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President determined that at all haz-
ards riotous acts must be suppressed
and law must resume its sway. In
ordering United States troops to the
scene of the disturbance without an
application of the legislature or gov-
ernor of Illinois he accomplished a
fresh extension of executive power
without an infraction of the Con-
stitution.

The constitutional observation here
is self-contradictory; and the history,
besides being erroneous, is not taken

from the best available sources.

On the constitutional point, Mr.
Rhodes recognizes the truth of what
he immediately denies, that Presi-
dent Cleveland did override the Con-
stitution; for he describes Cleveland’s
act as an “extension of executive
power.” 1t is conceivable, of course,
that, without an infraction of the
Constitution, a President may exer-
cise an executive power never used
before; but how can executive power
itself be extended without an infrac-
tion of the constitution which defines
the limits of that power. To extend
it is to go beyond the limitation; and
to go beyond constitutional . limita-
tions under a constitution which con-
fers no powers except such as are ex-
pressed or necessarily implied, is a
breach of the constitution. Not only
does Mr. Rhodes thus join issue with
himself, but his very statement of
what Cleveland did shows that Cleve-
land overrode the Constitution. For,
according to Mr. Rhodes, Mr. Cleve-
land invaded the State of Illinois with
Federal troops, not to protect the
mails nor to enforce the mandates of
Federal courts, as some of his apolo-
giste contend, but to suppress a local
riot; and he did so without any appli-
cation from the local authorities.
Nothing could well be clearer than
that this “fresh extension of execu-
tive power” was an infraction of sec-
tion 4 of article iv. of the Constitu-
tion.

Mr. Rhodes’s history of the event
to which he refers is evidently drawn
from newspaper reports, irresponsi-
ble or worse, and cither in inexcusa-
ble ignorance or culpable disregard of
the documentary evidence. The
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proof is abundant and irrefutable
that Mr. Rhodes’s wanton accusation
against Gov. Altgeld, that he “would
not preserve order,” is false. It isso
abundant and so convincing that ho
writer who cares for his reputation as
a historian can afford to allow his
name to remain associated with the
statement we have quoted.

Criticism is made of our com-
ment of two weeks ago (p. 658) upon
the curious action of the Cook Co.,
111, special grand jury infinding that
the coal famine was not due to any
conspiracy in restraint of trade, and
then indicting coal dealers for a con-
spiracy in restraint of trade. Since
the grand jury had said in effect,
asks our critic, that “we do mnot
find that the present increase in
prices for coal is due to a conspiracy;
but we do find that for a long space
of time certain dealers have been en-
gaged in a conspiracy intended to pro-
duce and actually producing abnor-
mally high prices, for which they are
criminally liable under Illinois law,
and for this we indict them,” is there
anything inconsistent in it? Isola-
ted from the circumstances under
which the special grand jury sat,
there is, indeed, mno inconsistency.
For the same reason there would have
been no inconsistency had the grand
jury, though finding that the coal
famine was not due to & trade
conspiracy, nevertheless indicted
one or more persons for sheep steal-
ing. Grand juries may find various
indictments for various crimes. But
the circumstances make a vast dif-
ference in the case referred
to. This was e special grand
jury. It was called for the spe-
cial purpose of investigating the
causes of the coal famine. Its in-
dictments, therefore, are properly re-
garded as the result of that investi-
gation. And so it regarded them it-
self, for it did not indict the Manu-
facturers’ Aesociation nor any other
similar conspiracy which “for a long
space of time” had defied the laws of
Ilinois. It confined its indictments
to coal dealers, thereby making an im-

pression upon the public mind thatit
had traced the coal famine to thos
men. That action of this particular
grand jury was inconsistent with it
report, in .which it found that the
famine was not due to any trade con-
spiracy. The whole thing has theair
of an attempt by somebody to divert
public attention from the great rail-
road monopolies, which own both
roads and mines, and toward which
a well founded suspicion runs in con-
nection with the famine.

A Baptist paper of Cincinnati, the
Journal and Messenger, comment
very sensibly upon the proposd
method of settling the land questior
of Ireland by buying out the land-
lords at something less than the vl
ue of their holdings. “By no hocus
pocus can it be made to appear,” sas
that paper, “that when an owner i
receiving $5 per acre rent for hi
land a sale for an annual paymentof
$4 is not confiscation of a consider
able part of the property.” Thats
perfectly true. In the forum of mor
als it is just as clearly an invasionof
property rights to confiscate a part
as the whole. The real question ths!
inevitably recurs in either caseis, Isit
an invasion of property rights atal
to terminatesuch tenures asthelrish |
landlords claim? If it is suchanir-
vasion as to full value, it isequallye,
morally speaking, as to part of the
value; and if it is not so as to part it
is not so as to the whole. Letussd,
then, whetheér it is so at all withre:
erence to these Itish lands? Thear-
swer may be found in the same Bsp
tist paper. It truly says that the
fact that the landlords’ claimms b
Irish lands rest upon conquestisc
no importance, “sincé the value &
the time they were conquered w
trifling;” and then it adda, alsowitt
truth and force, that “the real izt
of all land has been given by thede
velopment of civilization, and by the
people of the entire country,” and
“this is as true whete land was por
chased for a few shillings an acre #
where it was taken by a conquenr.
Does not that completely snswer the
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question of the right to terminate
such claims? By what moral author-
ity does any government maintain
the vitality of land tenures which op-
erate to endow a few in every genera-
tion with those values that are“given
by the development of ecivilization
and by the people of the entire coun-
try”? Is it not confiscation from the
people to continue enforcing such a
system, rather than confiscation
from landlords to stop enforcing it?

