tions. According to one Commandment, 1t 1s
wholly wrong to steal all your neighbor’s
cow; 1t 1s also wholly wrong to steal half
your neighbor’s cow, not half wrong to steal
halt your neighbor’s cow. Robbing a bank 1s
wrong 1n principle, whether the thief makes
oft with a million dollars or a hundred dollars
or one cent. A person can rob a bank of half
its money, but in the sense of moral principle
there 1s no way to half rob a bank; you either
rob i1t or you do not rob 1t.

In like manner, the Law of Gravity 1s pre-
cise and indivisible. One either acts in har-
mony with this law or he does not. There 1s
no sense in saying that one has only half
observed the Law of Gravity if he falls oft
a chiff only half as high as another chft oft
which he might have fallen.

Moral laws are strict. They rule without
flexibility. They know not the language of
man; they are not conversant with him 1n
the sense of compassion. They employ no
man-made devices like the suspended sen-
tence. “Guilty” or “Not guilty” 1s the ver-
dict of judgment by a moral principle.

As moral guides, the Golden Rule and the
Decalogue are not evil and dangerous things,
like a painkilling drug, to be taken in cau-
tious moderation, if at all. Presuming them
to be the basic guides of what 1s right and
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good for civilized man, one cannot overin-
dulge in them. Good need not be practiced
In moderation.

Moral Postulate No. 5

Good ends cannot be attained by evil
means. As stated in the second postulate,
there 1s a force controlling cause and conse-
quence which no mortal can alter, in spite of
any position of influence or power which he
may hold. Cause and consequence are linked
inseparably.

An evil begets an evil consequence; a good,
a good consequence. Good intentions cannot
alter this relationship. Nor can ignorance of
the consequence change its form. Nor can
words. For one to say, after committing an
evil act, “I’m sorry, I made a mistake,”
changes not one 1ota the consequence of the
act; repentance, at best, can serve only to
prevent repetition of the evil act, and per-
haps assure the repenter a more preferred
place in a Hereafter. But repentance alone
does not bring back to life a murdered per-
son, or return the loot to the one who was
robbed. Nor does it, I believe, fully obliterate
the scars of evil on the doer himself.

Nor does saying, “He told me to do 1it,”
change the consequence of an evil act into
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