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1e Other Question

. The harsh reality of the massacre of South Vietnamese civil-
ians by U.S. troops some 21 months ago was etched-in Ameriean
xnentames Although no ene knew exactly-how-many nion-combat-
ants had been ruthlessly shot down or precisely who was morally
%te:al:llt no one could any longér doubt. that‘sha;meful crime has

n one

~ —

e

It is an appalhng _story-of tonfusion and brutahty, of gunmng 4

__-«dovwn-women—and children, of intending to destroy enémy-sym-
pathizers but not bothering to sort them out of the town’s popu-
laion, of soldiers who could not do it, and others who wiped out
‘what they saw as “the enemy” and did it “on orders,” and others

- who were so cruel or ignorant or confused they “didn’t know what
they were doing »ow -

~

The public revulsion over the event stands as proof thnt our
national conscience has not been totally brutalized by this age of

violence. Guilt, shame and horror have swept this country because, .

no matter what the shooting soldiers thought of their-action at
the time, slaying defenseless civilians istoday totally repugnant
to the moral sense of Americans.

e

“But the Vietnam massacre was much less destructive than our
bombmg of densely populated cities in World War II. Were we
more shocked last week than in the 1940’s simply because we saw

those gory news-picures and read the—confessm_n,soquoldiers—\!hg/ B

actually pulled the«triggefrs2 T SESENSSSEEE

T

//Uﬁo’her crews over Rotterdam and Cologne and Hiro-

shima clearly intended total destruction of those cities and expect-
ed the violent death of thousands of their inhabitants, Did we ac-
cept their killmg of civilians then because the victims. were be-
hind the enemy’s lines and because it was so impersonal to drop
several ‘tons of bombs at a time on homes five miles below the
plane’s bomb-sight? But should. killing a non-combatant-ever have
‘been tolerated as “impersonal” and- a military expedient?

: Why was the philosophy or public poiicy behind the Allied
airstrikes which killed 150,000 Germans in Dresden in 1845 ac-

- cepted calmly by our soclety? Would we be more shocked by that

.carnage today?

-~ )~

The peculiar horror of the Vietnam ‘massacre is that here was
a personal face-to-face act of conscious, .individual killing. These
soldiers apparently were within a few feet.of their victims and
when they shot wanted their target to die violenily. But is there
anything more than: a psyehological difference between that and
firing long range artillery shells into native villages from' miles
away wih the foreknowledge that only the luckiest will escape
alive? One man. sees the human agony before and after he fires-
and the other-doesii't. In tepms of the soldier it’s a big.difference, -
but the. villagers are just as-dead either way.

Crities of ‘the war_now_have new:fuel for their charge that
American political leadership (“the system”) — not the individual -
military -officers or fighting men — is responsible for the horror
of the Vietnam casualty lists. .But individual responsibility must
be.fixed if possible to prove that it was not the system nor our na-
tionalﬂpolicy which caused these particular deaths 'I‘here was in-

idyal-vemponstbiity uupd iy Song My yhich
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their memories.- And there will be vehement-excuses offered for
those who ordered, the killings and for those .Who had to obey

. orders: But the proven fact that thousands of American men have

 fought-in-this tragic war without being thus-brutalized, without

compitting mass murdei -on non-combatants, must be ‘believed, -

ewen while we beg history’s pardon that wawihas brought some of
our battle-representatives to savagery.

“In ‘the epd- the massacre story ,repeats a fact we see more
clearly today than in the '40's: the only safeguard against the ex-
“cesses of war is the
“tional conacience, while it demands punishment for those whose
callous instincts have caused these deaths, must grow more and
more adament that war muist be forever abandoned as a weapen in
a nation’s search for justice and peace."Perhaps we could begin,
with Song My in mind, to ask out loud: Should airmen in B-52’s

. ‘who kill by the thoisands be praised, while soldiers who kill on
the gmund are courtamartialed’?

A ‘C\ir:ions’ Paradox

In Film Response

. The mosttalked about sex film of our times, “I -Am Curious
(Yellow)” imported from Sweden-over the protests of the U.S. Cus-

ough assaulted by metropolitan critics as a mediocre
film by every standard of art and intelligence, it has thrived profit-
ably at high pnees in'the major cities. The reason it has attracted
S0 many patrons is not merely its promise of graphic sexual scenes;
it has been nourished by the tonic such unworthy movies need

free publicity. ’

The arrival of this movie;*and the endless procession of

others as deserving of moral oufrage but not as- -well publicized— ]

raises the question: What should be done to hurt its business.and

to discourage the theater-owners from= bringmg these dlstastefful ’

and degrading films into our communities?~ -

Zealous citizen'groups in Rochester and other communitmes
have in recent months mounted extensive publi¢ demonstrations
outside theaters showing X-rated films. They have dialogued with
theater owners, prodded law and justice officers, arranged open
meetings to arouse their neighborhoods. But the net result has
been: self-satisfaction for the upholders of decemyand contmumg
business for the sex-movie houses. , -
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Vatican Clty — Last weekend an
atmosphere of keen anticipation per-
vaded Catholic Italy, one of the few

countries ready with the translation-

of the new Mass. It became manda-
tory here on Nov. 30.

