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American Bill of Rights Proves Its Worth

“A poople Indifferent fo their elvil liberties do not de-
serve to keep them and In this revolotionary age may
not be expected to keep them long.”—Justice Douglas.

g THE first ten amendments to
=Y the American Constitution are

(/| known as the Bill of Rights.
Wy L They have been the center
of much controversy, beth in and.out
of court, and through it all they have
proved their worth as a guarantee of
certain individual liberties. This article
endeavors to show this proof of worthi-
ness, ‘particularly in the case of the First
Amendment to the Constitution, appear-
ing in the Bill of Rights, It guarantees
such broad and vital freedoms as speech
and press and worship.

The American Constitution establish-
es legislative, executive and judicial
branches of government, and outlines
the powers of each. A balance of power
ig set up, a sphere of activity for each
is marked out, and the court is tha ar-
hiter of the boundary lines between the
three branches. In addition, a certain®
area of activity is reserved to the in-
dividual citizen, and, again, it i1s the
courts that determine the line between
the rights of the individual and the au-
thority of the legislature.

Herein the American system differs
from the Knglish principle of a sover-
eign legislature unrestrained by any hu-
man power. The traditional British view
is that the legislature shonld be free and
unfettered to act. But how ean persons
injured by ill-considered legislation gain
legal relief? The British system deelares
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that the appeal must be to those wh

“elected the legislators, that is, the peo-

ple. Such a remedy would be through a
long and drawn-out political process of
electioneering, and even then sucecess
would he problematical. What chance
would a suffering minority have at the
polls, where, the majority rules?

How different it is where a written
Bill of Rights guarantees individual lib-
erties! In the United States the federal
and state legislatures may enact laws,
but if those laws trespass on civil lib-
erties of the individunal citizen he can ap-
peal to the courts and cause such uneon-
stitutional laws to be declared invalid.
This extraordinary power of the Ameri-
can judiciary has made the federal Con-
stitution, and especially the Bill of
Rights, a dynamic instrument in the
hands of the people. By invoking through
the courts the guarantees of the Consti-
tution an Aerican citizen 1s in the un-
usial position of being able to fight for
his personal Iiberties against the legisla-
tive and executive branches of govern-
ment themselves.

Opponents of a written Bill of Rights
contend that it leaves the American gov-
ernment in a legal strait jacket. Can
it truthfully be said that the social and
economic and political growth and prog-
ress of the United States has been re-
tarded by the Bill of Rights? Has the
right of the people to enter courts and
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fight for their freedoms, even against
thé government, impajred ‘the efficiency
of the state? To the contrary!.The Unit-
ed States, though far from perfect, pro-
vides a measure of personal liberty un-
surpassed by any other nation. Remark-
able strides made by the nation indus-
trially and scientifically bespeak a
healthy national life. Dictatorial rulers
may deride as impotent a government
that eannot (as they often do) deprive
the people of their liberties. Totaltari-
ans consider freedoms to be impractical
luxuries, but the philosophy of fairness
and equelity before the law that is in-
herent in the Constitution of the United
States has contributed to the nation’s

growth to high stature among the world

powers. The government is confined in
o harmful legal strait jacket by the
Bill of Rights, and that written bill pre-
vents the government from slapping any
strait jackets on its citizens.

Constitutional Guarantees in Theory
Since this article is specializing on the
broad, basic freedoms of speech and
press and worship and assembly, it
quotes only those portions of the Con-
~ stitution guaranteeing them, Outstand-
ing is the First Amendment, which is Ar-
ticle I of the Bill of Rights, and réads:

Congress shall make no law respecting an
egtablishment of religion, or- prahibiting the
free exercise thereof; or-abridging the free-
dom of speech, or of the press; or the right
of the people peaceably to assemble, and to
petition the Government for a‘redress of
.grievances.

This amendment limited the powers of
Congress only. But a further amend-
ment, adopted following the Civil War,
made applicable to the states the same
limitations placed upon the federal gov-
ernment, particnlarly those relating to
civil liberties. This additional amend-
ment was the Fourteenth, and says:

No State shall make or enforce any law
which shall abridge the privileges-or 1mmu-
nities of citizens of the United States; nor
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shall any State deprive any person of life, lib-
erty, or property, without due process of law;
nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction
the equal protection of the laws. _
It was the purpose of the Constitution
to provide a restraint against extreme

‘measures at any time. Kven during the

troubled times of the Civil War the Su-
preme Court held to this principle. Mr.
Justice Davis, speaking for the court,
refused to countenance the specions ar-

gument that constitutional gunarantees

could be shelved in time of emergency.
He said:

The Constitution of the United States is a
law for rulers and people, equally in war and
in peace, and covers with the shield of its
protection all classes of men, at all times, and
under all cirecimstances. No doetrine, involy-
ing more pernicious consequences, wasg ever
invented by the wit of man than that any of
its provisions can be suspended during any
of the great exigencies of government.

