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Dur Family Day
This coming Sunday, October 10. is the day of 

conceited prayer and honor to our Blessed Mother 
declared by Bishop Ready to be observed through
out the Diocese in every parish. It u ill be, accord 
ing to the mind of the Bishop, a “family” affair, 
and it is well that it should be.

Inseparably tied up with love of and devotion 
to Mary is the idea of the family. There are no 
ties of natural affinity binding individuals together 
as a group which are stronger than those which 
exist in and around that relationship which Mary 
has with us her children.

We are hers by Divine command and through 
her maternal adoption. It is through her that we 
become brothers and sisters in that family which 
has God as its head. It is through her that we re
ceive the life-stream of our souls: God’s grace. 
Truly, she performs for us in the order of grace all 
those things that make her our Mother in very 
fact.

Bishop Ready has asked us all to make next 
Sunday a day of family rededication to Mary our 
Mother. This will be the day of reexamination of 
our progress in devotion and love of our Blessed 
Mother. It w ill be the time of rejoicing in the knowl
edge of what this Marian Year has meant to us 
as individuals. It will be a time of fervent prayer 
that what we have gained and enjoyed will be 
given to the rest of the world—particularly to 
Mary’s errant children, our brothers. It will be the 
time of renewed pleading that Mary. Mother of us 
all, will secure from her Divine Son the graces 
needed in the world to insure peace among the dif
fering members of her family and the eventual re
turn of all her children to the maternal fold, the 
Church.

Cure-All
An axiom of the spiritual life that unfortun

ately has suffered the same fate as so many ax
ioms, i.e., being so apparent they are taken for 
granted and quickly forgotten, is the one which 
states that pride is the basis of all sins.. At first 
glance this may seem too sweeping a statement. We 
are inclined to say it is no axiom at all. We immedi
ately think of ali frequent and possible sins and, 
drawing up a roster, may look in vain for their 
beginnings in pride. And yet, say the Fathers, such 
is the case. Man has to deny himself more in the 
admission of pride than in acknowledging the guilt 
of anv other sin. In owning to pride man denies 
himself the last justification for any sinful action 
he may have committed, and this is distasteful in 
the extreme, for it points a man out, makes him 
unique, before God and in the eyes of his fellow 
men, as the sole author of his crime. The begin
nings of sin in pride remain hidden and obscure 
to man only because man will not see. Don’t we 
hear another forgotten truth: No one is so blind 
as he who will not see?

Pride is that which makes us want to be more 
than we are, either in our own sight or in the 
sight of others, or makes us want to be something 
we have no right to be. Almost every sinful ac
tion can be traced to this source, the source com
monly found in the twisted, prideful nature that 
is the birthright of every man borp into this world 
devoid of God’s saving graces. Pride was the sin 
of our first parents. It was even the sin of the 
angels.

And thus, in our own case, it is pride that 
causes a man to steal and so to gain something 
that will raise his status in his own eyes and the 
eyes of others. A man kills to remove the object 
of his scorn, usurping rights to which he has no 
claim—judge and executioner. Even sins of the 
flesh have in their inception elements of this all
pervading pride. Man chooses a passing, finite, 
material pleasure against God’s holy will, mak
ing his own will the norm or canon of his action, 
assuming offices and prerogatives belonging Io 
God alone. In any sin, man is, in a sense, stealing 
from God.

In medical lore, a “gunshot prescription” was 
one aimed to cure some one with a number of ills, 
the cause or causes of which remained hidden. 
Could it be that we have just such a panacea for 
the ills of our souls in the practice of humility? 
Could we find the cure to our besetting sins by 
deposing the reign of pride in our souls through 
the practice of the virtue opposed to pride, humil
ity? After naming a number of sins, the Holy Ghost, 
through the mouth of St. Paul, points to their com
mon beginning ih pride: “He who thinks himself 
to stand lake heed lest he fall.”

