'V"l! T\ XS
: 3 . .
T—

=

ST T LT L e e A - -

3"%@{@5"4&3‘

IeUSBMI
. An:£ ~?pologla

EEEXL

~T?I The members .of the National Conferenee of
Catholic Bishiops, k'nown better as the Us bxshops,l ~

makean easy target S 2

When they speak eonservatﬁﬂy on- rellgnous
matters, as they are often went to do, they aré apt to’
be termed reactlonanes L

When they speak “llberally on publlc matters, as
they are sometimes wont to do, they are ealled idealists

or dupesorworse.” . o o

. Little %mattet that they often dlsrupt such stereo-
typmyby, farzinstance, staunchly: opposmg -abortion
eonsxdered -& ~conservative - position) _or
(senemﬂyseonsldewd yery

a pastoral on war and peace, which has

beeome more specifically a document -on nuclear‘

waffare Yet they did so.

And why" Probably for two general feasons — 0
guide their Cathelic flock and to stimulate more in-
fonned discussion of what is probably the number one
issue for the world today. And in speaking to their
-brothers and sisters”of a common faith, they have
found themselves addressing the wider commumty as
well: justask the White House.

At their eonferenee in Washington, the blshops,
#ach of them personally, received a letter froma White
House staffer arguing the morality of ‘the pastoral.
Bishop Matthew H. Clark feels thattlusshows -that thie

| :administration-is-aware that-the moral :dspect-of.this . ;

issue is relevarit and dilutes the afgument of those who

say that the bishops weré-merely sticking their noses

5 5ok o.suchslmgsandarrows,theyknew fullwell
thatg they: would be wide open to verbal attack by

| these
. bishops of ours are realists. They are not ivory tower
eggheuds,ﬁkmg an expected position. .

Think of it. They come from all walks of life, from ‘
every corner of this nation and with all kinds-of
personal political ideologies.

Bishop Clark emphasized another point —

They neither spéeak glibly nor shallowly about the

great question of nuclear armament in a factionalized
world. Collectively they are neither avowed pacifists
or crusaders. Neither do they claim to be omniscient;
indeed, they debated openly among themselves about
. the pastoral. They are humanly perplexed about the
morality of nuclear deterrence; they are hung up on
the tradition of the just war theory. They seek
guidance from God and their collaborators in the faith.

And they are sensitive to the fears of the populace. .

Thgy wish-to assure us that they are not endorsing
unilateral disarmament. They want all to know that

- they do insist on monitoring and verification of mutual

disarmament among the nations of the world.

The bishops have not acted intramurally; they have

~ consulted many leading government officials, present

and former; experts in the ﬁeld, and even militarists.
B LR S T ¥ i) o
The process is not over. The blshops intend to seek
further advice from experts in the field and from
theologians. They will talk with bishops from

~W1th Love

. Dreamer,-the-Ordinary of the -

. letter only days before Mr.:

- Dreamer);

| where they-do not belorg, namely into politles.

U.S. defense plans call for
deployment of the MX
nuclear missile, shown here

in a Defense Department
-exhibit in Washington, D.C.

The statement being

prepared by American
ebsbops suggests that the
addition of such weapons :
“invites attack.”-(NC Photo) -

Europeen-naﬁons They will consult locally with their
own diocesans. All of this will take place before they
- vote again on the final version of the pastoral.

Some Catholics feel that the bishops are somehow

controverting the posmon of the Vatican. They should
heed these words:

“The"Catholic Church teaching is thus clear and

« - coherent. It deplores the arms race, it demands at least

progressive, mutual, verifiable arms reduction as well
as greater precautions against possible errors in the use
of nuclear weapons . . . she will not cease from exerting
her efforts while armaments go on not being entirely
mastered, the security of all nations is not guaranteed,
and while men’s hearts are not won ‘over to ethical -
choices which can guarantee lasting pgace.”

These are not the words of the bishop of St. Paul-
Minneapolis or of Chicago or of Rochester. They were
spoken by the bishop of Rome, Pope John Paul 11, also
known as Karol Wojtyla, a man probably as aware of
the Communist threat as anyone in the world,

" . The U.S. bishops do-not intend to be divisive, cither |

as part of the American family or of the community of
faith. Ii’ a world Facing the enormity of nuclear
holocaust, they merely want to heighten consciences,
 their own as well as others, as to the proper options the
human race should take in stewardship of God’s world.

: 'i'yselfsangs the Politburo are
- Tiving, ‘breithing: examples of
: a moral and peaeelomg

lt is wise that nuclear
weapons ‘only-be entrusted to
peaeelovmg people such as
we Soviets; rightly so -that
you should demand - removal
-of such-armaments from the
anti-Profctariat. eneinies of .
the Workers’ Parad:se Even
, our own people
° our honorable intentions and
therefore never find. it
necessary ' to . stage demon-
strations. When was the last
time you -recall an anti- .
government rally in the
Soviet? So,. you see, our
people are very happy.

