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rM/ 
> J - r 

"4% 
%£* 

^ * ' 

; /...
;J-;-iift|!ftffi&-,: 

t|fi/^Ss;Ei*: 

^i^»Hw# 

'»i>i i i ' i«i . i i i iai<Wi. i f , i i . i i i i , i i iii a i l Ui.li.KJI || IIIWLi" m0* 

Anothmr MovUt V«to 

.••"W 

*n»i-j 

s$M«jf«t 

^^IfiwdfottJ b« not A m **» *JWfP 
ii»«y.-m*uii ft>f ilfm * Jutt Him (mm ln-

tt fli* ftftm parcaat >«*§*§* J M M I *Nr# 

„,. ,._%«i.;|fc(itT '"" 

*|#.'|t|r/'; 

m 
•Bote* 

..$Sil§ 

up 

ft 
,.r .__., inm& 

ptm0h-if warn i 
**** m t 

>,f*/*feg£j«; 
JSBfli lift I f *"* * 
* t t t f t l * 

n* w i 
megUtm 

i*tb*titdWfid» 

#tim«, hl#M4wr»*n, 

._ HH8* **$« &$*«&& 
a^^Wji teUMfc Jtwn att 

S e t t l e 

A«kt-

• « ! 

kinmd!n«ijfoftJii 

a t t l i p*ri«imr jwd »l»o from 

* fa i . . . r 
«efei*l«te«6j 

r4* must bt^nt 4M*0t M It WW 
Wt aa»t ̂ rwr iHrjB* fltw St 

inr%i« Jii.oflVi*!* 
'iottiwjwdourcon-

H •Nt*r t* <iy*i> 
R*adaU whfctmr 

IMtiJK 

P 

4' *'-<$fr*A 

IftsSMtt wfcisft tft» wit« 

.... „ % «&» wi?it «mniut «MV 
. jjf «»utlru#d into it definition. 
;*K«*t ox* oftseoenw t Htu« 

,>*%«i^'«ik^ffW'a.tt«Mlo«i. VWien 
(if j r t p > ih t ni»w«fti * » miiy per-

, ft%. i tjimim to #fi«« «># eiu*tw *>»»#• 
feilt iMrt tftffiUlilte watoelf ih«r* is A 8i«i« 

='<| | i^Jti«^#|iiJ%i«dttot cnJy 8IW« m4-
(i«fMt!iW#M%^ily J>n tiw ttxt onot • w«ik 
Jn f»tiftill iwwmb!/ (you rnitht call It ch*p#l),. 
}^i^i^(tkXamm minmn ot union of 
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Th« End Of 
One World 

Tha ro*M>otewd w»i«ptt«e ot Ona World ii 
rtdlnf under the trim impact of poat-war real
ity tnd rivalry. 

The split between Soviet Ruwla on tha ona 
hand and France and Britain on tha other over 
the Marshall Plan haa eerved only to dramatlie 
s fact which has been developlm ever since the 
last shot wsa Bred to World; War U. 

Whethei1 \vc like It or not. th* world is return 
Injr to th* "balance of power" end "jplierea of 
Influence" theory which held sway In the tin 
easy years between the signing of tha Versailles 
Treaty and Hitler's march into Poland. 

• • • 
tVaiikto n. toeaavtll and Wendell Wtllkle 

indulged in th* One World dream which they 
viildned a* tramformini the war-tlms grand 
alliance of th* victorious allies into a workable 
p**c»tlm* organlxatlon 

tn th* dark hours of th* late conflict, Roose
velt and Churchill proclaimed to tha struggUnj 
peopl* of the bomb-blssttd world th* Atlantic 
Charter with Its f uarinteea of basic freedoms 
to everyone. Even Stalin Joined tn the pious 
declaration, 

A look around th* world todsy (a convincing 
proof that, to all latent* and purposes, the 
Atlantic Charter hss become just another diplo
matic "sctap of paper." With millions under 
th* heel of Red tyranny, the declarations tn the 
charter sound like hollow mockeries. 

The same may be aald ot the United Nations, 
the organization which was Xorged In the fires 
of war to keep the peace far nil times In the 
future. By unbridled use o i Its veto power, 
Soviet Russia has delayed, obstructed and scut
tled every genuine attempt by the UN to tur 
ther the cause of peace. 

