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As We See I 72200

Tha rose-cciord eonuption of One World s
{ading under the grim impact of poat-war real
ity and rivalry.

The spliy between Soviet Ru on the ons
hand and France and Britatn on other over
tho Marshall Plan has stérved only to dramatize
s fact which has been developing aver tince the
laxt ghot was fhed In World War IL.

Whether wo like it or not, the world Is retum
ing to the “balance of power” and “spheres of
influence” theory which held sway in the un
eigy years batween the siming of the Versaillos
Treaty and mum"g mu-.ch ln.to Poland,

Franklih D. Rowssvall and Wendell Wilikie
indulged in tho One World dream which they

visléned ay tramforming the warsims grand
alliance of the victortous ailies Into & workable
peacetime organization.

In the dark hours of the 1ate conflict, Rooss
velt and Churchill aimed to the struggling
%«oply of the bombblasted world the Atlamtic

hartes with Its guarintees of basic freedoms
to everyone, Evin Sialln joindd tn the plows
daclaration,

A look around the world today (s convineing
imot that, to all ixstetts and purposts,” the

tiantlo Charter has Become fust another diplo
matlh “schap of pager” With millions under
the heal of Red tyranny. the declaratfons In the
chapter sound like h ow mocketles.

The same may be zald of the United Nations,
the organization which was forged in the fires
of war to keep the peact for all times in the
future. By unbridled use of Iu veto power,
Hovlar Russia has ddlayed, obatrusted and scut
Uad every genuing attempt by the UN to tur
ther the cause of peace.

Many compstant observers ard convinced that
the UN. as far as Ruxagls is concermed has ba
come nothing more or less than a sounding
board for Soviet prepaganda. I is generally
telt that Russia will uso the UN forum only as
long as 1t gorves Moscow's design and then
break away into Isolated solitude surrounded
by a cordon, of subgervient satellites.
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Tho Inevimble question which follows such
obxervations cin be gummed up in four words.
Does this mean war?

Most careful studencts of international affairs

would veply with elther a lat or qualified nega .

tive. A rather significant United Press dis
from Washington this week reported as follo

The End 0%
One World

“These (American) diplomats, aware of tho
dangers always present In a precarlous balance
of power and an economlo competion between
East and \West, novortheless think the world
raay ba In batter shape to cope with its prob
lems once the fllusion of ‘one world’ s aban.
doned for the reality of two riva)] spheres of
influence.

“American aofficlals are preparing for the UN
Gonoral Assembly meeting ln Soptember and
for the later New York and London Councll of
Forelgn Minlsters meeting with the conviction
that they will mark a vital turning point In
postwar history.

“Soviet Russia’s rejection of the Marshall
Plan for European reconstruction has drama
tized what men who are responsible for Ame:
tcan policy teward Russia have felt for some
time—that Germany, Europe and the world are

News a5d 2 witely & codu
Been the subject of crilial editorials in at beast
five diccesan newspapens with-
0 the past two or threr weeks.
Ang, in &il fatrness to M. Law.
rance,- 8t is suggested tat he
Isas omle to Blame.
The controversy staled as
follows. On June 12, the So-
ciaf Action st of thae
Nattonal Catholic Welfare me—
fevence imaved & statement in
oppoeltion to the Taftiartley
I, A few days Iater BIr
Lawvence, who had been vigor-
cusly supporting the moasure Fathber | !
in his dally column, critiized the Social Action
Depsrtenent for involving itsell in what he re
ferred 1o as & partisan politfcal ssue, He was
careful to say that *there is not the slightest
oblection to the expresslon of visws by ind)
vidual clergymen om public questions when
they are plainly acting a Individual cltizess.”
What Mr, Lawrence objected to was the fact
that the Social Action Depmrtment, in lssuing
ita sistement, was functioning As a “church
unit” Aand “for any church unft, functioning
a3 an Institution, to mix In 23 a pressure group
on specifie lews in the economic or political
fleld,” he sald, “is to involve America in unfor
tunate controvarsies where the influence of the
chughu will be weakened Instead of strength-
w 2]

* ’ -
And then, as If to sunmarize his theory on
the role of the churches in contradisunction to

- the role of the indivicdual members of the vark

ous churches, he argues that “the province of
all the churches of all denominations ts to exert
an influence far individual honesty and self-
restraint endeavoring to make laymen respon-
give to spiritual interest so that they themselves
will be fair and ofjective both in the writing
of laws and in taking rightfui palitical 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 Scnate
hadn't taken the trouble to read the original
coilumn. Be that as it may, all of the editors
of the flve dlocesan pepors referred to above
did read tho original column. And on the basis
of what they read, they found it necessary to
register vigorous disagreement with Lawrence's
theology.

