for example the traffic problems of Toronto. A hun-
dred and fifty years ago there was probably very little neces-
sity to elaborate rules of the road for the wide spaces where
your streets now are. It was unnecessary to have a man
to direct, or colored contrivances at the corners to control,
the traffic. Rules became necessary as the 'l:oad‘s became
more used, and today we are able to move with individual
freedom only in so far as we are willing to submit to the
limitation of our rights by what we call traffic regulations.

Now it may be asked, why is freedom so desllrable?‘an.d
T would- answer that freedom is not only deslrablf?, it is
essential, because it is a prime condition of life. Life can
only express itself in' the circumstances of freedom.

But if life is to express itself, we must assume that
there is some desirability that life should express itself.
What is the purpose of life? That is a question that is fol-
lowed by an indefinite number of marks of interrogation.
No one has the answer to it and no one ever WII_I have. Per-
haps the purpose of life, so far as we can .tellz is to be itself
more abundantly. The innate quality of }1fe is growth,.and
if that growth is not to be rank, but fine, it must have_: dlrt_ac—
tion. But who can tell what is the direction i which life
should move? No one can answer that question. All we
can do is give the right conditions for growth and let life
take its own course. It is only by a long process of trial
and error that we can discriminate between success and
failure. To discover the right direction of life a multipli-
city of experiments is necessary.and that can only be ac}‘ue}red
by letting everyone express himself within certain limita-
tions.

Where there are a thousand men, 999 may_be wrong
and one right; so that the freedom that is eszsentlal fo_r th_e
direction of human life involves the toleration of minoti-
ties. Lord Acton has stated that the only real test of free-
dom, by which a country can be judged, is the amount of
security enjoyed by minorities. Every soctety of_ course is
prepared to tolerate some degree of minority opinion, bt
Bernard Shaw says that tolerance and liberty have no sense
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and use except as far as they tolerate opinions that are con-
sidered damnable, and give liberty to do what seems wrong
—not, yeu will ohserve, what is wrong, but only what seems
wrong. In other words there is 1o credit in being tolerant
of views with which you agree. The only credit lies in
toleration of views from which you dissent.

Mill says that if ‘we are only prepared to give liberty of
expression to views with which we agree we are running
the risk of condemning a minority which may in the end
become a majority, and he reminds us of the circumstances
of the death of Socrates and of the Man who was crucified
on Calvary. There is always the danger in intolerance that
we may be suppressing truth, and if we do that we are
driving the growth of life into a new and dangerous direc-
tiom, : ’

It is interesting to note how very intolerant revolution-
aries frequently are. It almost seems as though those, who
are most insistentfin their demands for freedom, are the
least willing to ggant it, and I think that perhaps the most
intolerant revolufionaries are children. The revolutionary
that sees his opiffions have resulted in very rapid progress,
and that, as the new conditions which. have followed are
unstable, thinks it is only by the suppression of contrary
opinions that it can be maintained. "This is, of course, very
specious, but at the same time it is a -very dangerous doc-
trine. .

Intolerance is dangerous because it prevents growth and
stunts will, and human growth and human life depend on
the will of the people who make up the mass of society.
And that will, which must be duly balanced, is the mightiest
force of human growth and development. It may spring
from some small spot at the centre radiating outwards until
other wills are inspired by the same force, so that there may

come from that centre a radiating focus of power strong

enough to bring a change in the direction of human growth,

-Will is the basis of all human progress, and will can
flourish only through exercise. Just as the human body
needs exercise for the complete play of its physical strength,

- 8o the human will needs exercise for the tremendous part

it has to play. And for that reason I myself helieve that
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the democratic organization on which our society is based
is the greatest thing that has been or will be discovered by
human society, for it gives, as no other political organiza-
tion can give, free play and exercise to the will of the great-
est number.

But it is immensely dangerous. It is even, T think, the
most dangerous form of organization, ‘but is its danger
going to be an argument against it? Has any great sweep
heen achieved by the deadly doctrine of Safety First? No!
Tt is only in so far as we are prepated {0 take risks that we
are likely to move forward. 1am not afraid of the dangers
of Democracy, but 1 do recognize them, and they are per-
haps greater now than ever they were before.