. ‘But itis. heertwanmug “to
"tiote your tacit-.approbation
by demanding virtually little -
. of us. You lend credence to
i applaud_you and your our many " peace-keeping

Editor:

Leonid Brezhnev’s death
finally permits the disclosure
that Bishop Aloysius

Moscow; “Paj,- diocese,: had -
recently- - receivi a con-
fif:lentlal letter from the
premier. 1 have come upon
this. information from an
anonymous source whom |
know only -as “Deep Wimp.”

Deep Wimp indicates that
Bishop Dreamer received the

Brezhnev's passing. The -
verbatim text is as follows:

Dear Comrade Bishop (A. °

- associgtes of- the National ventures, most notably
Conference ‘of Catholic Hungary .in . 1956,
Bishops. You have ac- ' Cechoslovakia in_ 1968,

Afglianistan. ‘in . 1978, and -
_now, Poland.. Obv:ously, we .
are the epltome of peace, for.
_the world}has ‘hardly heargq a
3 fom other .
ra l%‘enee we =
1 of the

complished “much in your
condemnation of your war-
mongering; .- sabre-rattlmg,”
imperialist ;government. Itis’

my. governmerlt wnll be. able
to.spréad ‘our’ form o, peace _
over “the - 'whole” world. %
i Umon. ¢ Perhaps iyou -may not.need"
‘l,gm-eaung .your . - Prince, of Peace ;_

"t‘gnas; ok & i ;pegee will have: -

0 for yom
w:th

tacuwéapl;l”ﬂoval“’“”Y‘mv oeF: . A -
,t.!am ot :a"‘i%%kv%x %‘i"

Dreamer! Someday, -if your
country needs to be purged
of revisionists, ‘we will be
‘happy to-assist in-establishing
a new Democratic People‘
Republic. After all, it is only
a short hop across the Bering
Strait, and, with your nation
disarmed, there would be no
bloodshed as' the peaceloving
Soviet Army liberates the
oppressed Eskimos of Alaska.

‘Or _our -peaceloving. ally,

Comrade -Castro, could

liberate the captive Cubans

in Florida.

Your.thankful friend,
Leonid

Stepllen J. Fesh Jr.

209 West Avenue
Elmira, N.Y. 14904

‘A Vote
Against Bishops
. Editor:.

Speakmg as va Roman

_Cathollc rather than an -
~ American XCatholic, please

“ know that there are many of
us who.are:not_in agreement
> with Bishop-Clatk-or. the U.S.

bxshops who _are speaking out
agamst nuclelr defenses

‘[he brshops- should.
remember they are not ad-
- ministering _independent
* baronies: ‘The Vatican is the
voice-of the Church and there
are nqQ, such polmcal
_pronounceiments . eminating
from the sgat oi the Church.

Yes. indeed there -are many
forms.- ol' peaee - There is

complete peace in Russia, for

to disturb that utop:a means -

death or a long prison sen-
tence. Without our nuclear
defense the United States
could . become one large
communist satellite bathed in
utter peace. Is this what the
good bishops had in mind?

_The naive but very good
bishops really should consult

with the Vatican. I un-

derstand its head, the pope,
understands completely the
credibility of the communists.

Carl E. Burrows

76 Copperficld Road

‘Rochester, N.Y. 14615

Our Genes

Are Menaced

Editor:

Shaped through long .cons
of evolution, our genes not
only make.us what weare, but
hold in their minute beings the
future — be it one of promise

threat. Yet genetic
detenoranon through man-
made agents is the menace of
ourtimer =

The parallel. between
chemicals and radiation is
exact and inescapable. The
living eell, assaulted by

‘radiation, suffers a variety of
injuries., Its ability to divide
“normally may be destroyed, it

may suffer changes in
chromesome structure. or the
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*ITS ALWAYS NICE TO- SEE THE WORP

HIT HOME FOR SOMEONE. *

genes, carriers of hereditary
material. may undergo those
sudden changes known as
mutations which cause them
to produce-new characteristics
in succeeding generations. If
especially susceptible, the cell
may be Kkilled outright, or,
finally, after, the passage of
time measured ifi 'years, it may

. become malignant.

. chemicals

All these consequences of
radiation have been
duplicated in laboratory
studies by a large group of
known as
radiomimetic or radiation
imitating. Many chemicals

-used in pesticides — her-

blCIdeS as well as msee"cxdes

..........

— belong to this group of
substances that have the " .
ability to damage the
chromosomes, interfere with
normal cell division, or causc
mutations. These injuries to
the genetic material are of a
kind that may lead to diseasc
in the individual or they may
make their effects fel, in
future generations.

Perhaps 'we should
remember the question of the
S-year-old boy at Love Canal
who asked. “Am 1 growing 10
grow up to be a normal man?” -

Mary Rita Crowe
- 1600 East Ave., Apt. 905
Rochester N.Y. l-tblll‘



