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HIROSHIMA SURVIVOR 
WHERE H l\VE A.LL Mny 22 'lt 1: 25pm THE FLOWER~ GONE? 

Dr r!.per 349 
t ! 1 t I t l t t t 1 t t t t t ! t 1 1 

Hiroshi- "t city, S~ J'lp ,.,n on Hiroshim'l B"y; pop. 
285,812. A mfg . c e nter, H W'lS thu t 1r ~e t of the 
1st A-Bomb r.ropp c,-1 on .... ne ople ---1 "re l". (Aug 6, 1945); 
some 150,000 person wor e kill of or woun0 e ~ ; 75% cf 
citv ci'. e stroy0 c4 or b 'lc1 ly (1.'.ll'.ll"goc1.. (The Bnsic Ever,1. ny 
Encycloped i,-,_, (New York 19.5'4), p. ?'l+r.°0 

It w"s 1 sm 1ll bomb! As the Potsdmn ultim ntum s e nt to th0 Jnpnn
~1! o on July 16, 1945, wr:. s 11 unworthy of public notice, 11 so would th'lt 
bomb b e toc'..ny; its r1estructive fore " wns oqu -1.l to only 20,000 tons of 
THT. For some peopl e , 1:-l owe v or, this b·.,_by bomb wns bi g e nough. 

Thos e peopl e " r e the hib1.kush ". - t ho one s who lived . The pe op{e 
who unr' erwent Hiroshim" 'ln'~ N".g0cs c.ki 1n d survivec1 , though wo unr1 ec. , 
sc r,__ rr oc,, or r is '."'..bl cd . The ir life hn.s net b e ::m e ri_sy. A young g irl, 
n b1.by 1.t the time , h 1-r1 hor '7.rm "n :-1. h nn ,-i we l c1.oc1 into ,,_ mis s h 0 pe n stick 

of bone nnc1 skin; ~t the nge of twe lve , sho unfe rwent four ope rntions 
t o r es tore h e r h.-,n;; ~n c1, r,rrist. Anc1. th0rG is the young wom 'ln wh o, 
out of ': cln.s s of one hunr1 r er1 '1nc1 fifty, w1.s one of l e s "' th '1n fifty 
living -'1ft e r th e b omb f e ll. Or t hon thorJ W"'s S '1c1. 'lko S".s 0 i, onl y two 

wh e n t he bomb f e ll. The r o is ,, 1 eg e n-• in J "P "n t½. ". t 11 h o wh o fol ·1 s 
fl thou s'1n rl cr,,ncs live s ,, long time ." S "rl'l kO m0_0.0 964 p "pe r cr rm os. 
Then, " t th e r..ge of twe lve, she c.ied in ,, h ospit 1.l b ed , " ,1 e l ".y e c: 
v i ctim of luukemi'7.; 2 ~e l nTTci st ~tistic for tho bomb. 

Bertr .,_nc Russ e ll h r-. s s r,_ i c , 11 Tho b Gs t o.u t h ori ti e s nr e un ,,nimo us in 
s.-, y ing th ,, t w" r with hy~ r cgon bomb s is quit e like l y to put 7n on i to 
t h e hUYli" n r '7.c e ••• . the re will be univ e rs,.,l c, o'l th - sur1

r
1 en onl y for .7 

fortun " t o mi~ority but for t he m'7. jcrity '7. slow t o rture of ~ i so 0s e & 
11 isint og r '7. tion." ~,vlie the r the futur e br i ng s W" r or pe ,,ce, these pe op l e 
o.lrc-::r:'l v know the torture of 0 iser:s e . The y C '7. rry tho g ri e f of tho P"St 
nnd b ef1 r the soci '7. l ostr,,cism of tho pre s ent. Few m'7.rry, for f e~r 
th ,,t genetic d "':11. ge m5 ght bring (1 e f ormert or sickly off sprini; ; .,_nd 
thos e thnt 0 0 m'lrry , m'7.rry othe r survivors, for thos o th'7.t ~ i ~ not en
<'1.uro tho bl 1st ore ,,frr:i d of tho risks "lso "DC'. nvoi d thorn. Mney '7.ro 
unempl oy~ble. For s ome, this is b ec ~us o t ~eir e ~uc'1tion w1-s c ol '"' ye d 
8n ~ m "~G i moos s iblc bec,,us o of long i ~lno ss. For '7. f ew, it is b e c ,, us e 
tho g r o <:t tort ure 0_n c". mont'll nn g uish h ,:,_s mr-r1 e th orn emoti on '.' lly unst o.- · 

