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Article 4 in the Treaty

An Analysis

TIE OATH OF FLDELITY,

The part of Article d—“and that | will he fathin
to his Majesty King George V, Lis heirs and suecessors
by law in virtne of the common citizenship of lreland
and Great Britain, and his adberence to, and membership
of, the group of nations forming the British Counnon-
vealth of Nations''—-is qualified by conditions Jaid down
in eertain ather articles of the Treaty. It does deal, how-
ever, with the relation ol the crown to the leish Freo
State, and as this is the olject of our mguiry lot us
exanine these sentences.  1for this purpose we must first
refer bhack to Article 2, where it is provided that iho re-
Jationship of Georgo V oto Canada shall be the relationship
of George V to lreland, “‘subject to the provisions herein-
after set out,” aund these provisions are contained in Article
4. The proper order to approach the problem, therefore,
is first by working on the Canadian analogy fo define what
tho relationship of George Vote the Irish Free State should
be, and secondly to caleulate to what extent that relation-
ship will be moedificd by the provisions set out in Article L

CRING OF TRELAND, NOCANADIAN ANALOGY.

A common and fundamental error on the pari of oppo-
nents of the Treaty has heen to assume that Georze Voig,
according to constitutional law, King of Canada, the im-
mediate inference therefrom being that George Vois, there-
fore, under Article 2 of the Treaty, King of Trelaud. This
is o fallacy whicl goes to the roob ot the whole controversy
atd brings in its train a scries of deduetions such as that
George V) in Mr. de Valera’s words, is “‘direct, monarch
of Treland” and the nunisters of the Irish Free 8tate the
King’s ministers. These conclusions are wrong  beeause
the premise is wrong., George Vois not King of Canada,
and, therefore, neither is he King of Iveland. The real
stato of affairs is that George Vois Ring of England, and,
therefore, as head of the British Commonwealth of Nations,
of which Canada is a wember, possesses in Canada a num-
ber of rights, which he exercises to o lesser extent vear hy
year, and these rights are possessed by him in virtue of
an oath about which there can be no doubt. Its termns
are—"1.. do swear that T owill e faithiul and hear
alleginnee  to his Majesty {ele).” Supposing that ihe
relationship of George Vowas reproduced in the case of
the Trish Free State, it is undeniably correct that Georpo
YV, as head of the British Commonwealih of Nations, would
possess in Treland cortain rights; hut that relationship is
nat reproduced o Ireland, for Article 2 of the Treaty
states that the relationship of the Crown to the Irish freo
State, although supposed to he on the Canadian maodel,
“is subject to the provisions hereinafter set out.”  Theso
provisions, which are given in Article 4, transform con-
pletely the relationship of the Crown to Trelund so come-
pletely that under the Trealy the relationship of the Crown
to the Trish ¥ree State does not hear even the shadow
of a resemblance to the relationship of the Crown and the
Canadian Dominions.

HE RELATIONSHIP OF FiDELITY.

We will find the sum total of the relationship of the
Crown to the Trish Free State defined in Article 4, and wo
an pass over the first provision in the article, as it deals
solely with Trish allegiance to the Freo Slate constitution,
and confine our examination to the remuining sentences.

What nature of allegiance, if auy, do we vwe Goorge
V as a conseruence of these provisions, “and that T will bo
faithful to his dajesty George,” cte.? We owe fidelity to
George V. Videlity is the relstion which hinds egitaly,
and in using tho term political fidelity o deseribo the
relations between the Crown and the Trish I'rec State,
England admitted for the first time that wo were on terms
of political equality, that is to say, that as savercign states
wo contracted upon the same pofitical level. Some oppo-
nents of the Treaty treat tho difference between allegiance
and fidelity as merely a difference of words, and ar gue ag if
the differcnce did not exist at all but had been manufac-
tured by supporters of the Treaty.

. Allegiance in the medicval order signified the relation
of an inferior with a superior, of a vassal with his licge-
lord. Fidelity represents an altogether different relation-
ship—that between equals. Tt was a relamonshﬂp which
could be entered into only hetween cquals, Tt is compar-
able with sovereignty and ereates recipracal obligations,

that s Lo say, b hiwds George Voegually with the lrish
Free State; and il hoe deviated in the <hghtest from the
terms of the Treaty, the ILrish Free State would auto-
matically cease to owe fidelity to hing,

THE FINAL COLRT OF APPEAL THE SOVEREIGN PEOPLE.

