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Annual Appeal For
Catholic Universit

- My dear People:

On mext Sundsy, the tirst Sunday of Advent, we bave
the anmzal apneal,ig;t the support of the Catholie Univer
sityy In Washington, ThisUniversity is unique, In that it isa
Pupal University, directly under the
aite of His Holiness, Pope Joln
XXIai.

Evory diocese In the Unitel

f States Is indebted to this national
b eenter of education. Blshops, priests,
@ 4 xeligious, and laymen sil over the
: ' coinptry have studied in the halls
, F of the Unfversity. Its contrlbution
: ; €0 Catholic culture in this country
: :4 has  exceoded even the fondest
Hopes of its founders,

: . , ‘ Through the gentrous support
‘ t > ‘ of the Catholics of America the Catholic. University has
F A heen ahles to mainfaln & nitional rating of the highest class
A 4 anxong {ixe universiiies in the country, As & member of the
f, homtd of trustees of this uaiversity, may I, therefore, ask
! : youar generons contribution to make the Catholic University
E Codlectidm worthy of the Diocese of Rochester.

i : Witk & grateful blesing, 1 am

" Your devoled Shepherd In Christ,

’ g ,t‘ -+ ;M -/C;_Mau—,

1 Bishop of Rochester

» . . T
- o -

Bishop Kearney's
Appointments

" JECEMBER

r I-Tnesd‘ag' - S5t. Anirew's Seminary — Patronal Feast Mass
~10z30 2., .
Kmighis of Columbus, Cinandaigua Council No. 1445 Jubl-
les BBanqueét — 7:30 pm.

$ Thursixy — McQuaid Jesait High School — Low Mass in
honoer of St. Franeds Xavier — 11:15 am.

¢ Fridlg —.; 8. Joseph’s Church « 8t Monica's Sodality Mass
180 am.
Sthaerslom Hotel — First Fyidsy Luncheon - -12:15 p.m.

5 Smturdaw — Nazareth College — LF.C.A. Miss — 8:30 a.m.

¢ Smndsy - Nazareth College — Sormon al College Mass
1108 am.

, 8 Taaesdhy — St. Bermayds Seminary -~ Solemn Ponttfial
‘ Muss - $:38 am. .

9 Wednisalay — Si Vineest DePaul Church, Churchville —
Blesging of nmew Hall — 6:30 pam,

13 Swnday = Imumaculate Conception Church — Low Mass
and Bernon, 110th Anmiversary of Parish — 5:00 pa.

18 Frilay ~— §l. Mary's Hoipital — Capping of Numes and .
lov Mus — (30 pan.

23 Wednesallny «= Sheratom Halel — Discesan Workers Chrlst
mas Party — 13:30 pm.

# Thauridsy — St. Mary's floapita] — Low Mass and Hosplial
Visitstion = 3:08 m.m,

2§ Friday = New Cenacle — Low Mass - 12:00 Midnight,

‘ | SERMONETTE

_ By Rev. James D. Moriarty
- Do We¢ Amiwer God's Prayets?

Thex-e wag once a poor boy who had no shoes. e was
3lgo a very pious d. He prayed much? One day he was
tatxnted by an irreligious neighbor, “You stay s many
prayers, It sems to me that if God heard your prayers He
would tedl someono to buy you a pair of shoes.™

“Plemse, mister,” the boy answered, *I think lo does,
g but they don't listen.”

Do you listen (o the prayers God sends Tour way® Or
do you mistakenly belleve that only
1 God is in the businéis of answer

ing prayers?

The poorest man muddles along
somehow  He needs very little to
exist. He wall survive in the face of
zrea? meed. Even Christ assured us
that the poor we would always have
with us It was the rich’man whom
Christ watped. And viewling the sit.
walion from a purely practacal ppint
of view it follows that the rich need
: the poor more than the poor need
% ghe Tich

The panhandler who meets you on the street and asks
for a hamdout may be vepulsive. Your first impulse 1s to
igrzore hrm. He is lazy. Ho is dirty. His breath may disgust
yvom. If he were not shiftiess he could get a job bike other
men and earn his living And all these things are true,
That's why you want to waik on hy .. . ignore him com-
pletely.