~l e . 
A historic, worlc"-w i,1 e mis s ion is b e ing unc1.o rt '.' k e n by s ome of 

tho survivors. Thoy nre coming t o the Unit e ~ St ,, t e s with the suprort 

of sue~ men '7.s: Ro 11 Se rlin~ , Be rtr "n~ Rus Qoll, Bishop J ~me s ~- Pik~ , 
Norm r n Thom"s, John D. Rockof oll ,, r IV, Albert Big elow, nn :~ m'7. ny othe rs, 

Mis "' T'lzu Shib "mr., hers e lf '.' membe r of tho hib --::kush ,,_, will 
,,,, c r e s s St r,_ te s tu~ents toc<;1y, Fri r:1 ,,y Mo..y 22, ,, t 1:25 pm in Dr"per 

349. Mis s Shib "m'7. is t ho Ge ne r 'l l Se crot'1ry oft he 1vorl c'!. P e':.c e sturt y 
Mission. She is ~ls e t ~o owne r of t he Hirosh i m'l Schoo l of Tyo ing nnc: 

Eng lish, '7.nc'l she h"s b o ?n n p "st p resi c"ent of the Hi roshi m'7. ~fC A. 
Outsi~e of tho college buil f ings, ,,ft e r 12:00 no on, the r o will 

be n thirt y foot tr ':l ilor, compl e t e with exhibits rmn ~1 ispl '7.:ys , pre 
p -, r e c'l. l o c ,,ll 7 0nr: tn J 'lP"'.n. St ".t e stuc1 c nts who nr e un ,..,_bl e to 'ltt e nd 
th o 0 iscus s ion ~r e ror~i "lly invi te~ by ~ ~mp us Ch rist ion Council to 
W":lk through it. Tho r e sult of '1 nucl o:, r h oloc 0 ust c0n be .., curious 
thing. 
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A REVIEW OF RQLp· ,H0CHHUTH1S THE DEPUTY 

"What the world expects of Christians is that (they) should speak out lC'\ud 
. and clear, and that they should voice their condemnation in such a way that never 
a doubt •. • .could rise in the heart of the simplest man • • • (Christians should 
be) resolved to speak O'll:t clearly and pay up personally. 11 

From a state~nt by Albert Camus at the 
Dominican Monastery of Latour-Mau.berg, 1948. 

The Deputy has been styled 11the most controversial play of our ~. 11 Be 
that as it may, it certainly has aroused a great storm of both criticism and 
praise. Upon entering the Brcoks Atkinson Theater, a playgoer receives litera
ture from the Knights of Columbus and B'nai B1rith attacking the historical 
value of the play (as well as a pa.mph.let proclaiming "Jesus Christ Saves"). 'Illus 
the evening begins in a most unusual fashion! 

What about too play arouses peeple? The plot is fairly simple: the aJ.leg.erl 
failure of the Roman Catholic Church to condemn the wholesale slaughter of Jews 
in Nazi-oceupied Europe. The leading character of the American production (which 
is greatly trimmed, is Father Riccardo Fontana, a Jasuit pr·iest who serves in 
the diplomatic corpos of the Vatican. As a wttness to the atrocities against 
Jews in Germany, he returns to Rome to inform Pope Pius XIl of the tragic situa• 
tion. There he is frustrated by the ncardinal, 11 a prince o:~ the Church 'Whose 
ready wit and sense of Realpolitik have~ placed him cloee to the Pope. 

The Cardinal points out that the Church must remain aJ.ocif' from temporal 
affairs. To speak out against Hitle~ would only bring~ worse evil upon the Church. 
While he sympathizes with the plight of the Jewsj he must rec~gnize reality, 
Fontana is unmoved by these argUITBnts and demands to soo the Pope. Eventually 
his wish is granted. It is in the dialogue between tlie Pope and the priest that 
we see the true conflict. The Pope says, 11 Certa.i.,..J.y the terror against the Jews 
is loathsome but we must not allow it to incen~~ Os s• tha~ We forget yhe duties 
that devolve upon the Germans ••• as protectors of Rome. 1r 

In disgust, Father Fontana pins a yeD#f"t Star ot D(\V\~ upfln his cassock when 
he sees that Pius will not protest the ]?',rsecution of tie Roman Jews. He volun
tarily chooses to join the Jews in their t eportatiJ'ln tc Aµs-chwitz and share in 
their death. · · 

The best performance of the even::µig tas by salyn \o illiams as Pius XII. He 
played the role with the aloofness and fe 1tidi1 ,usness proper to an other-worldly 
Pope. Aa Father Fontana, Jeremy Brett played his role as priest turned martyr 
in a most unconvincing fashion. Fred Ste11ar·'.; o.s tha Cc::tdinal handled his part 
with the vigor of a demonic Santa Claui. ~,i,,e portrayal of various German cha~
acters is a little . too stereotyped, and 1of.Jy are remin~,cent of the charactercl 
one sees ·in Grade-B World War II mc-· ,·ie~ ($, the Late Lat e Show. Technically then, 
the play leaves much to be desir~~. 