THE GREAT ORDER OF THINGS.*

We live in a time when Deborah’s
allegorical allusion to the rout of
Sisera is big with meaning. Even as
“the stars i their courses fought
against Sisera,” so do the eternal
forces of moral righteousness, cir-
cling majestically on in theirappoint-
ed orbits, fight against the sordid
utilitarianism that holds the moral
sense of our generation in captivity.
The victory of right over seeming
might is thus assured. At all times
when “the stars in their courses fight
against Sisera,” his chariots however
numerous and his hosts however
mighty, are predestined to utter de-
struction.

There is a great order of things.
As to this all doubt has vanished
with reference to the material uni-
verse. Fighting with “the stars in
their courses,” materialistic science
has upon this distinctive plane of
human experience routed the Siseri-
an hosts. The powers that came of
a bigoted rejection of rational truth
promoted by a priestly utilitarianism
in the disguise of religious faith,
those old forces generated by a union
of superstitious credulity and irra-
tional incredulity, have here yielded
to an enlightened recognition of the
dominance of natural law.

We know now that the material
universe, from largest to least, is a
universe of law—invariable law. Ex-
cept in obedience thereto, no man—
whether greatest of inventors or hum-
blest of mechanics—would any long-
er think of pursuing his vocation.
He perceives that disobedience would

*By Louis F. Post, editor of The Public,
in the Christmas, 1902, number of The Mir-
ror (St. Lou!s). Reproduced here by spe-
cial permission of William Marion Reedy,
editor of The Mirror,

but waste his labor and cripple his
powers. He realizes that it 15 as he
conforms, and only as he conforms,
to the laws of matter, that his under-
takings in the utilization of matter
can succeed. He knows that unless

.| he harmonizes his efforts with “the

stars in their courses,” all he at-
tempts, promising thoughit mayseem
at first to be, must utterly fail. Im
the sphere of material things, diso-
bedience to natural law is fully seen
to be as a process self-destructive and
as a result impossible.

The law of gravitation, for in-
stance, always holds sway. It can be

‘neither frystrated nor disturbed.

Whether we work with it and build
ourselves a house, or defy it and
dash our bodies to pulp at the foot of
a precipice, it is the same law work-
ing irresistibly in the same way. It
serves the just and the unjust, the
righteous and the unrighteous, those
who seek its aid for construction and
those who seek it for destruction.
All these it serves alike, according to
their several purposes. Iftheywould
build for themselves, they have but to
go rightly about it and the law of
gravitation helps them. If they
would destroy themselves, it permits
them to do so. But its constant les-
son is the invariableness of its proc-
esses, the wasteful futility of oppo-
sition, the splendid possibilities of
conformity. “The stars in their
courses” fight against every Sisera
who defies this or any other law of
the material universe.

So it is, also, in the moral universe-
There, too, the great order of things
holds resistless sway. Its laws,
analogous to the courses ofplan-
ets and .suns, no human power
can overcome nor any antagonism dis-
turb. More than that. Not only is the

moral universe, equally with the ma-

terial, a universe of invariable law,
but its laws are sovereign over those
of matter. This must be so, for mat-
ter is merely a medium for the expres-
sion of moral purpose. Except as it
‘is subservient to that end, its exist-
ence is inexplicable upon the hy-
pothesis of universal design.

As certainly as physical law dom-
inates matter does moral law domin-
ate the physical. Though conform-
ity to the laws of matter alone will
enable us, for illustration, to forge

a knife of keenest blade, the uses of
the knife—without which it has no
reason for existing and would not be
made—fall within the jurisdictiomof
moral law, We may use it to carve
things that minister to human needs
or the human sense of beauty, thus
serving our brethren and moulding
our own characters more and more
in the divine likeness, while conquer-
ing the stubbornness of external na-
ture; or we may make it an imple-
ment for torture and murder. Inthe
one case we advance in moral right-
eousness by conformity to the moral
law. “The stars in their courses”
fight with us. In the other case, we
defy the moral law. But we cannot
overcome it, for “the stars in their
courses” fight against us. Though
the torture be inflicted and the mur-
der done, the unrighteous purpose
they were intended to serve will in
the outcome inevitably fail. The
stars in their immutable courses fight
always and everywhere against Sisera.

Unrighteous we may be in thought
and deed, but we can no more estab-
lish anywhere in the universe the sov-
ereign sway of moral unrighteous-
ness, of moral lawlessness, of moral
disorder, than we could establish a
sway of material lawlessness . upon
the plane of physics. The enemies
of Sisera, though captive for a
time, cannot fail if their cause
is allied to “the stars in their
courses.” Be their cause what it may,
whether material or moral, that of
an inventor like the unknown discov-
erer of fire or the forgotten maker
of the first wheelbarrow, of a perse-
cuted and disheartened explorer like
Columbus, of patriots on the scaf-
fold or of saints upon the rack, of the
philosopher with his deadly potion
of hemlock or the Nazarene carpen-
ter upon the cross—whatever the
cause, it always has and always must
conquer, in so far ag it is in harmony
with the great order of things.

That this universal truth lacks rec-
ognition as such, is evident from the
manifest tendency to subordinate
what is morally right to what seems
to be practically more expedient, to
displace loyalty to moral principles
with slavery to material utilities—in
a comprehensive phrase, to place
utilitarianism above idealism.