Did it ever sirike you that you may need him more
than he meeds you?

If yau refuse, thers will be another along in a2 few
mizmutes who will fill this man's immediate needs . . |
\ maybé beoiter and more gemerously than you might have
) . ' dome. Arzd even if there is mo one to hear his plea, he

: das gone to bed (if hedhad a bed) hungry, befare he exger
eroessed your path, .

Bul if you refuse wou have missed an opportunity to
pex-form an act of charity. God told us that we must love
Hirn abowe 8]l things and that we must love our neighbor
as ourseives for the love of God. He didn't say because
he was mttractive or beciuse he might be able to do wus
8 favor sometime in the future but simply o show our
love of God.

It mxay be much more satisfying to help orphans eor
widows or the truly deserving but we may need these
otkxers n=ore. That {5 why we ask, “Da. we answer God’s

© prayers?™
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Explosion or Backfire, Bishions Ask

g

‘Terror Techniques’ Fail To Solve Population Boom

Following Is the full text ‘9!
theAmerican_ Bishops state
merit on the Cathollc Cluarch's
glapd dn current efforts to
finunce withi federal fuius
exiensive birth ' control prow
grams here and abroad.

For the past several --yt;m
A campaigh of propaganda lias
beenn gaining momenturt to
influence ipternational, na-
tiohat, and personal opinion
in favor of Birth prevention
{)rograms. .The vehicle for
his propaganda is the re.
cently colned terror technique
pihrase, “population explo-
sion.” ’

The phrase, indeed, alerts
all to the attention that must
be given 'to population pres-
sures, but it also provides a
smoke screen behind which a
moral evil may be foisted on
the public and for ohscuting
the many factors that inust be
cionsldered in thiz vital ques-
tion.

More alarming is the pres-
ent attempt of some repre:
sentatives of Christian bodies
who endeavor to elaborate the
plan into a theological doe-
{ ‘ne which envisages aril-
ficial birth prevention within
the married state as the “will
of God.” >

Strangely, too, simply be-
cause of these efforts and
with callous disregard of the
thinking of hundreds of mil-
lions of Christians and others
who feject the position, some
international and national
figures have made the state-
ment that artificial birth pre-
vention within the married
state is gradually becoming
acceptlable even in the Catho-
ltc Church. This is simply not
true,

The perennial teaching of
the Cathollec Church has dis-
tinguished artificial birth pre-
vention, which is a frustra-
tion of the marital act, from
other forms of control of birth
which are morafly permissi-
ble.

Method alone, however, is
not the only question In-
volved. Equally important is
the sincere and objéetive ex-
amination of the motives and
intenfions of the couples in-
volved, in view of the nature
of the marriage contract it-
self. As long as due recog-
nition is not given to these
fundamental questions, there
can be no "gennine under
standing of the problem.

At the present time, too,

there is abundant evidence of
a systematic, concerted effort
to convince United States’
public opinlon, legislators and
policy makers that United
States national agencies, as
well as international bodies,
should provide with public
funds and support, assist-
ance in promoting artificia
birthy prevention for econom-
jeally underdeveloped coun-
tries.

The alleged purpose, as al-
ready remarked, is to prevent
a hypothetical "population ex-
plosion.” Experts, however,
have not yet reached agree-
ment on the exact meaning of
this phrase. It is still a hypo-
thesis that must stand the test
0’ science.

Yet, pessimistic population
predfctors seizing on the pop-
ular acceptance of the phrase,
take little account of econom-
ic, soctal and cultiiral factors
and changes.