No Common Denominator
Christopher Dawson, one of the luminous Chris

tian minds of our times, has been studying now 
for many years the problems of present day cul
ture. lake so many others, he has been trying 
to discover something which can restore unity to 
a civilization which has become tragically divided 
and. in simple truth, fragmentized. \le hardly be
lieve this story of dissolution, most of us, since we 
look upon the civilization of the West i.s something 
quite easily distinguished and still recognizable as a 
single entity in itself.

A careful study of the history of our times, 
and the last few centuries as well, can quickly 
convince us, hcowevcr, that there are mighty 
forces struggling within our present culture which 
must somehow become integrated within the total 
pattern of that civilization or quite literally ex
plode it

As a footnote to these thoughts, the Conference 
on Science. Philosophy and Religion met last 
week and discussed some aspects of this very prob
lem. This Conference has met yearly since 1940 and 
gathered together men of science and religion to 
sift soberly some of the problems of contemporary 
society as seen from the varied points of view of 
scientist, philosopher and theologian. After such 
long delberations they have come to one very 
significant conclusion at least—in many of the 
problems probed they just did not know- what the 
other fellow was talking about.

The highly specialized nature of the present 
divisions in knowledge creates a pr blem which 
wes not present in earlier times, certainly not so 
acutely, but what is noticeably absent is the com
mon cultural denominator W’hich gave unity to their 
shared civilization.

The question next in tine is clear: What is the 
element—or elements—that we have lo|t? What

once unified Western culture amd no longer func
tions as formerly? It would be a mistake to pretend 
that this was one single factor and no other. Mr. 
Dawson suggests that it must include the classical 
heritage of the West, its Christian religion and the 
native traditions of its people. Unfortunately for us 
the classical heritage is largely ignored, the Chris- 
tion religion is not universally shared, and the 
native traditions of the peoples are often working 
for self-expression and against unity.

It is something of a task to know' where to be
gin. Mr. Dawson has indicated his* preference — 
education. There is no substitute for a systematic 
study of Western civilization itself, he feels, in 
which study each person discovers something of 
the legacy of the past and the debt of the present. 
In rediscovering consciously these ancient roots we 
acknowledge the unity of other days and understand 
at least in part the elements which made it possible.

The consequence of this can be prodigious. We 
may not have to spend ourselves in chasing after 
new’ elemets of unity in breathless hoping but 
merely recover some of these precious elements of 
former times which in hapless enthusiasm our 
fathers cast from us. It is at least a place to begin. 
—The Pilot.

Just Among Ourselves
Passing Comment Considered or Inconsiderate

October is, among other things, the month of 
the Holy Guardian Angels, During the thirty-one 
days of this usually mellow’ month we might profit
ably think a little about angels. Thinking leads to 
appreciation. And, in this case, appreciation will 
arouse devotion and set up the habit of a very’ re
warding prayer.

♦ ♦ *
Angels are pure spirits. We all know so much 

from our catechism. But perhaps we have consid
ered that word “pure” to mean the virtue of pur
ity, whereas it means, in this definition of angels, 
“unmixed,” “unmingled.” It means that angels are 
spirits and nothing else—no bodiliness about them, 

♦ ♦ ♦
Indeed, the virtue of purity consists fundament

ally in the right control and use of things bodily, 
of tendencies in bodily man which, since the Fall, 
incline him to excess, misuse, and degredation. A 
pure spirit has no body at all, and therefore no 
bodily tendencies, good or evil.

* * *
St. Thomas Aquinas says that, while Satan, a 

fallen angel, may be called guilty of all sins, since 
he strives to lead fallen man into every variety of 
evil, yet in himself, as a spirit, he can commit only 
two sins, namely, pride and envy.

♦ ♦ *
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That angels exist, we know from Goo’s Revela
tion. We read in Holy Scripture, in both Old Testa
ment and New’, of heavenly spirits, and of their 
ministrations to man. There was, for instance, the

WASHINGTON LETTER

angel that brought the burning ember to purify 
the lips of Isaias. There was the angel Raphael who, 
in human guise, brought protection and blessing 
to the younger and the elder Tobias. There was the 
angel of the Annunciation. There were the angels 
sent visibly to the shepherds, and gathered in 
mighty host about the manger, on the night of the 
Nativity of Our Ix>rd.