Enooelh has perbaps been said Lo show that in the
present pelitiead position in Irelind there are & multi-
pheity of views muloally exelusive. Coolness and samity
are neeessary 10 Lhe nation s 1o he saved frone hideocus
disaster, 1 it is not Lo be rent asunder Ty conflicting
Factions each n law wmio it=elf, each determined teo forco
its pacticular wostrom vpon the country. The Treaty
issue is now up Lor decision by the final court of appeal—
the Sovercign Peeple. Tn times of conflicting counsels anid,
enthusiasms there must be some final anthorits it we aro
not to dritt blindly to anuarchy.
content Lo work constiud fonally
ing with a4 proper

Political parties must be
as political paeties, work-
perspeetive and & proper  sense
proporiion to the  whole  of  which  they
form  a purt,  working  with 2 realisation of  the
fact  that  the  mnation™s  richts  and  juberests  are
above formmlas, and  that  the natien’s
rizhis are violated and its interests hoperilled by an at-
tempt by oany seetion fo force s creed upon the eitizens
at the point of the pun.
mutiny, ;1ttvm};is by

ol . their
creeds  and

Mutinies and Jucitements o
intimidation to prevent the free
exercise or exprossion ol individual opinion—rilese things
are deadly poison in the hedy politic, and those whe havoe
reconrse Lo them are eriminalse nop in aby narrow legnal
sense, but i the fael that they vielate a watural righd
and sin acninst the commen weal.

THE LESSON 0F LIMERICK.

The Limerick incident should give  pesple pause:
nealigihle 1 itsell, b was signilicant in its impliestions.
The Minister for Defence stated clearly that the only
gnarantee that is asked for Trom troops ceenpying posi-
tiong vacated by the Briti<h is an undertaking that they
will not use their power to prevent the free expression of
the people’s will at o Geweral Kleetton nor Lurn their ars
against any Government that way he returned as a resnlt
of such election. To ask for sueh an undertaking involves
no enhversion” of any exmsting institntion. Tt does in-
volve a vecognition of Lhe sovercienty of the will of tho
Trizh peaple 1 Treland, That there should be any hestas
tion i recounising the fact that the will of the wajority
ol the eitizens must be the deciding factor, now and al-
wavs, inoour politienl aflfwivs, Ix o svinplone of the conntry’s
feverish enndition,

THE DUTY OF LEADERSIIIY.

Hois the dlear doty of sane leadership 1o assiape that
fover. To do or say anvthing ealeuliied o inerease it
wonld be unworthy of one Lolding o responsible position
at this srave moment.  Mr de Valora cannot diselaim re-
spousthility Tor the actious of those who have lned up
with him on this Treaty issue, or for tho inflammatory
specches of eertain of his Tollowers.  Nothing hot harin
can come of the talk of an “existing Republie” heing
Csubverted” and the calls to people to vally to its “de-
fenee™ 10 last July the Republican onth iaken by mem-
hers of Dail Eiveaun was noihing more than “a pledge to
the Trisli people to do the best for them in any cireum-
staneces that arise)’ then assuredly these who advocato
aceeptance of the Treaty believing with Richard Mnleahy
that “Ireland has wo spot of solid ground on which to
place ker political Leet except the Preaty” —suell men arve
not “national apostates™ engaged in subverting an
ing Republic.”

Hexista

THE RIGIT OF THE PEOILE.

Faclk of the many sehools of political thoneght is en-
titled to propagate its view, hob if we arve to he saved
from anarchy one thing must be ecommen gronnd with all—
a recognition of the right of the Sovercign People to de-
cido hetween them.  The man who denies that right, be
he Treatvite, Doenment Two-ite, Republienn, or Workers’
Tepubliean, is no patriot but a traitor to his country.

—(. O’IIIGGD:S, in the Frre State.

LIGHTER, PLEASANTER WORK WHEN REMOVING.

if you employ ont expert workers and up-te-date equip-
ment. Furniturs carefully handled. It will pay you.
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