However, the play does r:r~,sent , ... he d\r3mma confro~ing the Church at that 
time in a most plausible £2 3l".j.on. tioohh, tl,h feels tha·'.j. e.1though the Roman Catholic 
Church did help hundT.Pda r-,i' Jews., still -~ committed thP grave injustice of not 
speaking out ~gain:;,_>, the slaur..ter. If the Pope's ~talltl on the Jewish question 
was not bad, it w~Sttlt partit.ularly g,,:iod• eit11er. 1-Jhat. the times needed was 
something more tli~ just a medif'tw""~ res'.rMsi'. The .Jeputy is not an anti-CathoJ..ic 
piece (indeed; its hero is a r.J.tholic rJr:..el, t ). vfu'a-,~e-auj:hor' condemns is the 
attitude which kept Pius sil

1
4.Jt on th€. q-u.estio• of the extermination of the Jews, 

rather than the man h.imself. 
The pl.c!Ji ..+.!:',ds as a, · cha:1len1~e to ''JJJ. wh~ care .10re for the institutions of 

the chY'.:.s-r,ian church thar. for its tlomitarJt Spirit. By worrying about the physical 
well-being of the Chur<'h, they fo:i:•get ~,hc.t God always remains in the Church. The 
moral to be d~a~ t~J.lll this play is th~t Christians offend God b~ remaming tepi~ 
on the vari')US ,ioral questions of · ~ eir time-be it the extermination of Jews or 
the persecu-',J:.on of Neg~crs. T~us, d~s~tte its many technical flaws, the play 
makes scqeral import~..nt theoJog:Lcal &Ssertions. 

In a sense tt~s play i& offensive to organized religion (of any brand) since 
it strips awa-1r all its pretenFion. ·aowever, it is more religious than most chur("JI 
services e;ince it conveys se-~·eral Chj'istian co:nc epts. (If one really wants to 
eee somathing really odious £speaking as a Christian?, all one has to do is visit 
the Billy Graham pavilioJ') at the World's Fair and be-"saved 11 by wide...screen, 
technicolored, stereoph~nic Christianity. 

The Deputy is not entertaining. If you want to be amused, see Hello, Dolly. 
It is not a family play (the World's Fair is for that). It even has some poor 
a:.cting. However, it does .force the person who sees it to think, which, in this 
day and age, is admirable, 

Despite the uproar around its :)resentation, despite its many shortcomings, 
I recommend it for anyone who is conc erned to take Christianity at all seriously. 

(By Alan Minarcik, a former editor of Sknndalon and a January, 1964 graduate of 
Albany State.) 



TO BREACH on NOT TO BREA.CH: 

~1llism v. Grimes, Dep'1rtmont of fhilosophy 

Professo r st 'l_nc1. ing, ,...,ncl othe rs, h nve ch'lrgod r:gnins t my <'Iefense 
of the right to worship on';. st'1te unive rsity c mn.pus thnt wh r: t I pro
pos e woulc. in ef f c c t b e CT "bre .'l Ch in tho 'W ".11 of scpnr-::.tion 1 , " o. 
modific 0,. tion th 'lt wr: ulr1 in f act b e come n dm1gorous precodont ]B nc1i ng 
to more f nr-re'1ching modifico.tions. If this is indeed tho ch2r';.ct or 
of my propos r-1, t he n I stn.nd ro n.dy to r:b r:ndon it, for I shr-.re the 
f eelings of tho se who h nv e r.eep conc e rns nbout the dr.mgers of 2n y 
such broGch. _ 

However, I do not think th '"' t Mr. stnnr'ingh 'J.s g iven n. corre ct des
cription of the position I nm def ending; 1 do not think ho h'1s con
sic1.ered n.c1eq u ,'1 t e ly its n nture or its implic n.ti ons .. For this I must 
be o.r some meo.sure of bl.,me , for there '1r o cert '1in 1spects of the po
sition which I r e cogni ze I nid not suffici ently nevelop. I hopo th e 
present comments will r e ctify th o.t deficiency. If the position I 
sup~ort h.,s t he ch nr ~cte ristics I believe it to hwe, t hen it consti
tut es , not n. brench, but e1 b '1s tion --g "inst bre'J.chos; the eff ects of 
o.cting on tho propos'll would b e the exnct opposite of wh '1t Profess or 
3t :J.nding f enrs. 