Many competent observers art convinced that 
the UN. as far as RIMSIO k eenremed, lias b^ 
come nothing more or loss than a soundlnn 
board for Soviet propaganda. It Is generally 
felt that Russia will use the UN forum only a'* 
long as It serves Moscow's design and thpn 
break awgy Into Isolated solitude surrounded 
by a cordon. Of subservient satellites. 

* » • 
Tho inevitable question which follows such 

observation* can be atunmed up In tour words. 
Doca this mean war? 

Most careful students of International affairs 
would reply with either a flat or qualified uega 
live. A rather significant United Press dispatch 
from Washington this week reported as follows: 

Theee (Amerlcsn) diplomats, aware of tho 
danfera slwaya present In a precarious balance 
of power and an economlo competition between 
East and West, nevertheless think tne world 
may b* In better shape to cope with Its prob
lems once the illusion of 'one world' Is aban
doned far the reality of two rival spheres of 
influence. 

"American officials arc prcparinR for the L'.N 
General Assembly meeting In Soptorobei and 
tor tho later Now York and London Council of 
Foreign Ministers meeting wtth the conviction 
that they will mark a vital turning point In 
post-war history-

"Soviet Russia's rejection of the Marshall 
Plan for European reconstruction has drama 
tlied what men who are responsible for Amci 
lean policy toward Russia have felt Cor some 
time—that Germany, Europe and the world are 
jpllt and that recognition ot It win hasten 
rather than deter s working agreement between 
America and Russia." 

• • • 
Thar* Is nothing novel in that conclusion. To 

a large degree. It echoes the reaction of the 
OsMiratore Romano, Vatican daily, which re 
marked several weeks ago that It is possible 
for powerful nations with two conflicting idool 
ogles to live side by aide in peace. 

Supreme Court Justice Robert H Jackson. 
who served as American prosecutor at the Nur
emberg trials and had ample opportunity to 
study Soviet cooperation or lack of It, Is of the 
same mind. In a lltUe-notleed commencoment-
addrcsa which be delivered at Dartmouth, Jack 
son decried those who aco armed conflict as the 
only alternative to lack of fuil seal*1 coopera
tion between the East and the West. 

Th* We* ei" ©sa trtsrtst whrrr a,U th«= peopbe 
would enjoy the freedoms we Americans hav-p 
come to accept as our rightful herttagr, is a 
splendid dream. I'nfortunately It hasn't corrtc 
true. 

It Is for us to bow to the Inevitable and 
accept conditions as they are and not as w-« 
would HJce to have them. This Is not deiicatlsna. 
It Is reality which we can buoy up with ta* 
hops and prayer- that at some point In the fu
ture Russia, converted through the Intercession 
of Our Lady oi Fatima, will embrace the west-
em conception of government where tne state 
Is the servant of the individual and not vice 
versa. 
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€aUndar of Saints 
•WiDAY, 'iVtt 18-St, Ktis«ntus, Bishop of 

•OttthMt. 3f*ft»i»d to obey th* Oi-der of King 
8Un*dcf thatjb*. exclude the Vaftdahs, some of 
^hofn^ta CavhoUes, from at* church. 1&U 
k4 to a p*r**cutJon ot the catholics. 

HOBDAY,irtiar l i - ^ , Btxsamture, known 
« the Graphic rector,0 when askea by 
aS™?1! A ^ A V ^ W b* 4rew his great 
iftanunf, rtiOled bv poirtttng; to the Cmdfe 

vfaHto a vision, ^Vepattd lo t^eath-Mi* 

-tmplWtfv^if* devote the r*ibtt:r$es ot ttl*-
, , <t»pte» to. th* hotpot Sod, • 
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Yes, indeed! Tho davil can 
use even prayer to trick us, 
making all kinds of extrava

gant promise* 
in return for 
reciting some 
little formula 
— which may 
be pefitcctfe-
innooefitlh'tt* 
*slf. 

H ow'tan 
the ^rjtthoae 
ttlU aa t - e 
from m super
stitious pmjK 
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m^e^v^m s«nssfe.gupfp. 
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tNM-a Capuehte ttt*t biuuxht about M tssa-

follows, spelling mistakes and 
all. 