Moreover, it would seem
that if ihe predicions of pop-
ulstion explosion wish fto
avail themselves of the right
fo fopetell “populstion Im-
¢reases,” they must concede
the right to ‘prediet "produce
tisn Increases” of food as well
as of employment and educa-
tional oppaortunities.

The position of Unlted
States Catholics to the grow-
ing and ncedy population of
the world.is a reslistic one
which is grounded in the
natural law (which, it should
be made clear, is not the law
of the jungle, as sometimes
erroneously supposed) and In
respect for the human per-
sc1, his origin, freedom, re-
sponsibility and destiny.

7 They believe that the goods

* the ecarth were created by
God for the use of all men
and that men should not be
arbitararily tailored to fit a
niggling and stati¢ image of
what they are entitled to, as
conceived by those who  are
more fortunate, greedy or f‘gzy.

The thus far hidden reser-
voirs of science and of the
earth unquestionably will be
uncovered in this era of
marvels and offered to hu-
manity by dedicated pexsons
with faith in mankind, and
r . by those seeking cuts to
comfort at the expense of the
heritage of thelr own or -ather
reopies. .

United States Cathollcs be-
lieve, that the promotion of
ariificial birth prevention is
a morally;, humanly, psycho-
logically and pelitically dis-
asirous approach to the popu-
lation prohlem. Not only is
such -an approach ineffective
in its own aims, but it spurns
the basis of the real solution,
sustained efforl in a sense of
human solidarity. :

Catholics nre prepared 1o
ded.eate themselves to this
effort, alrgady so promisingls
inittated ir national and in-
ternationat clircles, They wild
»r_m{). “however, suppert inw

ubkie pssistance, Either a2

gme of abroad, to promnte
arllfseial _bitth prevention:,
abortiom or slerilizatiom
whether through direet ald ox
by means of international or=
ganizations.,

The fundamental reason lox
this positlen s the well cone
sidered objection to promot=-
ing a moral evil — an objecs
tion not founded solely o=
any typically or ex<lusivels
Catholic doctrine, but on the
nateral law and ox busic
ethical considerations. How--
ever. quite apart from the
moral, issize, there are otherr
cose,né reasons why Catholics
would not wish to see any of-
ficlel support or even favor
given such specfous methods
of “assistance.” .

SOCIAL. Man himself is the
mst valuable productive agént..
Therefore, economic develop—
ment and progress are bess
promoted by creating condi—
tions favorable to his highes®
development, Such progress
implies discipline, self-controd
and the disposition to postpones
present satisfaction for fu—
ture gains. The widespreadl
use of contraceptives would
hinder rather than promotem
the acquisition of these quali~

ties nieded for the soeinl‘amd
economic (langes in undesr-
developed cuntries,

INMIGRATEOGN, Icnnmigra
fien ind eiigration — even
within the sume couniry —
have: their rale.{o ply 3n
solvln% e popuiptin prosb-
lem, I hasleen said that ual-
gration *~ gther courrtries s
ne ulimatesolulion becase
of diffienllies of absorbimg
populitions into other cconzo-
meies. But It is a matler of
record thl migration has
helped as i solution.

Sixly milllon people mi-
gratel sucesfully from Eu.
tope lo the Americas In tkae
last 150 yars. When thke
nomatdic Jnllans roamed (ke
vacullivatel plains of Norgh
Ametica heore the coming sof
{hhese immutrants. the enlixe
coantry  with * _its estimated
Iedian  pojilation of ondy
560,000 =mul its shortage eof
food, woull have bheen re-

rded as “werpopulated” axc-
cording to the norms of tEae
ex;ponents o Planned Paremmt-
hood.