• • •
And Our Txrrd Himself told us of guardian angels 

when he said that the angels of the little children are 
ever looking upon the face of God the Father. The 
last book of the New Testament,—which we call 
Apocalypse, and non-Catholics call Revelations,— 
speaks of guardian angels, not only of men, but of 
churches, that is to say, of dioceses.

• ♦ ♦
And therefore, upon the testimony of God’s 

word, we acknowledge the existence of angels,— 
spirits1 without bodies w’hich serve God and are 
sometimes made messengers of God for the benefit 
of mankind. But we can also know of the existence 
of angels.—at least, of their likely or probable ex
istence,—from the testimony of reason, of the think
ing human mind. Indeed, St. Thomas feels that the 
reasoned testimony in this oase is compelling.

♦ * *
For God is the author of all creatures, and of 

every kind of creature. God has created the hodily 
world in which we find things purely bodily, things 
hodily with life, things bodily with life and the 
power of knowing by use of senses, things bodily 
with life, sentiency, and reason. Now, reason is a 
power more than bodily; it is a spiritual power; 
yet it exists in bodily man. Therefore man has an 
essential spiritual element.

, * * *
Thus there are things sheerly bodily, in varying 

grades of perfection, and also there is man, who is 
a compound of body and spirit. To round out the 
perfect scheme of creatures, there ought to be (and 
St. Thomas inclines to say there must be) creatures 
that are sheerly spiritual. The “perfect. round” is 
achieved in this plan: matter; matter-and-spirit; 
spirit.

New Light
WASHINGTON—What Soviet 

Russia is trying to do in Eu
rope seems a lot clearer in light 
shed by some information re
ceived here in recent days.

Moscow, of course, is striving 
relentlessly for the domination 
of all of Europe. It seeks to 
achieve this end by an organiza
tion of Europe with itself at the 
center. It already has sent up a 
trial balloon urging a Russo- 
German French alliance which 
could afford to Ignore the west
ern “fringe” of Europe and 
Great Britain.

Before this can come about, 
the communists must destroy 
NATO (the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization) before Germany 
can be effectively integrated into 
it.

To do this, Moscow seems to 
have three major early objec
tives. One is to neutralize all of 
Scandinavia, another is to bring 
about a new and more favorable 
alliance with France, and the 
third is to stymie the plans of 
the West by stirring up socialist 
opposition to the rearmament of 
Germany.

A most interesting phase of all 
this maneuvering is what Rus
sia is reported to be doing in 
Scandinavia. Informed persons 
say that Moscow is using Fin
land as a sort of “show case," in 
its efforts to convince Norway,

♦ * «
At all events, we do know, by our infallible 

Faith, that angels exist. And we know, upon the 
same unfailing authority, that angels arc appointed 
as guardians to man. Each human being, from the 
first rnotnenf of his existence, that is, from the in
stant of his conception (and not. as some have mis
takenly taught, from the moment of baptism), has 
one of God’s wonderful spiritual creatures to be 
his companion, his guardian, his constant guide, 
intercessor, and friend.

♦ ♦ •
There is no need, in this sentimental hour, to 

stress the importance and the value of fine friend
ship. But the issue here is more than sentiment. 
It is a great fact, too easily overlooked or forgotten, 
that each of us has. in every hour, a most powerful 
and Im, ing friend at our side. If we had a proper 
realization of this fact, we should ceria.nly be more 
active on our part of the friendship. We should do 
much more than utter, on rare occasion, the jingly 
little prayer, “Angel of God. my guardian dear . . .” 

• • •
Of course, there is the difficulty of our being un

able to see our guardian and hear spoken words 
from him. But a sustained effort to realize his pres, 
ence will conquer this difficulty. We know that the 
guardian angel is there If we stress this knowledge 
to ourselves: if we act upon it by recollecting it 
clearlt and frequently: if we speak to our guardian, 
at least in mind and heart (trusting that God will 
make known to the angel our inward thoughts and 
prayers) we shall experience spiritual joy and 
strength that otherwise will not be ours.