This historic point in the liturgi-
cal life of the Catholic Church marks
‘the replacement of the 400-year-old

. Roman Missal of Pope St. Pius V by

the ‘new Ordo” prepared according

+ to the mandate of Vatican II It Is

the culminatio of the liturgical re-
form and also the most radical —
and controversial—of all the changes
introduced in the post-conciliar years.

‘Liturgists most responsible for the
new Mass could not conceal their en-
thusiam and satisfaction as they saw
their years of labor so near to
fruition.

Pope Paul himself joined in this
chorus of weicome when he said at
his' weekly general audience on the
same day, “Let us not speak of a
‘new Mass,’ but of a ‘new-age’ in the
life of the Church " ‘ )

The new Romnn Missai -of Paul VI
—. more accurately the new Ordo;
which regulates those parts’ of the

M ust U pdate
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Bolton — (lijNS)
internal turmoll of the “new Jesuit”
in America, his “not-néew" counter-
part and thosde in between, ‘has made
the Society. of Jesus today a “society
in flux,” possihie to define, accord-
ing to- an article in the November
issue of Atlantlc Monthly.

In a lengthy exposition, ‘which en-
compasses' much of the‘colorful and
turbulent history of the Jesuit order
founded in 1540 by l’gnutius Loyola,
staff editor John L'Heureux, a Jesuit
priest himself, says the Citholic s0-
clety’s major superiors “are prepared
to do anything.. . to make the Jesuits
the dynamic Christian force they
were at their inception »

.. Directing most of his attention to

the upswing of the “new Jesuit”
America, Father L'Helureux says th:is

phenomenon emanated mainly, out. of
" prestigious— W stock—Coiiezrthe—

Jesuit theolognate near Balthnore,
where Jesuits began “to determine
their-own actiong in a way radically
different from traditional Church

teaching.”

- The_author says
American Jesuit is a mart “intensely
involved in the world around him: he
demands a theology which is relevant
to the problems of people rather than

. " to the ancient and uninteresting de-

bates.-of Scholasticism; he..asks evi-
dence of dynamic spiritusl leader-

" ship. He seeks a style of living con-

sonant with the two most sighificant

facts-of his life — that he is a vowed

‘ iprofoundly uncertain "about his own.

-

7 ductively" -

religlous and that he has only one:
life to live and it must be lived pro-

On the other side of the coin. Fa-
ther L’Hetireux writes, _the..hew
Jesuit is.a man who admits to'being

personal roleand_aboit what the re-
ligious is or should be. - )

"~ Father L’Heuremoiuims e free-
dom, the.activity, the uncertainty. of
the newJesuit stems from thr
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8
lications and restoring some, fea ures

abandoned in the past. Above al, it‘

is desigried to favor- the active par-

tictpatiOn of the faithful

The new misSal rtherefot‘e presents
startling changes in texts regarded
as sacrosanct, Naturally it arouses
opposition and criticism,
bitter.,

It is charged for instance, that

the Council was misled by thé_ liur.

gical reformers who:-arranged to
give themselves a blank.check 1
vise the Mass according.to th
arbitrary ideas, The new- O

" claimed, was piit" across. :by “high-
handed procedures, without the ‘con-
sent of the natlonal episcopal con-
ferences and,. in defiance of . the
Synod of Bishops of two. yearseago
which rejected it.

* Critics’ charged that the new Ordo,
whether considered as a ‘whole or

in - its" various parts, ‘ig ig “a:striking’
departure from the ;Catholic- the-
ology of Holy Miss as it was for-
— hulated-in_the 22nd session of the
Council of Trent” The pastoral rea-

sons offered to justify the changes,

they claimed,-are not sufficien

On the. contrgryil~"rhe recent fe-
fonnx lfave amply shown

ch ) Ml& 10t fadl to
?;%g ﬂgﬁl
impatlenice;” :nd“" " stak keable
dh}minution of fa?ith. NS

Members of the Spetial Commis-
sion for the Liturgical ‘Reform re-
acted to the criticims. with an atti-
tude verging on disdaiii. They said
that the general instruction accom-
panying the new Ordo, Criticized for
néglecting the theology of the Coun-
cil of Trent, is “not a ‘dogmatic text
but purely and simply an ‘exposition
of the norms guiding the Eucharis-
tic celebration. It is not intended to
be a definition of the Mass but only
to offer a description ‘of the rite.”

