A

Vol. 20 Net''d | 7o PR L T
. HIROSHIVA SURVIVOR |
WHERE HAVE ALL May 22 2t 1:25pm  THE FLOWERS GONE?
Draper 349 %
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Hiroshima, city, SW Japon on Hiroshimn B2y pop.
285,812, A mfg. center, H was tho tarzet of the

1st A-Bomb dropped on n peopled rrea (Aug 6, 1945);
some 150,000 porson were killed or wounded; 75% of
citvy destroyed or badly domnged, (The Baslc Everday
Encyclopedin, (New York 195L), p. 247.0

Tt wrs o smnll bomb. As the Potsdam ultimatum sent to the Japnn-
ege on July 16, 1945, was "unworthy of public notice," so would that
bomb be todays its destructive forcz was equal to only 20,000 tons of
TNT, For some people, howevor, this boby bomb was big enough.

These people »re the hibakusha - the ones who lived. The people
who underwent Hiroshimn on7 Nogrsoki nnd survived, though woundec,
scarred, or disabled,  Their life has nect beon easy. A young glrl,

a baby at the time, had her arm nnd hand welded into a misshapen stick
of bone and sking -t the nge of twelve, she underwent four operations
to restore her hand and wrist. And there is the young womnn who,

out of n clanss of one hundred and fifty, wns:;one of less thon fifty
living after the bomb Tell, Or then there wna Sadako Sas~iy only two
when the bomb fell. There is n .legend in Jopen that "he who folds

a thousnnd crancs lives o long time." Sodnko mnde 96l prper cranes.
Then, . nt the age of twelve, she died in;n hospital Bt po g4, e I pyed
victim of laukemin; a delaved statistic for the bomb,

Bertrand Russell has said, "The best authorities are uncnimous in
snying thet wer with hydrcgen bombs is gquite likely to put "n end ‘to
the hum"n race....there will be universol denth - sudden only for a
fortunnrte mimority but for the majcrity a slow torture of disense &
Aisintegration." Whether the future brings wnr or pence, these people
nlrcady know the torture of disense. They carry the grief of the prst
and benr the socinl ostracism of the present. Few marry, for fear
thot genetic drmnge might bring deformed or sickly offspring; and
those thnt do marrv, marry other survivors, for those that Jicd not en-
dure the blast are ~frnid of the risks nlso and avoid them., Many are
unemploysble. For some, this is because thelir ecducation was delayed
an® mace impossible becnuse of long illness. For n few, it is bec-use
the grent torture and mental nnguish has mnce them emotionnlly unstae:
ble, ; i
by A historic, world-wide mission is being uncdertaken by some o1
the survivors. They -re coming to the United Stotes with the supvort
of such men as: Rod Serlings, Bertr-nd Russell,’Bishop Jomes 4. Pike,
Normnan Thomas, John D. Rockefell~r IV, Albert Bigelow, nnd many others,

Mise Tazu Shibmma, hersclf a member of the hibakusha, will
~ddress State students todny, Fridny May 22, 2t I:25 pm in Draper
2&2. Miss Shib~mn is the Genernl Secretary of the World Peace Study
Mission. She is nlso the owner of the Hiroshima School of Typing and
English, and she has been a past president of the Hiroshima YWCA.

Outside of the college buildings, ~fter 12:00 noon, there will
be a thirty foot trailor, complete with exhibits and Aisplays, pre-
pared locally and in Japan. State students who are unanble to, attend
the Aiscussion are o rdinclly invited by Zompus Christian Council to
twalk -through it 'Te result of a"nuclear holocaust can-be m-eurioys
thing. ey
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A REVIEW OF RQLF'HOCHHUTH'S THE DEPUTY

"What the world expects of Christians is that (they) should speak out loud
~and clear, and that they should voice their condemnation in such a way that never
a doubt, e ecould rise in the heart of the simplest man , e «(Christians should
be) resolved to speak out clearly and pay up personally."

From a statement by Albert Camus at the
Dominican Monastery of Latour=Mauborg, 19L8.