• « *
Devotion to one’s guardian angel is a most ex

cellent habit. It is possible for the human spirit 
to take courage even from the imagination of a 
situation wherein one has the affection and help 
of powerful friends. And, in the case of the guardian 
angel, we arc dealing, not with fancy, but with 
fact. The loving aid of a most powerful friend is 
really ours for the asking.

» • •
Doubtless, the guardian angel does much for us, 

even when we do not appeal to him. But we are 
creatures dowered with free-will; we are meant to 
use that will in cooperating with God’s most benefi
cent plans in our behalf. Our Lord tells us to pray, 
even though we know that God understands our needs 
without our telling Him. Unless we do our part 
in working w ith our guardian, ue shall miss a great 
deal of good that we could gain through his willing 
and eager assistance.

• « •
October can be the effective school in which we 

learn true devotion to our guardian angels. We 
may learn to make every month of life a month of 
the angels. . j

LOUS F. BVDENZ

Our Folly
Red propaganda guns through

out the world arc booming out 
for the “new Soviet peace initi- 
tive.” Because the United States 
government’s outlook continues 
to be blinded 
by the Stalin- 
c r e ated fairy 
tale of “peace
ful coexis
tence,” the 
Kremlin press
es on the ad
vantages it has 
thus gained.

The New 
Times of Mos
cow, in its is
sues of July 31 and August 7, 
gives the orders to the comrades 
everywhere as to how Europe is 
to be torn from the side of the 
United States and placed firmly 
in the Soviet camp. The Soviet 
dictatorship’s proposals of July 
24 for “collective security in 
Europe, which would embrace 
all European countries, what
ever their social system,” is the 
spearhead for the new “peace” 
drive.

Beware 'Coalition'
The Soviet journal ef direc

tives quotes the London Times 
as stating “very many people in 
Britain like the idea of a Euro
pean security pact.” Other Eu
ropean papers are cited to the * 
same effect. A moment's thought 
will indicate that this new Soviet 
scheme is merely an enlarged 
version of the Red swindle 
known as “the united front” and 
“coalition government.”

It is by the “united front” 
device that the Communists have 
been able to enter organization 
after organization at top levels, 
and then to use that position to 
wipe out all opposition. The 
downfall of Poland and Czecho-

On Red Plans
Denmark and Sweden that they 
have more to gain by abstaining 
from NATO than from joining it 
They would then not need to 
fear Russia’s great armed might, 
and they could enjoy the advan
tages offered by trade in the 
Soviet orbit.

Moscow is making every effort 
to convince the rest of Scandi
navia that Finland is genuinely 
free and independent, although 
in the Soviet field of influence. 
It is constantly advertised that 
Finland has a truly democratic 
regime, and there are frequent 
exchange visits between Soviet 
and Finnish trade unions, stu
dents, politicians, artists, scient
ists and even some clergymen.

Last July, for the first time, a 
Soviet naval squadron visited 
Helsinki. Finland could not re
turn the compliment, because it 
is not permitted by Moscow to 
have a navy. Russia is stepping 
up a sort of three-cornered trade 
involving Finland, Russia and 
Russia’s satellites. Seemingly, 
Moscow is trying to give the im
pression that it is paying little 
attention to the Finnish com
munists. At the same time, the 
woman leader of the Finnish 
Reds, Hertta Kuusinen is said to 
be both active and able.

Two recent incidents help to 
illustrate Moscow’s anxiety to 
make the best possible use of

Finland. It conferred the Order 
of Lenin on President Urho 
Paasikivi, a Conservative Fin
nish statesman, for his services 
to Finno-Soviet friendship. And, 
the Soviet government apologizes 
to the Finnish government for 
Soviet planes flying over Finnish 
territory without permission.