Within the family of cardinals, the
most open comment on the
protest was made by Gabriel
Cardinal Garrone, who heads the
Congregation for Catholic Education.
_ Intexrviewed on_the French service of

some of it .

that new -

aged:16, b
photogrk hic negatwe of
school envxronment here

Thex ,,gre black, and
- home dawn. Soiith thh th
and fathers and-sisters an
and all ‘the rest’ of it. Fe

- tical -purpnsesr though the

“Yeason to’ know otherw1se
was ‘black,

Said the F.rench curial cardinal
“I love the. Latin of the Mass This
is how I said Mass for more than 40 -
years. I- love: the Roman canon,
which is that -of miy first Mass, T love

.- the old Ordo of«the Mais, but I love -

sl more the Church and 1. have.
confidence in her'and am convinced

. e -

A It Was: suggested" b ,;ome that per--
: e -protésts come -from, bad
lose . More ;outspoken was Father

Salvatore Marsih presxdent -of ‘the -
Poutifical ~ Liturgical Institute —of
Rome{ Ty e NELLE l‘i"-

Writing’ in the monthly La Rocca,
he claxmed that -the: real motive for
the attack “on the revised liturgy. of
the  Mass s hostility to Vatican II

- JtselLantLtth&@t,onning,spirlti,Not e
being able to-sttack' the Council it-
. .gelf: he said, opponents are attacking
it indirectly, on ‘marginal issues. '

“HERE HE COMES. I SUPPOSE
WE CAN EXPECT A SERMON!"

_God is Never ln a Hurry

By Father Albert Shamon

The Second Sunday of Advent in-

" troduces. us to John the. Baphst We -

do not exaggerate when we call him
the greatest of the prophéts, Christ
so called him. What encomiums He
heaped:upon the Baptist He was no
hilly reed, no namby pamby
. He was a man! A propheti
v than a gmphﬂ His-

rophet Elias, he dwelt -
in the ‘de “he dressed in rough
gariments; »lived on' practically
Elias; he -was intrepid |

it and burned with.

I priy the gods to put an end to
this wearying

Aund yearlong watch that d‘rags
on,

And now I watch for .

The flash’: o6f fire bringing news
from Troy

Andkthe report that she .is

year vxgil One can surmise
ing "victory over the hated
* brought to_all Greece. Bt w
son is there to the

. -take
1 suffer the night and the damp,
- ahd X haVéf ;
A bed beréft of di
Bt riow, O .
this fatigue, ;-
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But they came North Y
ber to attéend. Nazareth !

Here they are, a million
home, boarding. in \Imma<
ception -parish with- two |
lies they ne seen-b
spend the school day an
900 white girls, and a
black ones, all -Rochesteri

.

How would a white you
dn a reverse situation?

These ‘girls are homesi
- unnerved: - Indeed, - their
must call’ them “cool”

“1 - don’t see - color a
Brenda declared lately. “I
fore I came that I migh
diced.. I didn’t know ho
feel about white kids.
known any, or given any
what they might.be like.
see people as white or
more.”

“Just people,” Shirley a
Have people been nice
They have, Brenda emp!
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tribute Holy Comn
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on Nov. 28 in Sacr

Br.J osapl
Principal,
Dies at 45

Brother Josaphat C
CSC.,, principal of Cardi
High School, “looked upo
‘Jeast in the kingdom of
_ saw -his . yocation as- -easi
ordinary ‘laytitan’s, a col
at his funeral,

He had a “deep appreci:

ple and their problems,”
aid Haycock, CSC., Moon
assured a congregatton 1
Our Mother of Sorrows
Saturday ‘afternoon for B
phat’s last rites,

The principal, 45, -die|
edly at school on Nov, 2

Bishep-Jeseph-L-Hogan
- pal celebrant of the req
A~ congregation of =
“about 200 priests and. Rei

Concelebrants were Fat
Red‘dim
Whaien, John Murphy,
CSB., Burton Smith; C_S
»Murphy, John- Hedges, M
boy and Joseph Cersitz; §

In the sanctuary ‘wer
Bishop  Dennis Hickey- a
Elmo Bransby, 'CSC., b
the Eastern Province of t

", of the Holy Cross. Mem
Student'fCouncil .at Cardi
formed an’ horior guard

. ““Broﬂier*.iosaphat a;mna

" troit, entered the Holy C
gation in 1943 and yecefitl

the 2bth anni\wmarymf )

| - —proféision, He retéived I

and. master of science de
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