The nineteenth Century was the century in which demo-
cracy was broughth to its highest point politically, and man,
through the control of the physical sciences, learnt how to
control nature and created the machines of the mechanised
civilization with which we are so familiar. Man has got
today in his hand a weapon of mechanical force and a mieans
of physical power that he has never wielded before, a ma-
chine of great complications, delicacy and no settled balance,
and it is this machine which democracy puts into the hands
of the multitude. There you have a double element of risk,
making our position today one of peculiar and delicate dan-
ger. But I would say this. If that same mechanical power
were put into the hands of a tyrant, there would be very
much greater danger still. And there are not wanting ex-
amples to prove that.

During the last half generation we have seen how the
machine has gone wrong through lack of central control.
The world has been treated as a world that could be run on
competition and strife, There was a process from 1914 to
1918 which was nothing but a dislocation of the machinery
of civilization, financially, industrially and politically. We
have been seeing the effects of that dislocation ever since,
and we shall see them for a long time yet—results that
everyone deplores, but which no one seems to know how to
rectify.

But a new generation has sprung up—millions of youths
born into a world very different from the world into which
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we ourse!ves ere born; into an i
alT.d conditionsffof hopelessness. Isai?l;isepggl; \sing:ﬁsroig;z
ditons thai hehoken nce of sattie p macpees under con-
of safety—is there any wonder
;I;z;efllggy should feel that any change is better than the
- gille clréfmges that have taken place in the world today
n y, Lermany and Russia are all youth movements
T 1;);11&1{; (E:l.lil expression of the feeling of youth that, in order
. some measure of safety and self- :
15 necessary. They. themselves, got haxsr?xllér::iz;tj IL:;.11%11:nge
the struggle for freedom, were willing to barter thlzlt rln
cious heritage of liberty and place themselves beneathpﬂf-
iron heel of a dictatorship in order that they might h ‘
once again conditfions of equilibrium and ‘hopeg' Thizz
nm(gs;r;;rgz ;Mieé': 1r_ooiced111:3¢:=:f:1:nbinhdespair and they I;ave been
alisim. is arnessin i
of youth that dictators have j;tolen flsleig ‘iﬁi;ghesjlt‘ﬁftpf_:s
a serious and so_lemn state of affairs, but I believe' that evls
in these_ countries ireedom will be regained, because tE
whole history of civilization shows that while 'freedom m ¥
hav%}‘ils ups and downs, in the long run it is triumphant Y
o] at of CthIS country? It is all a question of spirit, and
o 15 1n Canada, as in the whole block of civilization
which springs _from British Culture, the whole-hearted
zgg;iyofflahw:?_bxﬁliéglself—discipline, S50 essentialiy the dis-
ery ol British Culture, There is a sani i
that prevents people from running aft:g n;gaglglg [‘:’(jﬁi?:ﬁ
gidls{ ;10‘:P;1cglwmikef 1}115 willing to bear hardships, because
howogreat woﬁde%e tit: f;;sgg]e for freedom has been, and
nce again I come to the question of d ]
to be always on the watch. invilization, agegggéniryv eligz
complicated, necessitates more regulation, and theg whole
Pﬁol?lem, as I see 1t,.is to provide the necessary regulation
with a maximum of individual liberty and with a minimum
of social tyranny. Any organization, in which the individ
ual is tyrannized over or vice versa, is bad, but there is n(;
slmple means of solving the problem. The solution will be
sticcessful for those people who have social and political
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tact. We have to remember that thére is no exact defini-
tion of freedom. For each one of us the cannotation of
that word means something different,

I suppose that if ever there was a really free man it was
Robinson Crusoe, bot even he was not free to do as he
liked. He wanted to leave his island, but he could not get
away.

We do not regard it as a breach of liberty if we are not
allowed to do things against the common good. It is no
offence to our ideas of freedom that we are not allowed to
take the watch from somebody else’s pocket, but a thief
would regard any such prohibition as a sericus breach of
his liberty. So you see there can never be anything in the
nature of a simple definition of freedom.