Fle n.se not e th ,,., t I did not cef enc the right to worship on n. 
st nt e unive rsity c ~mpus b e c 'li:i"se I thought this Q r e l n. tively hr:irmless 
modificn.tion in the sep~rn.tion principle which would b e h e lpful to 
reli gious groups. I defended it bec,.,use it follows from wha t I be
li eve is one of the s n.fes t, most just, precise, ond clenr interpro
tnti on s of t he principle of church-st nte sep,..,rn.tion that wo could 
hn.ve : nnmely, th0t r e li g ious g roups should have no more ~nd no leM 
rights .,nc. privileges th "n .,_re rtllowec1 by 1 ~w to o.ny p -:1rtis c..n g roups• 

My b ns ic point is th,.,t st 'lte neutr'1lity on m~ttors of relig ion 
cnn b es t be m'1intninec'c when th n.t neutr'l.lity is cle'lrly unde r s tood t o 
be impl ement ed by ~ legrtl criterion which is its e lf both unnmbi Quous 
n.nd ens ily r e co gniz ed ns f'J.ir 'lnd just. ·when "TI issue of r elig ious 
ri~ht is nt stnke the ques tion for the courts to nsk is: Is this a. 
ri ah t which Qny u~rtis nn g r o up should hnve? 

It woulcl be nn e l ement ri ry log ic nl confusion to protest thnt 
r elig ious groups nr e not on p"r with othe r pT t-:i '"' 'ln g r o ups in th e ir 
emotive rmc e v...,lu ntiv e significnnce. I 'lI"l not cl:i.i.ming th ':l t they 
o.re. Obvi ously for l nr ge numb ers of us they "1'u not, 'lnd the brief
es t c onside rntion of the history of church-st ,- t e r o l n tions mnkes t his 
nbunc'lntly clo..., r. Re lig ious 'lnd 'lnti-r e lig i ous beli efs ~e by t heir 
v e ry n"ture conc erns often felt with deep. rmd fi e rc e P"Ssion . It is 
for this very r e'1son th nt the principle ~ppe~ l ec t o in ~dju~ ic 'lting 
questions 6f reli2ious rights nnd limit,.,tions needs to be tre nch 'l.ntly 
clen r nnd rigorously fr,ir. I t hink t he one I nm supportin~ qu.,lifios 
on both counts. 

Plense note th'lt t~is principle m'lkes cle 'lr the viciously un
n e utr " l n'l.tUrG of the present "role nsocl time " l '.:".W ;l~ brings out the 
nbsurrtity of the curren t ngi t .-, ti on for n prnyer amendment to the Con
stitution, ~U1.c'1 C'l.s ts more th nn '.l pP_ll of s us p icion over n.ny t'lx b e n e 
fits tb ct institutions enjoy purely becnuso they h~ve r elig i ous func
t ions or o.ffili 'l. t ~ons. 

Surely it will not be c7..eni ed th ri t tho clos e r we c '1n co me to n. 
cle qr Qnd specific formul Qti on of the 1'1w of sepnr'ltion of c h urch nnd 
st,,.te the snfer t he l egn l l<:w will be. The p r esent st::'to of l ego l 
o.nd popul '1r thj_nking on trw subject seems to me to be d -J.nge r ous ly con
fus ed . In the ligh t of the rn'lny c:.c.mir 'l.blc s t,., ::-ic1 s the court h".s t:,ken 
on mnint 'lining church-st rtte sep'lrqtion in ~oc ent yenrs, how c nn we 
nccount for the l"me nt ,, ble l '.:',ck of jur' gment n.nd consist ency r 0fl ecte0 
by the nn.ss,,ge of such le g isl n..ti on ns the "re le A.sec't time" l nw n.nd the 
serious c ons i,1 e r ri.tion now be :i ng given to the pr!"lycr cmen dment? And 
how c nn wo !lCcount for the senseless depriv ntion of r e ligio us worship 
rights on state univers ity c nrnpuse s in New York Stn,,te? To me ~11 
of-these nr o signs of 0 serious cnse of "wobbl as" in tho bo~y politic 
in rognr~ to the separn,,tion principle. In l egnl 'ln~ ~gisl 0 tive 
think5.ng the c'le t e rmin,.,tion t o c ~ ose off bre,i.ches in tho principle 
gives wn,,y pe riorie:illy to the feeling th.'J.t p e rh'7.ps the st.,_to is b eing 
to o neg'"ttive tow 'lr c.s r e ligion, n.nr1 n ew branches r es ult fr om this 
moo~. Then n,, c ompens'l.t ing shift of moo~ bring s l eg isl ~tion which IB 
too n eg"'.tive . This vricillntion stems, I b eli eve , from the f'"'ilure of 
r espons ibl e 8.U t::-iori ti es '7.nr1 Cit izenr y to h "VG in mind '7. Cle 'l r '1D d pre
c i se c oncept of whnt st"to n e utr '7.lity should me:.i.n. Cl!lrificntion of 
the princip l e woulr1

