HOWEBTY.
"Thou shelt not stesl.! Exodus 20:r15.

Why ere most primitive people notorious tnieveé? Tnere
ig pound to be & reasgon for the universallty of sTtealing among
pseople who do not oun snytiing. A men in Hisslssippl went %o
Cnicsgo on a business trip. One of the colored men con hls place
asited him to bDring nim bsck & LoTtle o gin. He ot tne gin and
tried To ¥ind the old msn when he got pack. Holt being acle o
locete him, he sgent the gin by the old men's nephew. A Tew daye
later he met the old dsrky snd seked aim 1f ne got nis gln, ex-
plsining thet he sent 1t by nls nephew. The ¢l1d derky frowned
darkly ond szid, "Boss, no wonder I didn't git dat gin. You
rmigat se well send lettuce oy & rebosit as send gin by dat boy."

Why couldn't one send lettiuce vy & rappll? Becsuge &
reoinit likes lettuce too well? Trnat nay be one reason. Bub
aﬁother reccon is tnat the rsbbit hnes no respect for properiy
righte. He tekes lettuce winere e rinds 1t. He had as soon
eal snother's léttuce as nils own. In reect, ne nss none or nlse
owh. Tnet is tne reason ne Csnnot oe trusted.

A men who made s study of s thoussnd csses of embezzle-
ment found Lthet not one emvezzler ned ever gaved zny uoney
nimeelf. Will owning property mske & men honest? Boume wno
own property sre not too nonest apout adding to 1t. But owning
gomething doee instill into a uan respeét Tor tne-pPOpEPty
rignts or others. Glving a men property or glving nim the
cpportunity to own property mey Ielil to meke nim honest.

But depriving-him of nis Bod-given righte to ewn sometning

himgelf will surely csuse nim to’ lose respect for ihe
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property rights of otners. ' } }_Z‘
srimltive people steal because they have never learned
to be honest. Tney nave nothing thenmselves and cannot be losgers
by their dishonesty. Before men can hs%e s very nigh respect for
the property rights of others they must know thet the ri-ht to
own property is theirs too. A people wiao nave never owned shy-
tning end nsve no hope of owning anylthning are nhard te tesch
nonesty. Thet is tihe resson 1t wes so hard to teach slaves it
was wrong ﬁo gstesl. Tney saw only the one side of steallng.
were
All the best things of life v's beyond his reach if ne was
nonest. '
Booker T. Wasnington saye wnen he was & 1ittle Doy
nis mother used to wake him up in the night to eat Iried
cﬁicken; That was tiae only tlme he ever got any. He did not
know %Shen the chickens were stolen. He Just thougnt it was
proper to eat fried cnicken at nlght. He was slways hungry
encugh to est 1t sany lime. In leter 1life, when e came to
;understanﬁ the full mesning ol honesty, he did not condemn her.
Why do we cnuckle wnen & rascal gebs gypped? Why
do we sympetolze with Jacob wnen he cneats Labon? Way do we
leugh when' tne ricn miser gets robbed? In Kipling'se story

The Finances of ihe Gods Sniv cheats a greedy monsy lender

to rewsrd one of nls feithful servants. We heve e hign respect
for the poor man's right to nls pay envelope, end seorn thne man
wno would take 1t away from nlm. But we do not Tfeel tne‘same
way about tne purse of the man wno hes fleeced milliong from
his fellow men. If property is geinea disnonestly we do not feel.
thet 1t ie sacred,

A man from South Caroline told me tnlse remarksple story,

which fne sgseld wasg true: He seid there was a poor widow in als
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community who owned a suell rlock of hens, the eggs from wniech
were - _ .