It is a curious thing, as you go from land to land, to find
that people who are great apostles of freedom will submit
to rules with which they are familiar, but to which other
people would never submit.

Once in the Black Forest I found it was an offence to
smoke a pipe that did not have a little tin disc arrangement
to cover the bowl. But I found it was a method of protec-
tion against forest fires, Everybody realized the danger
and submitted to what was a wise precaution. So you see
that freedom to one individual or even to one nation means
something different from what freedom means to others.

One of the great dangers to liberty is that it is so easy
to compensate for lack of freedom. There has been some
very subtle psychology shown by these modern tyrants who
have inveigled large batches of people to give up their free-
dom. If you look at the youth movements you will find
that they have resulted in such things as simple clothes, late
nights and latchkeys, speed.and the sense of power given by
the control of some swift machine. All these things give
a sense of freedom, with the result that the more precious
heritage of freedom of opinion, freedom of mind and spirit
has been removed while the subject was blinded by the fact
of more physical and social freedom. That seems to be the
principal danger, but it is a great consolation to find that
certain gentlemen who have tried those methods in England
have succeeded no better than Mosley did at the last election.

Ave we who are older very much better?
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It is all very well for us to preach about our
for hl.aelrty and to blame youth f%r forgetting, E;tsgrlfl:gg\}z
not willing to pay an editor five cents a day, or whatever is
the price of‘ his newspaper, and make him our dictator? Ma
it not be said that we allow him to dictate to ug ogr thought)s:
and opinions so long as he allows us to express them as our
own? Are we any freer than Italy, Germany or Russia?
L am sure we are. 'We are too wise to allow tyrants to rear
their heads, and we have a respect for, and an enjoyment
of: freedom. A great deal of water has got to run under
bridges before we surrender that.

There certainly is danger, but I believe we shall over-
come it. Freedom demands constant struggle, and we must
never slackep our eternal vigilance coupled with. the immut-
able deterninnation never to give up independent thought
We can gain this from one source only—the extension and
intensification of liberal education—of education that places
all the facts hefore an individual and leaves him free to
draw his own conclusions and make his own Jjudgments,

_ This never ending struggle resolves itself into a ques-
tion of the rights of the individual and the rights of society,
and it is a difficult problem to know just how far we shouid
tolerate what we disagree with, We must fight intolerance
and cynicism.  Although there is a certain respect due to
tradition and to ideas which have come to hold the field be-
cause they have come as a process of human development
we must not forget that they may be wrong. J
The greatest enemies of freedom are selfishness and
lazmess——.lazmess which makes so many of us willing to
do anyt}{lng or submit to any kind of spiritual or intellec-
tual discipline, so long as we can have physical pleasures
and live a comfortable life. Today the passion of fear is
a very serious factor in the situation. Looking around us
we see democracy inexpertly in control of a machine that
may be.wrecked. If it is wrecked it will bring such appal-
ling ruin, that many of us are willing to say that rather
than that we will submit ourselves to an expert dictator
But has he the skill? Took where dictatorship has led th{;
people of Italy, if you need an answer.
No! Life cannot run on “safety first” lines. Things have
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to be risked. TFreedom carries with it an enormous

responsibility, and we who are its inheritors, we who have

to risk our heritage, bear greater responsibility in this
respect. - ’

How can we attain freedom? We never shall. We can
only strive. Freedom is a product of good social organiza-
tion, but it is also a condition of life itself. It is the product
of a vigorous and disciplined idealism—of that form of
Jife which we call the spirit of mankind.

The President, in thanking Mr. Morgan, said -—We are
deeply grateful for the thoughts you have left with us, Mr.
Morgan. I -feel sure that if the address you have given us
is a sample of what you will give to Mcll, MeGill will
continue o enrich Canadian life with the culture and scholar-
ship for which it has always been famed. We are greatly
indebted to you for coming here to address the Canadian
Club, and we hope that at some not too distant date we
may have the pleasure of hearing you again.