"This powerful prayer was 
found In thef Sepulchre of Jesus 
Christ In 1703, and was sent 
by the Pope to the Emperor St. 
Mitchel ta France- The person 
Who reads this prayer, or hears 
it read, or carries It on their 
bodty, will not be poisoned, will 
not fall into the hands of his 
enemies, will hot be vanquished 
in battle. When a woman will 
be in Confinement and she has 
thla praj-en and she reads it or 
hears It read by anyone, or 
carjtea it on h*r person* she 
wjff be promptly delivered, aha, 
will be a good metheriiind 
when tn* chll(| is f b > # « 
will place this-praMr on;«i« 
cMld's right side .-ati it *n 

mVre not 'm*1»^ihmJ< 

«on thtt-^wlteithlEa'"""^"-

salthtlieLord.Th* 
wBS despise this 

should you ever m&et this 
prayer or any like it, to tear 
it to a thousand pieces and say 
a good sincere Our Father, 
which will benefit all oi us 
more than any other prayer 
ever written. 

U.S. Priest Turns 
Hermit In Sp€in 

Madrid— (Radio, Wee —In a 
move tfiat has erased consider
able surpris* stmong ssclentlRc 
circles nenv' ta« R«v. Thomas 
Vemer Moore, i6>yaar<ild pro
fessor en leave of absence rrom 
the CathoUo Unirersrity of 
America, has |otaefi tlto Car-
thustans near Butgos, Spain, 
to lead the Ufa of a nermit. 

Th*. noted American priest, 
«ox^^pWlo*oplteras»dl pn$bt> 

; atrlst came | k t M r Jiaas mm 
atx nitnuiago «o glse * setlea 
- Iwturea> peychlatry .«th* 

1710* nwastroalty t* 
lyfoftworfc of atf ig»oja»| 
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MR. Lawrence &b£&m 
DavfeS t^wrence, «dhor of the HatHed SisMtes 

Wews and a widely syndicated cogtraiiift, hss 
been the sufrjm of eriiicsl editorials in at Ifast 
Hm dKscesan newspajjcfs witii-
to the past two or tfeiret wti^s* 
And, in ail iafroes* to air. Law 
r*ns*r it t* aogEPSted that ae 
has o*&? lii.maelf to Warne. 

Th* coatrasnasy ssawted *» 
follows. On June 12, the So-
cJat Action Department of tne 
National Catholic Welfare Con-
opposition to the Taft-Hartley! 
ml. A few days later Mr. 
Lawrence, who had bees vigor
ously supporting the measure irstlaer _ 
in his daily column, criticized the Social Action 
Department for involving itself In what he re
ferred to as a partisan political issue. He was 
careful to say that "there is not the slightest 
objection to the expression of views by indi
vidual clergymen on public Questions when 
they are plainly acting as individual citizens." 

What Mr. Lawrence objected to was the fact 
that the Social Action Department, in Issuing 
ita statement, was functioning as a "church 
unit" And "for any churcli unit, functioning 
as in institution, to mix in as a pressure group 
on specific taws in the economic or political 
field," he said, "is to involve America in unfor
tunate controversies where tne influence of tho 
churches will be weakened instead of strength 
ened." 

• • • 

And then, as If to summarize his theory on 
the role ot the churches In contradistinction to 
the role of the individual members of the vari
ous churches, he argues that "the province of 
all the churches of all denominations Is to exert 
an influence for individual honesty and self-
restraint endeavoring to make laymen respon
sive to spiritual Interest to that they themselves 
will bo fair and objective both In the writing 
of laws and in taking rightful political action." 

On June 30, Mr. Lawrence returned to the 
subject In his syndicated column and attempted 
to show that some of his critics In the Senate 
hadn't taken the trouble to read the original 
column. Be that as it may. all of the editors 
of tho five diocesan papers referred to above 
did read tho original column. And on the basis 

\̂ >f what they read, they found It necessary to 
register vigorous disagreement with Lawrence's 
theology. 