AH of this, shrewd observers 
say, is done to make sure that 
Sweden remains neutral, and 
that Norway and Denmark come 
to think that there is a pleas
ant alternative to NATO mem
bership.

The same observers say the 
“death” of EDC was a tremen
dous victory for the communists, 
and if a Popular Front govern
ment can be brought about in 
France it would pave the way for 
a new alliance between France 
and Soviet Russia. Such an alli
ance would not only knock France 
out of NATO, but also might force 
Italy to follow suit.

The suggestion of a Russo-Ger
man alliance was not too wide
ly reported in the West. It was 
put forward in a speech by for
mer Field Marshal von Paulus, 
whom the Russians captured be
fore Stalingrad and who has 
since become a Soviet puppet. 
No one believes that it was von 
Paulus’ own idea.

Aids Soviet Gains
Slovakia was hastened by “coali
tion governments” forced on 
those countries by the Red Army 
and by the stupid agreement of 
the United States.

In persuading European gov
ernments to enter into closer 
relations with Soviet Russia, 
with the eventual possibility of 
a “collective security pact,” the 
Kremlin is not only divorcing 
Europe from the United States. 
It is doing much more than that. 
It is -preparing for the conditions 
which will enable Soviet Russia, 
with its consistently unscruplous 
tactics, to gobble up all Europe. 
Stalin laid down the first scheme 
for the division of Europe from 
the United States in October, 
1952, and in doing so indicated 
that Soviet domination of Eu
rope would follow.

Two Reasons For Naivete
We may inquire: “Why is it 

that the Kremlin in such a short 
time has won so many news
papers in Europe to its side in 
this drive? The editors of the 
London Times, for example, must 
know of the fate of the Baltic 
countries, conquered by Moscow 
under cover of “non-aggression 
pacts.” They must know the 
history of Soviet advance by the 
“coalition government” plot.

Two reasons for this naive at
titude on the part of these news
papers immediately stand out. 
One of them is Communist in
filtration of the press and Red 
influences upon it, which goes 
forward in Europe just as in the 
United States. The second reason 
is even more important, for it 
helps to strengthen the Reds in 
the first. It is nothing other 
than the policy of the United 
States. If this country becomes 
a victim to the “peaceful coexis
tence”'nonsense, then every Eu

ropean country looks around to 
see how it can make terms with 
Soviet Russia, losing faith in 
Ame/ican ability to stem the 
Soviet tide.

U S. Reds Boast of Success
The Soviet fifth column here, 

in that report, boasts of its con
tribution toward bringing about 
American defeat in “compelling” 
the United States to go to Berlin 
and Geneva. Boldly it declares 
that these recent events have 
proved, as forecast by the Com
munists in their secret confer
ence in September, 1953, that 
the United States “can indeed be 
compelled against its will to 
enter into negotiations.”

Two main directives are given 
to the comrades to step up “the 
struggle for peace” — which, of 
course, means the complete dis
armament of this nation mili
tarily and psychologically — and 
the election of a Congress “op
posed to McCarthy, McCarthy
ism, and Fascism.” Success in 
many states is already reported 
in persuading both the Democra
tic and Republican political ma
chines to select “anti-McCarthy- 
ite candidates.”

Why can the Reds report such 
new victories over the United 
States both at home and abroad? 
The answer is a simple one. With 
the connivance of concealed 
Communists, they have induced 
a large number of secular news
papers and radio and television 
commentators to forward the 
Communist line. That is the way 
they got rid of their great op
ponent in the Pacific. General 
Douglas MacArthur. New con
firmation of that comes to us 
from the pages of an excellent 
book, Frazier Hunt’s “The Un
told Story of Douglas Mac- 
Arthur.”

Inquiry Corner
------ -■...........Father Healey------------------

Q. About thirty - three yearl 
ago I committed a grave sin and 
went to confession and confessed 
it as I san? it then. Lately I 
made a general confession and 
told it as 1 should have the first 
time, had I seen it that way. It 
did not come to my mind to tell 
the priest how I had confessed 
it earlier. Should I go back and 
explain? .

