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by a discilinue whieh no machiueiy eau teacli, society la held
together aud governed, ln the last resort, flot by the mig1it of

umibers, not by the assertion of arbitrary power, but by the.
quiet sovereiguty of su idea.

We may sec it lu continuai actiou; we may sec it iu contin-
ual restraiut of action. We may kuow it as the constant critie
of ail other ideas, however pragmatie. We may know it as

somethlng vastly bigger, more far-reachiug, more authorita-
tive, than ail codes, statutes, precedents, sud rules. If ail the

legisiatures sud ail the votera were to attempt to create a law

of obligations that took no aceount of this idea, how futile lu

the end would be their bills, ordinancea, and votes! If, when

watchiug the iutermuinable procession of deeds, tities, sud con-
tracts, lawyers were to wish, by some wayward agreemeut, to
consider harmless ail flaws aud irregularities, how simply they
could agree, how unalterably they canuotl IIowirresistibly it

would appear that the legal principles which govern the grester
part of daily life are uot the arbitrary iuventions of particular
coinmuuities: they are community itself.

And more than this. The courts are beginning to re-

cognize, althougii rightly they do not adininister, the very
esece of the moral law. They are beginning te declare that

ifamndc o li oa uyh a oealglrgt
that by failing to do as lie would be doue by lie may limit the
extent to which lie cau make the state bis instrument. This

attitude is purely negative. It does not move oue step beyoud
the point of refusing redress lu certain circumstauces. It
leaves to private will the doing of what one ouglit aud to

private punishmeut the consequences of not se doing. But it
Sfrir cztn.tip ,rnd eifizçens alike. arisinLy out of the in-