Ono or two of the editors-- in a special effort 
to be absolutely fair to Mr .Lawrence—sug
gested that he probably didn't mean what he 
seemed to be saying', and that therefore he 
might be taclined to modify bis position after 
he had given It a second thought The writer 
ot this eolufln also was inclined to give Mr. 
Lawrence the benefit of the doubt, but, unfor
tunately, his second column leaves no doutot 
about the fact that he most certainly did mean 
to say that religious groups are stopping out 
of their province whenever they Issue a atate-
ment on current legislation. His second article 
makes this unmistakably dear. 

• • • 
Let is be dearly understood, therefore, that 

the Issue which Lawrence has raised goes las 
beyond the merits or demerits of the statement 
of the Social Action Department on tho Taft-
Hartley Bill. What ho is really questioning is 
the right of any "church unit" (.Protestant, 
Catholic or Jewish) to Issue a statement or any 
piece of current legislation. Ho simply cannot 
escape the corollary of his own language, par
ticularly in view of tha fact that he has seen 
fit to reiterate his position in a second and 
even more forceful column. 

Logically, what he is saying is that neither 
the National Catholic Welfare Conference nor 
any of Its departments (nor the Federal Council 
of Churches, nor the Synagogue Co 'noil of 
America) has any business Issuing a Lament 
on divorce legislation, on educational or labor 
legislation, on universal military training, or 
on any one of a down other types of legislation 
which obviously are intertwined with moral and 
eJiical considerations. Whatever ethical state
ments arr made on these and ether legislative 
matters, are to be made exclusively by lndj 
vtduals "plainly aeting as individual citizens." 

Mr. Lawrence is entitled u> his own opinion. 
of course, but he owes tt to his readers to in
form them that there »rr few, if nny. theolo
gians who agiee with him. One also suspects 
that there are not very many rank-and-file 
American citizens who could bring themselves 
to agree with the obvious corollary of his posi
tion on the function of the churches. 

• - • 

By way of a postcript, it may be appropriate 
to recall that this Isnt the first time that Mr. 
Lawrence has taken one or another of the 
churches to task. On IVlarch 28, for example, 
he devoted his weekly editorial In the United 
States News to a criticsm of the Pittsburgh 
"Conference on the Church and Economic Life." 
sponsored by the Federal Council of Churches. 

Instead of confining bis criticism to speeie<-
detalls of the Pittsburgh report, he concentrated 
on the central theory of his more recent coi 
itmns, namely, that "the> influence of the church 
must be wholly individual and not institutional-" 

Mr. Lawrence repeatedly makes the point that 
the churches ought to keep out of partisan 
politics. The point is well taken. But Mr. 
Lawrence's highly personalized definition of 
partisan politics is ambiguous at best. 

For example, if the churches advocate the 
extension of the cooperative movement, or tt 
they debate the ethics of the profit motive (to 
mention only mo of the specifics to which Law
rence himself refers), they are becoming in
volved in partisan politfcs-aceoniing to Law
rence's definition of tne term. 

Undoubtedly Mr. Lawrence's Intentions arc of 
the best; but one cannot but feel that he is 
advocatlngi perhaps Unwittingly, a type of ex
treme individualism which tn turn, could only 
result in a kind of secularism, tho fruits of 
which Mr. Lawrence himself would be the first 
to abhor. 
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io spainj- Printer 1s Terim 
rstnatoiriiaj 

Staay words in conuaen us* in the? psinnnx-
trsuts are of reHgtous origin, Froic *a item 
DttbtUhed in -AdvsruaWs Dtg**t°: ' 

In the early days ot priming, much of the 
work, was dona by »OJ5KS. A s a result the 
prmfer's'terminology us sUH full of church 
wottis, .T*he «raposto*r room .is. ami toe 
"chapeV and has "aisles." A ease ot type i s 
**«« a,-**&»tf because Holy m$t&[ foaSs were 
used as type teccpiactesj. Tie sssiaU-truch into. 
which used type & dumped is still the "hell box" 
« $ ate apprlsnilcsj Is at "dsvSi,** la addition 
toere are han&eas or words m» aty&» dehs, 
«t«»a» folio, octave, etc, which the print** monks 
took fftmi the Latin thuj were so aeemmmki 
tft wiBf,—The Sign, . 
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