Yel, the nme plains today
are belng riired into a “larad
hank" becase they are ovey-
productive In a land of 1&5
milllens. 1 ls, therefore, 2p-
parent that o speak of & pom-
ulation eyplosion in the
United States in these cir-
camstances {s  the sheerest
kind of nonense,

& -

' POLITICAL, PSYCHOLOG-
ICAL. The Soviels in their
waooin, of economically under-
developed countries do not
préss artificial birth preven-
tion propaganda on them as
a remeédy for their ills. Rather
they allure them into the
communist orbit by offering
education, loans, technieal as-
sistance and trade, and they
hoast that their economic sys-
tem is able to use human
beings in constryctive work
and to meet all their needs.

The Russian delegate to the
relatively recent meeting of
the United Nations Economic
Commission on Asia and the
Far East proclaimed, “The key
to progress does not lie in a
limitation of pepulation
through artificidl reduction of
the birth rate, but in the
speedy defeat of the economic
backwardness of these coun-
tries.” The communist record
of contemp for the value of
human life gives the lie to
this hypocritical propaganda,
but {o peoples aspiring to
economic development and
political status. the deceit is
not immediately evident.

Confronled on the one hand
by the prospect of achieving
their goals without sacrific-
ing natural fertllity and. on
the other by the imsistence
that reducing natural fertili-
ty is essential to the achieve-
men of such goals, how could
these peoples be reasonably

L What Arg Catl:tolic Schoo

Over 600 parishioners of Wur E.ady of Lourdes Chirch,
Brighton, attended an ope=n homase and fanel disesisslom
Tharsday, Nov, 1% A towmmr of the sehipl! brouglat pax-
ents to mect the principsl, Sister Loulse Marie, M,

e Y
v

i i -
- “These are Hooks children love lo read”

expected to reject commun-
ism?

Yet, the prophets of “popu- -

lation explosion” in alleging
that contraception will thwart
communism nalvely empha-
size its specious attractiveness
in these areas.

FOOD, AGRICULTURE.
United States Catholics do pot
wirh to ignore or minimize
the problem of population
pressure, but they do deplore
the studious omission of dde-
quate reference to the role of
modern agriculture in food
production.

The *population explosion”
alarmists do not place in
proper focus the idea of in-
creasing the acreage or the
acreage yicld to meet the
food demands of an increas-
ing population. By hysterical
terrorism and bland misrepre-
sentation of data they dismiss
these ldeas as requiring tgo
much time for the- develop-
ment of exfensive education
and new distribution methods
and for the elimination of
apathy, greed and supersti-
tion.

Such arguménts merely
beg the- question, for the im-
plementation of their own
program demangs the fulfill-
ment of the same canditions.

It seems never to dawn on
them that fn a chronic con-
dition where we have more

ls’ FOr?

l

and Mrs. Earl 0'Connor (shove) gonfer with the nun,
Assistaiit librariag Mrs. John Brady (below) shows Mr.
and Mrs. Sheldon Koch latest additions in list of chil.
dreén's books. Librarlm Mrs. James Koller explains

-

peaple than food, the logical
answer would be, not to de-
crease t1 number of people
but to inerease the food sup-
ply which is almost unlimited
'n potential. ‘

We make these observa-
tions to direct attention to
the very real problem of pop-
ulation pressures. Such re-
marks are not intended to
e)xhaust this complex subject,
for to disrourage demog-
_raphérs,” economists; agricul-
tural experts and political sci-

" entists in their endeavors to

solve the problem,

Rather our intention Is to
reaffirm the position of the
Catholic Church that the only
true solutions are those that
are morally acceptable under
the natural law-of God.

Neveir should we allow the
unilateral “guesstimates” of
special pleaders to stampede
or terrorize the United States
into a national or internation-
al policy inimical to human
dignity. For, the adoption of
the morally objectionaible
means advocated to forestall
the so-called population ex-
Elosion may backfire on the
uman race.

Jéseph
Breig
®

Editors’ Paper

. = alth
ylieation my

schojl's hook progwam to Mrs. Karl Meng.