The Deputy has been styled "the most controversial play of our Hime," Be
that as it may, it certainly has aroused a great storm of both criticism and
praise. Upon entering the Brooks Atkinson Theater, a playgoer receives litera=-
ture from the Knights of Columbus and B'nai B'rith attacking the histerical
value of the play (as well as a pamphlet proclaiming "Jesus Christ Saves"). Thus
the evening begins in a mest unusual fashiond

What about the play arouses peeple? The ptot is fairly simple: the alleged
failure of the Roman Catholic Church to condemn the wholesale slaughter of Jews
in Ngzi=oceupled Europe. The leading character of the American production (which
is greatly trimmed) is Father Riccardo Fontana, a Jasuit priest who serves in
the diplomatic corpos of the Vatican., As a witness to the atrocities against
Jews in Germany, he returns to Rome to inform Pope Pius XII of the tragic situae
tion. There he is frustrated by the "Cardinal," a prince of the Church whose
ready wit and semse of Realpolitik have r placed him close to the Popes

The Cardinal points out that the Church must remain aledf from temporal
affairs, To speak out against Hitler would only bring & wopse evil upon the Church.
While he sympathizes with the plight of the Jews, he must recognize reality,
Fontana is unmoved by these arguments and demands to swe the Pope. Eventually
his wish is granted, It is in the dialogue between tje Pope and the priest that
we see the true conflict, The Pope says, "Certaindy the terror against the Jews
is loathsome but we must not allow it to incens¢ Us se that We forget the duties
that devolve upon the Germans.esas protectors of Rome,"

In disgust, Father Fontana pins a yellsw Star of Dpv'.d upen his cassock when
he sees that Pius will not protest the p,rsecution of the Roman Jews, Be volun-
tarily chooses to join the Jews in their reportatisn te Auschwitz and share in
their death,

The best performance of the evening sas by inlyn williams as Pius XII. He
played the role with the aldofness and fejtidirusness proper to an other-worldly
Pope. As Father Fontana, Jeremy Breit played his role as priest turned martyr
in a most unconvincing fashion, Fred Stewarv as the Cepdinal handled his part
with the vigor of a demonic Santa Claug. Tne portrayal of various German chawr~
acters is a little too stereotyped, and #§jy are reminigcent of the characters
one sees in Grade=B World War II mc,leg o the Late Latg Show. Technically then,
the play leaves much to be desireg,

However, the play does present Zhe ¢J}emma confrogding the Church at that
time in a most plausible fashion, Hoehhih feels tha’; although the Roman Catholic
Church did help hundreds of Jews, still i} committed the grave injustice of not
speaking out againgg, the slaughter, If the Popa's stamd on the Jewish question
was not bad, it waéfat partitularly good, eituner, "hat the times needed was
something more thon Just a medimer2 res.ans¢. The e uty is not an anil~Catholic
piece (indeed, its hero is a Citholic vwriest). “Whaw the auphor condemns is the
attitude which kept Pius Si]ﬁﬂt on the questiom of the extermination of the Jews,
rather than the man himself,

The play =*m.ds as a challenge $o /1) who care more for the institutions of
the Chflstian church thar. for its domirart Spirit. By worrying about the physical
well-being of the Church, they forget “het God always remains in the Church, The
moral to be drawn frum this play is that Christians offend God by remaining tepid
on the various woral questions of tteir time--be it the extermination of Jews or
the perseculiion of Negress, Thus, dsspite its many technical flaws, the play
makes several import-at theological assertions,

In a sense thue play is offensive to organized religion (of any brand) since
it strips awav all its pretenrion. However, it is more religious than most church
services since it conveys several Chidstian concepts. (If one really wants to
see somethlng really odious / speaking as a Christian/, all one has to do is visit
the Billy Graham paviliop at the World!s Fair and be "saved" by wide=screen,
technicolored, stereophcnic 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
acting, However, it does force the person who sees it to think, which, in this
day and age, is admirable,

Despite the uproar around its presentation, despite its many shortcomings,

I recommend it for anyone who is concerned to take Christianity at all seriously,

(By Alan Minarcik, a former editor of Skandalon and a January, 196L graduate of
Albany State,)



TO BREACH OR NOT TO BREACH: THAT IS NOT THE QUESTION
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William V. Grimes, Department of Fhnilosophy
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Professor Standing, arnd others, have charged against my defensc
of the right to worship on n state university campus that what I pro-
pose would in effecct be a "breach in the !'wall of separation!," a
modification that wculd in faect become a dangerous preccdent le adlng
to more far-renching modifications, If this is indeced the character
of my proposnl, then I stand ready to abandon it, for I share the
feelings of those who have deep concerns about the dangers of any
such breach. :

Howover, I do not think that M Stan'inghas given a correct des-~
cription of the position I -m defending; I do not think he has con-
sidered adequately its nature.or its implications, For this I must
bear some measure of blame, for there are certain nspects of the po-
sition which I recognize I did not suffieciently develop. I hope the
present comments will rectify that deficiency. If the position I
suprort has the char-cteristics I believe it to have, then it consti-
thtes, not a breach, but o bastion @ ningt breaches; the effects of
acting on the proposal would be the exact opposite of what Professor
Standing fears.