A. No. Many people have sim
ilar experiences, but it is a safe 
general rule that a confession 
made in good faith is good. It 
is a good practice to mention 
past serious sins, especially such 
as may be disturbing upon re
flection. when we make a gen
era’ confession. God judges us 
mercifully in the Sacrament of 
Mercy. Just as a sin which is 
forgotten does not affect the 
forgiveness extended through 
the Sacrament, so a sin which 
is honestly but incorrectly con
fessed does not impede the ac
tion of the Sacrament. A sin 
which is forgotten should be 
mentioned in the next confes
sion and a sin incorrectly con
fessed should be mentioned 
later. In your general confes
sion the correct confession of 
the sin more than took care of 
your obligation.

Q. Is it a serious sin for a 
person to tell one’s relatives 
that one is losing one's mind? 
Will such a person have to rect
ify this?

, A. It is a serious sin against 
the Eighth Commandment to tell 
anything, true or false, which 
injures our neighbor's reputa
tion. To tell anything as serious 
as the report you mention, ex
cept to someone who has a right. 
to know, is a very serious sin.

’ even if it be true. To discuss 
such a serious thing for gossip 
or out of malice is a serious sin. 
There might well be a situation 
where a conscientious person 
with good intentions could tell 
someone his opinion in order to 
bring medical help, but such a 
person should ask in confession 
before he takes action. Circu
lating such a report falsely 
would certainly call for restora
tion of the offended person’s good 
name. Any serious injury to 
our neighbor’s reputation calls 
for definite action to restore

that good name — it is as real 
and as serious an obligation as 
the restitution of stolen goods.

Q. Is the Catholic Church un
democratic?

A. Yes and No. In the sense 
that it serves all people equally 
and provides the foundation for 
true freedom and the dignity 
of the individual it is the most 
democratic organization on 
earth. In its formal organization 
it is not democratic. No institu
tion which claims to speak for 
God and to have authority to 
teach, guide and sanctify man as 
God commanded could be ex
pected to yield its mission to 
popular choice in questions of 
faith and morals. While the 
difference in members is purely 
for the good of the members 
we hold that the mission of the 
Church demands a priesthood 
with authority as well as spirit
ual power. We hold further that 
the Apostles did not subject the 
Church to the whims or votes 
of the people, and the Church 
which comes down in direct line 
from the Apostles has always 
insisted on the divine authority 
of Christ’s Church. While we 
remember the democracy of 
statements like Christ’s admoni
tion to the Apostles, “Let him 
v.;hc is greatest among you be
come as the youngest, and him 
who is the chief as the servant.” 
(Luke 22:26) we note too the 
the many texts giving authority 
to the Apostles. (Matthew 28:19- 
20; Mark 13:913, 16:15-17 etc.)

Q. Did not Christ alone have 
the power of driving devils out 
of people?

A. While there is an instance 
recorded in which the Apostles 
were unable to drive out the 
devil (Matthew 17:14-20) Christ 
at that time explains how they 
should do it. The Acts of the 
Apostles tells of “multitudes 
from the towns near Jerusalem, 
bringing the sick and those 
troubled with unclean spirits, 
and they were all cured.” (Acts 
5;16). ‘ Again (Acts 16:16-18) 
there is a description of St. Paul 
driving out the devil from a 
possessed girl.

Send questions to Father Ed
ward F. Healey, Inquiry Corner* 
The Catholic Times, Box 636, 
Columbus (16) Ohio.

MONSIGNOR HIGGINS

Tarnished
An American labor leader re

cently prophesied that the next 
serious economic depression will 
probably result in the establish

ment of a la
bor party in 
the United 
States.

Speaking as 
a fraternal del
egate from the 
American Fed
eration of La
bor, Paul Phil
ips’, president 
of the Interna
tional Brother
hood of Paper 
Makers, told

the British Trade Union Con
gress on September 7 that a 
'“true” labor movement such as 
exists in Britain might develop 
in the United States if the 
American Federation of Labor 
and the Congress of Industrial 
Organizations combined then- 
forces in organic unity. He de
fined a “true” labor movement 
as one that includes trade un
ions, a political party and co
operatives, Great Britain has all 
three, he said, but in the United 
States the first part is divided 
while the other two parts are 
still missing.