One or two of the edlitors-- in a special effort
to be absolutely fair to Mr  Lawrence-sug-
gested that he probably didn't mean what he
scemed to be saylng, and that therefore he
might be Ypclined to modily his positfon after
he had givéq It a second thought. The writer
of this col also woas inclined to give Mr.
Lawrence the benefit of the doubt, but, untor-
tunately, his second column leaves no dowet
about the fact that he most certalnly did mean
to say that religious groups are stopping out
of their province whenever they Issue a state-
ment on current legislation. Els second article
makes this unmistakably cleas.
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Lot i3 be clearly understood, therefore, that
the lssue which Lawrence has ralsed goes far

oplit and that recognition of It will hasten  beyond the merits or demerits o! the slatement

rather than deter a working agreement between
America and Russia.”
. L ] [ ]

There Is nothing novel in that concluston. To
& large degree, It echoes the reaction of the
Osservators Romano, Vatican dajly, which re
markesd soveral weeks ago that ft i3 possible
for powerful nations with two conflicting ideol
ogles to livo side by side In peace

Supremeo Court Justice Robert H. Jackson,
who served as American prosccutor at the Nux.
emberg trials and had ample opportunity teo
study Soviet cooperation or Jack of it, Is of the
same mind. In a little-noticed commencement.
address which he delivered at Dartmouth, Jack:
son decried those who see armed conflict as the
only alternative to lack of fullscale coopera-
tion between the East and the West,
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Ths ides off sne werld where all the poopls
would enjoy the freedoms we Americans have
come to accept as our righthul heritage, s a
splendicd dream.  Unfortunately it hasn't come
true.

It is for us to bow to the inevitable and
accept conditions as they are and not as we
would Hike to have them. This ts niot defeatiym.

of the Soclal Action Department on the Taft
Hartley Blll. What he (8 really questioning 18
the right of any “church unit® (Protestant,
Cathollc or Jewgsh) to issue a statement or any
piece of current legislation. He simply cannot
oscape the corollary of his own language, par-
tcularly in view of the fact that he has seen
fit to reiterate his position tn a second and
even mare forceful column.

Logically, what he is saylng Is that nelther
the Natlonal Catholic Welfare Conference nor
any of {ts departments (nor the Federal Council
of Churches, nor the Synagogue Cg¢ ncil of
Amer{ca) has any business lssulng a % ement
on divorce legisiation, on educational or labor
legislation, op wuniversal military traiping, or
on any one of a dozen other types of leglsiation
wirch obviously are intertwined with moral and
edhlcal considerations. Whatever ethical state
ments are made on these and other leghlatinve
matters, are to be made exclusively by ind
viduals “plainly acting as individual citzens.™

Mr. Lawrence is entitled to his own opumton,
af course, but he onves it tv his readors o n-
form them that there are few, If any. theolo-
gians who agiee with him. One also suspecta
that there are not very many rank-ahdflie

It is reality which we can buoy up with the Ametican citizens who could bring themselves

hope and prayer that at some point In the fu-
ture Rusals, converted through the intercession
of Our Lady of Fatima, will embrace tho west-
ern conception of government where the state

to agree with the obvicas coroilary of his posi.
tion on the function of the churches.
. ¢

By way of a pesteripe, it may be appropriate

fs the servint of the individual and not vice 0 vecall that this lsn't the first time that )

versa.
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il prayer or any lke it, to tear
‘ it to a thousand pleces and say

Yes, indeed! The devil can
use even prayer (o trick us,
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““This powerful prayex was
foand In the’Sepulchre of Jasus
Chrigt In 1709, and was sent
by the Pope to the Emperor St.
Mitchel In France. The person
who reads this prayer, or hears
ft read, or cartlés it on thelr

body, will not he polsoned, will
ian into the hands of his
efrernies, will ot be vanguiahed
in battle. When & women will
be in Confinement and she has
th!a prayen, and she reads it or

ears It read by anyon#, or

lt on her Stany, she
ol ahe

{ ny vamer Gmde! a good sincere CQur Father,

which will benefit all oi us
more than any other prayey
ever writicn.

U.S. Priest Turns

Hermit In Spain

Madrid— (Rﬂll(\k& —in a
movo that has eausd consides
ablo surprise anOyg scientific
circles herd, the Rev, Thonms
Verngr Moove, 3-
fessor on leavy Of o
td Catholle Uhiversity

ytarald pre-  rence himself

bemm tm$ volved in partisan po}tﬁm:—awording to Law-

Lawrence has taken one or another of the
churches to task. On Diarch 28 for example.
he devoted his weekly editorfml in the United
States News to a critiesm of the Pittshurgh
“Conference on the Church and Economic Life.”
sponsored by the Federal Council of Churches.

Instead of confining his criticlam to specific
detalls of the Pittsburghy report, he concentrated
on the central theary ol his more recent coi-
uamns, namely, that “the influence of thie church
must be wholly individu=al and ot institutional. ™

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

For example, #f the churches advoeate the

“extension of the cooperalive movement, or 1f

they debate the ethics of the profit motive (to
mention only two of the specifics to which Law-
rveforg), they gre becoming -

rence's definition of thee tem.
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