+ 1 ner chilef support. One morning sne found tnst the wnole
flock hed been stolen. A men hed driven his truck back of the
fgwl house, cut & nole in tne wire fence, and taken the chickens
ewey without wakening her or any of her nelghbors. Iooking on
tne ground near the hole in the fence she saw a leatner purse.
It hed eleven nundred dellars in it, and the men's name who
stole ner chicken, wno wag well known to her. Crawling under
the fence tne purse had been fllpped from hie hlp pocket by
the top wire. She was so honest, even when deallng with 2 thileTf,
she was going to offer to give nlm nls purse back if ne would
bring beck her chickens. Bul she nsd a brother who saw the matter .
in a different light. He told her she was going to do no such
thing; she was going to keep the puree and let the thlef keep
the chickens. If he efer clsimed tThe purse hg would go to Jell.
Even if this was wrong not meny people would conflemn her.

When some of the refugees from Furope canme to Anerica
after the Second World Wsr they wrote back to their friends
in Furcpe sbout the customs in America. Tney ssld, in wonder,
WIn Americe the milkmen putse the mllk on the porch befére day,
and it 1g still there when the folks get up!' Their friends
in Europe could hardly believe it was so. Why ls- the milk
not stolen in Amerlcas, as 1t surely would pe in meny perts of
Burope or Asia?

Tne reascn ls thst nmost peopde in America neve milk,
Tven those who sre not zile to work and neve nce income are
Ffurnished milk by Welfare agenciéior by Social Security checks.
But if helf the people in America were too poor to buy milk,

it would surely be stolen.
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But wny could not the poor men be taught suca reverence
for God's word or tne lew of tne church, thet he will regpect
the property rights of otners, even when nls owi szcred rignts
ave violsted? Or why could he not ©ve kept from dishonesty by
the very severity of punishment? Thls hes been tried meny
times end it has always fesiled. In Medieval BEurope when & poor
pezsant died even his sx aznd plew went to the landlord instesad of
nis wife and children. But he was forever being lectured by ihe
priest that it wss wrong to steal. A men was hanged even for
stesling & sheep. But no msiter how strong the lectures or
severe the punishments, stesling did not setop till the enlightened
lsws of the lsnd msde it possible for the poor man tc have sheen
of nis own. |

Why cennot tne sleve be taugnt such religious reverence
for the rignts of hlg master tnat he will not take nis goods?
Becsuse such religinous usxime are not logical. If the slave ls
being robped of nis God-given rignts to freedom and the pursull
of heppiness, 1t is 1n vein to tell hin tnét hleg masterts rignt

the slave
to property . geined is sscred. If the pessant 1s being robbed
dsily it is in valn to tell aim thst the lendlord's rights arse
gsacred.

Then now are children btaught thet property rights are
gsecred, even wien tiney own notining? They are not. If & child 1is
treated as en outsider he will have no respect for the property
rights of his own psrente. This has.been prove many tines.

The only wey to teach & child honesty 1s to give him & shere 1in
21l thet the family owns. It 1s not necessary to let nin spend as
pach money ss he wishes or to sell property any time ne wants

money. But he must be mede to feel that it 1s hls. The only
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way thie can be done is for the parent to keep falth with the -7
child in every convensnt. If a2 perent lies to the einiid or chéats
him the child learns to do the geme thing. To ralse children to
be honest they must heve & resl part in s11 thet the famlly
owns. Tnie must be real, not Jjust sometnling told him by a parent
4in whom he hes no.faith.

One of the greatest hoaxes ever pulled on poor working
men is how being pswned off on the Communists worker.tr /7.
Tn Russiz end Chins the working man is being told thst he hes
an egual snhare ir all the riches of the state. He 1s told thet
the weelth nis laber is creeting ls belng divided egually smong
sll the people. "From esch accorfing to nils ability. To esch
socording to nis need.® The only pav he recelves for nle labor
is his bread snd cabbage soup. Even hie clothes gre & luxury
that must be provided by his wife's labor, His cnildren sre not
erucebed; they are indoctrinated. Alrssdy the people are learning
the bitier truth. Cne of the German war prisoners who ceme balk
from Russizs recently ssid thet every one in Russia was slealing
or teking bribes. Wnat a hervest of Dragon's Teeth tae Communist

Governmente are sboul To reap!