Please nete; that I. did not. defend \the right fo worship .on =2
state university campus becatUse I thought this a relatively harmless
modification in the separation principle which would be helpful to
religious groups. I defended it becnuse it follows from what I be-
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tations of the principle of church-state sep-ration that we could
have: nmmely, that religious groups should have no more and no less
rights and privileges thon are nllowed by law to any partisan groups.

My basic point 'is thot state neutrallity on matters of "reiipion
can best be maint-ined when that neutrality is clearly understood to
be implemented by o legnal eriterion which ig itself both un=mbiguous
and easily recognized ns fair and just. When »n issue of religious
right is at stake the question for the courts to ask is: 1Is this a
right whieh any partisan group should havée?

Tt would be nn elementary logical confusion to protest that
religious groups are not on p~or with other pw ti-an groups bm Ethlelr
emotive and evaluative significance. I ~m not c¢laiming that they
are., Obviously for large numbers of us they arv not, and the brief-
est considerntion of the history of church-stnte relntions makes this
sbundantly clenr. Religious =nd anti-religious beliefs are by'ithelr
very nature concerns often felt with deep. and: fierce passions ' It is
for this very renson theot the principle appealed to in ad judicati ng
questions of relicious rights and limitotlons needs to be trenchantly
clear and rigorously fair. I think the one I =m supporting gualifies
on both counts.

Please note that this principle makes clear the viciously un-

. neutral nature of the present "rolensed time" lawgt brings out the
absurdity of the current agitation for a prayer amendment to the Con-
stitution, snd casts more than a pall of suspicion over any tax bene-
fits thot institutions enjoy purely becruse they have religious func~
tions or affiliations,

Surely it will not be denied that the closer we can come T (- S
clear and specific formulation of the law of separation of church anc
state the safer the legnl law will be, The present state .,of, degal
and popular thinking on the subject seems to me to be dangerously con-
fused. In the light of the many admirable stands the court has taken
on maintaining church-state separation in Yecent years, how can we
aecount for the 1smentable lack of judgment anl consistency reflected
by the passnage of such le gislation as the "peleased time" law and the
serious considerntion now being given to the prayer emendment? And
how can we account for the senseless deprivation of religious worship
rights on state university campuses in New: York sState? To me all
of these are signs of a serious case of "ywobblas™ in the body politic
in regard to the separation principle. ¥rr-Tegad-and -lo-gislabive
thinking the determination to c’ose off breaches in the principle
gives way periodieally to the feeling that perhaps the state is being
too negative towards religion, ant new breaches result from this
mood. Then a compensating shift of mood brings legislation which Is
too.negative. .Mhis vaclllation stems, I bellevé, from T ittt hro of
responsible authorities nand citizenry to hove in mind 4 elear and pre
cise concept of whot strte neutrality should mean, ciarific+tiion of

the principle would, I believe, be an enormous SEah Firment B rec ,

¥ WHFE oThor partissn groups could opt one hour, let along forty
hours, of in-school time per TiE o



(Mr. Grimes, cont'd,) ' (L)

The principle Professor Standing proposes suffers the grievous weaknesses
of being unfair to religion and practically inapplicable 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 suppart to religion in any form." Surely it must be
granted that the state now provides support to religious organizations in many
forms, such as police pretection, 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 state aids, Bat, 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 own choice. Exactly my
point., Religion ought to receive all and only the state aid and rights that are
available to any legal partisan groupe

Wt

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 many times compensated for, I believe,
by the gain in spititual integrity and protection of spiritual interests, As
Professor Standing, and many others, have pointed out, the issue of preserwation
of separation of church and state is not one thut should divide people intc 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
those who do note 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 by*clever lobbying succeeds in forcing its will upon the majority in
the same kind of legislation. In the South religious power groups, claiming
Biblical sanctionl; 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 fascism" and "lobby group fascism," and, sad and ironical as it
is, we must face the fact that the spiritmally perverted thinking of so-~called
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, dew, humaniste-efascism,
whatever its motives, must be looked upon with contempt and revulsion.

* please insert these words: "Enactment’ of birth control legislation; in Massa-

chusetts a minority by".
(Editors note: If there is sufficient response to this article by any person or

persons interested in replying to Mr, Grimes' argument, the editors of Skandalon
will be pleased to publish an additiond issue, carrying their reply. )

Skandalon is the biweekly journal of. Editcrs: Guy M, McBride

Campus Christian Council. Articles, Clifford J., Rugg

poems, essays, drawings, or short

stories are welcome, Anyone interested We wish to extend our heartfelt thanks

in submitting his or her work should to all those people who have helped
contact Cliff Rugg via student mail or make this journal possible, both con-
leave materials at 501 State Street, tributors and staff, We wish you a

happy and profitable summer, Editor;.