What are (;r,atholig schools
for? The answer seéms easy
=~ “To train children to be

good citizens -and good Cith. -

lics.” That training today is
complicafed- by demands of
the times to provide special-
ized training fn the face of
st»nimg competing and disiract.
ing forces. The once simple
“Three R's plus Religion”
course must now add science,
social studies and even for-
eign languages — all at grade

" school level. Pupils formerly

came home to study “when
the street lights go on” but

.now they face the glittering
‘TV screen, have their person-

al radios and glibly talk about
space travel and nuclear re-
search. Catholic schools hdve
kept pace with progress as
parents learned during recent
“open house” programs in
many diocesan schools. These
pictures show Our Lady of
Lourdes school "opeﬁ house"
highlights as the Brighton

parish dramatically demon-
strated current Cat holic
school methods ursday,
Nov, 19,

Monsignor Leslie Whalen, pas-
tor, greeted record lurn -oul
and introduced panelists Rev.
William Roclte, didcesan super-
intendent of schools, and Sister
Jamesetta, dean of elomentary
teachers program at Nazarcth
College.

[

I was just thinking, It's a
confounded nuisance that we
don’t have a publication in
which Cathalle thinkers could
dispute nose to nose, instead
of each talking chiefly to him-
sclf, the way it is now,

I ‘mean to say, there are
some pungent words I would
like to have with Donald Mc
Donald. Father Ginder, John
Cogley, Willlam F. Buckley,
Father Murehland, Fath
£r Thurston Davis, Ed Skillin,
and who-not. |

¥ Likewise, I'ani ‘positive-sure
that some of these would wel-
come a chance to say a few
choice things to some or all
of thl?ll othernl.‘ and evgg to me
0 oW A can
ugh e Hol;‘y dy
tery 10 me, .« F3-'
FATHER GINDER and Don
McDonald (to take an in-
stance) disagree about every-
thing; but the former's read-
ers don't read the latter, and
vice versa, because their views
appear in different pc\riodl-
cals. So there they are, like I
sald, talking to themselves.

" f'his ds frustrating. 1 would
like to tell Father Ginder off
mysell, and stick a needle or
two in McDonald, and also
ask Father Murchland why he
won't write so that somebody
aside from God can get his
drift — but I can't reach
them.

If 1 could, T would point out,

to Father Ginder, Bill Buckley

& Co. that they are spoillng
thelr own case if they have a
i — by th#ly obsession
aboyt calling themselves con-
servatives in every second or
third paragraph., '

‘CONVERSELY, I would
dress down John Cogley, Ed
Skillin and their compadres
for everlastingly talking about
how lberal they. are, until it
begins to look like you have
a choice of either being one
of them, or a bad guv.

I suppose I'm = stmpleton,
but 1 still think that either
the Ginders, Buckleys, Cog-
leys and Skillins are right, or
they’re wrong. Calling your-
self a liberal or a conservative
won't make you right if you
aren't. -

The meanings of such words
skitter all over the place like
quicksilver. Now me, 1 think
a Catholic has got to be ready
to be conservative when con-
servatism is true, and to be
radical when what, people de-
nounce as radicalism happens
to be right,

- - %

BUTIYBAT'S THE USE of ..
trving fo siraighten out these
thinkers' thinking when wou
know that if you can't talk to
them in their own publica-
tions — and usually you can't
— you can't talk to them at
all? They're not listening,

Another thing. Father Thurs-
ton Davis and his staff on
“America” hold periodical
brain-sessions in their maga-
zine, lamenting the lack of
humor in the Catholic press.
One humorous article would
do more gpod than all the
complaining, but’ how can I
put that thought &cross?

Or take Don MeDonald

" again. Just the other day,

Commonweal reprinted his

lece of a couple of years ago,
in which he alleged that
there's something wrong with
the Catholic press when only

am

¢

}
a few papers publish his. sym— v 4

dicated column.

HIS ARGUMENT was that
he tells people straight out
what the popes say, and this
makes him a nasty word with
certain reactionary editors of
diocesan weeklies.
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