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not In sympathy witn their socenlled pregressive spivit as
“eonservative,” and think that thereby they have effect.
unlly branded these unworthy the cousiderntion of intel.
ligent men,  The word is thus often spproprintely used,
but all unbeknown 10 the veer—his feonception of the
iden fs g0 glight s to bo worthless, The words “foassil
Hzed ™ “antiguated, “fogyish,” “belind.thetimes,” and
“eonservative' have to him one meaning,  While ench
of these words hias, 10 be sure, its meaning and its legiti-
munle nse; they are by no means synonymous,

The more Tiheralminded elinmpions of radicalism are
ready enough to admit the need of a comservative foree,
and its use in the development of thought pud elyilization.
Yet even in them we often detect a strange inconsistency
for they declnim loudly ngaingt the evil of an unreasonn-
ble resistance to change, which they eall conseryatism,
yet tell us that they recognize n need of conserving
forees proportionate to the aggressiveness ol rndicalism.
My plen is for a proper definition of terms, and o candid
reengnition of good wherever found.

Conservatism we have heard ungnalifiedly defined us
as opposition 1o change—the most extreme meaning thint
oan be uttached to it; while radicenlism ig, we are told, n
beliel that many things in the past are wrong, with un
bounded confidence in the future—the most lberal view
possible to take it I shall endeavor to use universally
aceepted interpretations of these terms,  This 1 could
not do if my definitions were constructed to suit an idea
of my own, orif they contained or implicd an nssum pe
tion to be used in my argument,

Conservatism extreme may properly be spoken of as
opposition to any chunge whatever, or a disposition 1o
cling 1o existing institutions for no better reason than
that they exist, but this isn very unjust general definitions.
The fair-minded conservative is he who is reverential:
who Las respect for experience and for tried customs and
ingtitutions; who remembers that wise men have lived,
and reasons that an institutson which has received the
support of wise and good men muxt contain somewhat
at Jeast, of good, and  deserves his consideration. The
fntelligent radical says, “The fact that o thing has ex-
isted is not prima facda evidence of its worth. I wm not
bound fo follow the customs of my ancestors. There
oughit to be improvements.  The future must have better
things in store than the past has produced.” And may not
these two individuals be one and the sime? Need it be
paradoxienl to epeak of a conservative radical? Is it be
cause human nature is not strong enough, nor the mind
sufficently broad—or liberal if you will—to combine
these necessary elements that we linve seperate forces, at
war with each other.

Nuturally, the extremes of both ideas have arisen.
Upou the extreme of one, the radieal, us I have said
often dwells, and culls it conservatism.  The extreme of
the other is that fanaticism, that madness, which assails
every timeshonored idea, custom and institution for no
other renzon than that it is old; and which makes the
grievous error of “considering—wlether intentionally or
not—novelty a gusrantee of excellence.  Here I find my-
self in danger of falling into an error similar to that with
which I have charged the anti couservative, and assail-
ing this mudness under the title of radicalism. It is not
radicalism.  But what shall we call it? Suppose we
name it rantism for convenience’ sake, 1tis rantism, and
and its ndvocales are ranters, |

It shows itself most plainly in matters of relgion and
eduention. The ranters are commonly young men that
are very anglous to be thonght intellectunl and progres-
sive,  Sometimes its signs appenr as early as the age of
sixteen years. At (his age we are not surprised at it
We regard it the last of the ehildren's diseases, and hope
for a speedy recovery,  This, in ordinary enses, and with
proper eare, is bronght about in from two th four years.
Sometimes, however, i1 hbucomes elironle, and olings to the
suflerer during life, occusionally fssuming a very mae-
lignant type, At firsl appearance it is not so severe as to
wareant the name we have adopted, but the common ex-
pression for it is “smartness” Under this title may e in-
clude such premmonitory symptoms, as contempt for par-
ents, and unwillingness to receive adviee. Soon adisposi.
tion appears to make light of sacred things, and ¢'er long
our youth tells you, of acrtain matters of faith—that he
“don’t  know abeut these things;” he “used to believe
them, but cannot now,' e may not say, but ke means,
that his intelligence hag 8o inerensed that these conserv=
ative and superstitious idens of his parents can no longer
be aecepted by him.  From this he rapidly develops into
a regulie ranter.  He gets hold of the word “liberal” and
thinks to be liberal is to denounce the Bible, deny  faith
an tieehwesn, macr G Lws ind efinile a8 possible, nnd
cluim to he governed wholly by reason,  He also at this
stuge maokes frequent use of the word “conservative®
He imagines that to be conservative means to stand stitl;
to grow rusty, 10 cease to think, except in certn fixed
channels, to be stupid and without influence,  So, while
u conservative faith is spreading, a conservative gospel
is converting the world; conservative workersfare elevat-
ing the morals and purifying the minds of men, and
many of his conservative fellows are outstripping him
in the race for Knowledge, our ranter, but would be 1e-
former iscutling loose from the fuith of his fathers, and
fancics himsell free as he suils an unguided mariner
upon u trackless sea.

What then, is my point? Why this while we would be
progressive, let us not suppose that to be so, we must
needs diseard evervthing our fathers have snid and done
before us,  Let us remember that the really wise man
wies to understand why others think as they do, instead
of treativg them with contempt beeause all their ideas do
not accord with his, and in se¢king for light, let us be
cureful that we do not chase a will.o'~the-wisp in the
distance.

I have said that the effects of rantism are most plainly
geen in matters of edueation and religion.  To be more
definite—{or two thousand years there hus been o force
at work in the world, bringing light out of darkness

order out of c¢haos, holinessont of sin, Bad men have
been made good, individual lives have been voluntarily

sacrificed for the universal weal, charitable institutions
liave been founded, the sum of human misery percepti-
bly diminished, Of all (his, conservative, radical and
ranter  alike approve, and to it they all love to refer,
But the conservative is the only one that draws conclu-
sions from it.  Along with this progress and develop.
ment, there has been a co-existent fuith. The ranter at-
temps to seperate the two, and ealls the faith foolishness
Now if we look candidly at this whole matter, we shail
find it to be true that faith and progress have gone hands
in-hand. Whether one i the cause and one the effect
and il so, which i3 which; cr whether they might a3