Referring to the pact recently 
signed by the majority of the 
affiliates of the AFL and the CIO 
to stop raiding each other’s mem
bers, he said that there was a 
general understanding that this 
agreement was the first step to
ward the organic solidarity of 
the two national federations.

Wishful Thinking
This would seem to be an ac

curate appraisal of the situation. 
There is reason to believe that 
organic unity between the AFL 
and the CIO is definitely in the 
cards. It is our impression, how
ever, that Mr. Philips was indulg
ing in wishful thinking when he 
jumped to the conclusion that or
ganic unity between the two fed
erations will lead to the estab
lishment of a labor party if and 
when we have another serious 
economic crisis in the United 
States.

Many American trade union
ists would, of course, agree with 
Mr. Philips when he says that 
the United States is faced with 
a growing concentration of eco
nomic and political power. But 
the overwhelming majority 
would probably disagree with 
his proposed solution to the 
problem. You can count on the 
fingers of your two hands those 
officials of the American labor 
movement who are in favor of 
a third political party either now 
or in the foreseeable future. If 
anything, their number is de
creasing — in spite of labor’s 
dissatisfaction with the record 
of the present Administration 
in Washington.
Counter to Traditional Concept

From the point of view of 
sound political philosophy there 
is reason to be grateful for the 
fact that American labor offi
cials, for a variety of theoretical 

Ideal
and practical reasons, are almost 
unanimously opposed to the 
establishment of a separate labor 
party in the United States. Even 
under the best of auspices a la
bor party would more or less 
inevitably concentrate on the 
narrow interests of its own con
stituents rather than on the 
general welfare of the nation as 
a whole. This is openly admit
ted — as a matter of fact, openly 
advocated — by some of those 
who are currently writing ia 
socialist periodicals on the alleg
ed need of a labor party in the 
United States.

A recent article in The So
cialist Call by Professor Marc 
Karson of Washburn University 
is a case in point. “The tragedy 
of trade unionism's political pres
sure method,” Mr. Karson says, 
“is that, in general, it consists 
of voting against a candidate 
who opposes its objectives but 
rarely for a candidate who can 
be absolutely depended upon in 
Congress to do its bidding . . . 
Trade unionism usually cannot 
secure the election of a candi
date who is its candidate exclu
sively, who is responsible to it 
alone and who would therefore 
seek to register its will in Con
gress.”
, This is indeed a far cry from 
the traditional concept of repre
sentative government, according 
to which our elected representa
tives—whether they be from the 
ranks of business, labor, agricul
ture or the professions—are ob
liged to use their own judgment 
and to follow the dictates of their 
own conscience in an effort to 
promote the general welfare of 
the entire community rather than 
the limited interests of a parti
cular segment of the population.

Persuasion, Not Pressure
There is admittedly a limited 

place for pressure politics in 
democratic government. But to 
argue, as Mr. Karson does, that 
labor (or any other segment of 
the population) ought to elect 
candidates “who can be absolute
ly depended upon in Congress to 
do its bidding” is to undermine 
the Western tradition of govern
ment by persuasion and rational 
deliberation.

To criticize Mr. Karson’s theory 
of government and to oppose the 
establishment of a political party 
based on that theory is not to 
suggest that the two party system 
of government as it is presently 
being operated in the United 
States is perfect. On the contrary, 
there’s admittedly too much pres
sure politics in our present sys
tem. Thanks be to God. however, 
even the worst offenders (and, 
in our opinion, the worst offen
ders at the present time are not 
to be found in the ranks of labor) 
are ashamed to admit that they 
are less interested in the general 
welfare than in the welfare of 
their own particular group.

The ideal is tarnished and is 
frequently disragarded in prac
tice. Nevertheless it is still the 
ideal, and for that, at least, we 
have reason to be grateful
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