, I bolievo, be 'l.n eno rmous st '.lbil iz ing force • 

.,~_ Wfint other p'7.rt1s"n g r oups coulc7 opt one hour, l e t .0 long forty 
hours, of in-school time pe r ye'7.r? 



(Mr. Grimes, conttd.) (4) 

The principle Professor Standing proposes suffers the grievous weaknesses 
of being unfair to religion and practic~lly ~napplicable if interpreted literally, 
and hopelessly vague if not so interpreted. He states "• •• the neutrality of 
the state is to be maintained, not by aiding all religions equally (an impossible 
task) but by withholding support to religion in any form. 11 Surely it must be 
granted that the state now provides support to religious organizations in many 
forms, such as police pr~tection, street maintenance in front of churches, state 
regulated (and sometimes subsidized) utilities, etc., and surely no sane person 
would want to deprive religious groups of such .tate aids. But, it may be ob
jected, these aids are not provided to religious groups qua religious groups but 
to citizens participating in legal activites of their ownchoice. Exactly my 
point. Religion ought to receive all and only the state aid and rights that are 
available to any legal partisan 1:- roup. 

I think it would be only through the most adroit of muddled thinking that 
one could support the defense I made of the right to worship on a state university 
campus and reject these comments on the implications of that position. 

My defense received a warm, even enthusiastic, reception from representatives 
of religious groups, Protestant, Catholic, and Jewish. I am especially gratified 
by this, for it is the religious groups who in the dirett material sense would 
seem to have the most to lose (i.e., certain tax benefits) if my proposal became 
the basis of legal action. 

However, the material loss would be n:a.ny times compensated for, I believe, 
by the gain in spiritual integrity and protection of spiritual interests. As 
Professor Standing, and many others, have pointed out, the issue of preser~ation 
of separation of church and state is not one th~t should divide people into the 
camps of the religious vs. the non-religious, for the only logical division here 
is between those who value human freedom as a fundamental and sacred right and 
tho9e who do not. One of religion's greatest enemies has been that vulgariza
tion of the religious impulse exhibited whenever a group in the name of religion 
seeks to force its beliefs by political means on others. Despite the great gains 
that have been made, this moral andspiritual twistedness is still a fearsome 
force in the world today, and even in our own country. We don't have to go to 
Spain or to Israel to witness the tragic dementia of a religious group wielding 
its power to force its own beliefs and patterns of action on others, depriving 
them of their personal freedoms. In Connecticut a majority forces its will upon 
a minority bytt"clever lobbying succeeds in forcing its will upon the majority in 
the same kind of legislation. In the South religious power groups, claiming 
Biblical sanction~ have been one of the potent forces in maintaining legislation 
which deprives the Negro of his human rights. Also in the South religious groups 
which only barely constitute a majority force their will in regard to liquor 
legislation on all the people. Our archaic divorce laws are another monument 
to fascistic tendencies among religious groups, i.e., the tendencies of a power 
group to force its will upon all peoples under its control without regard to the 
principle of maximizing human freedom. The greatest threats to our democracy are 
"majority vote fascism11 and 11 lobby group fascism, 11 and, sad and ironical as it 
is, we must face the fact that the spiritually perverted thinking of so-calJe d 
religious groups remains one of the most potent threats to our religious and 
humanistic values. 

Surely it is clear that I am not here attacking any sectarian groups as such, 
but only their common enemy: religious perversion. I presume that to all persons 
of spiritual depth and integrity--Protestant, Catholic, Jew, humanist-fascism, 
whatever its motives, must be looked upon with contempt and revulsion. 

* please insert these words: 11Enactment'of birth control legislation; in Massa-
chusetts a minority byn. 

(Editors note: If there is sufficient response to this article by any person or 
persons interested in replying to Mr. Grimest argument, the editors of Skandalon 
will be pleased to publish an additional.issue, carrying their reply.) 
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