Thomas Jefferson held that it was

time enough for government to intérfere
when principles broke out into ‘overt acts

“against peace and order, and that truth

left to itself will prevail, that it is a
sufficient antagonist of error. Mr. Jus-
tice Brandeis expressed belief in the
practical value of free speech, declaring
1ts exercise was more important to the
nation than to the individual and that
“in frank expression of conflicting opin-
ion Hes the greatest promise pf wisdom
in governmental action; and in suppres-
sion lies ordinarily the greatest peril”.
Such liberal thinkers envisioned liberty
of expression in the fullest possible ex-
tent, If the ideas expressed are wrong,
their impact on the public mind may be
corrected by reply from those of con-
trary views, Discussion and controversy
stir up thought and bring more minds,
more 1deas, more viewpoints to bear on
the issue. None may be entirely correct,
but by the balancing influence of all
shades of opinion, wisdom is most apt to
be reached, It is from suppression, not
expression, that viclence flows.

AWAKE!



“Clear and Present Danger”

Following World War I theére was a
period when members of the Supreme
Court entertained divergent opinions as
to what speech was permissible and what
was not. One school of thought followed
the common-law rule that words were
punishable if they were considered to
have a “reasonable tendency”, no matter
how remote, to caunse evils forbidden by
law. What was forbidden was couched
in such vague and indefinite langunage
that the Jaw was in reality a dragnet
which could enmesh any ideas that were
at the moment in popular disfavor. The
opposing line of thought as to what
speech was permissible was first adopted
by Justices Holmes and Brandeis. Mr.
Justice Holmes, speaking for the court,
laid down the test in a decision rendered
in 1919, saying: - .

The question in every ease is whether the
words used are used in such circumstances
and are of such a nature as to create a clear
and present danger that they will bring about
the substantive evils that Congress has a right
to prevent.

On this view of the law, speech is per-
missible unless there is a clear (that is,
apparent, obvious, real) danger that the
gpeech or writing will cause unlawful ae-
tion and that the action will be taken im-
mediately or in a short time. This test is

more definite and enables the jury or

ecourt to reach a conclusion on the evi-
dence and not on pure speculation, If
laws are passed that prohibit the spread
of eertain ideas, the Supreme Court can
examine the statute in the light of the
“clear and present danger” test. If there
is no immediate or real danger that the
words will interfere with the operation
of some valid law, then the attempted
legislative restriction on speech is void.
Or, if the law itself is constitutional, the
court can &till consider the behavior or
speech specifically questioned under it.
If the words are unlikely to cause any
early outhreak of lawlessness, the con-
viction will be set aside even though the
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law itself is valid. Thus the court locks

-not only at the law, but at what is called

in question by the law, so that individual
liberties cannot be denied on the pre-
text that there is nothing wrong with the
statute per se. This sound approach was
further expounded in 1927, in Whitney
v. California. Mr. Justice Brandeis said,
in part:

The fact that speech is likely to result in
some violence or in destruetion of property is
not enough to justify its suppression. There
must be the probability of serious injury to
the State. Among free men, the deterrents or-
dinarily to be applied to prevent ¢rime are
education and punishment for violations of
the law, not abridgment of the rights of free
speech and assembly.

- In 1931 the Supreme Court invalidated
a state statute that allowed courts to is-
sue injunction to restrain as a publie
nuisance “malicious, scandalous, and de-
famatory” newspapers, magazines and
other periodicals. The majority opinion,
written by Chief Justice Hughes, struck
down thig form of press censorship and
pointed out the right course for vietims

of libelous journalism :

Public officers, whose character and conduct
remain open to debate and free discussion in
the press, find their remedies for false seeusa-
tions in actions under libel laws providing for
redress and punishment, and not in proeeed-
ings to restrain the publication of newspapers
and periodicals.

Freedom to Disseminate Opinion

The foregoing has considered chiefly
what may be zaid, But for free speech
and press to be of practical effeet the
words, whether spoken 6r written, must
reach an audience. Hence any law that
diserimindtes against or interferes with
dissemination of information is invalid.
Freedom of press carries with it the
right to distribute what has been print-
ed. This position has been bulwarked by
many Supreme Court decisions, the ma-
jority of them having been fought by
Jehovah’s witnesses. Since 1938 they
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have had before.that court over torty
cages (37 won, 7 lost, including draft
cases) involving free speech and press
and worship. The first was Lovell v. City
of Griffin. The city forbade the distribu-
tion of literature without a permit from
the city manager. The court ruled that
such an ordinance, would restore “cen-
sorship in its baldest form”, and added:
“Liberty of circulating is as essential to
that freedom as liberty of publishing;
indeed, without the circulation, the ppi—
lieation would be of little value.”

Nor can dissemination of opinion be
choked off on the grounds that the mes-
sage may be objectianable and cause a
breach of peace. In Cantwell v. Connecti-
cut Mt. Justice Roberts said for the
court: :

In the realm of religious faith, and in that
of political belief, sharp differences arise. In

both fields the tenets of one man may seem the |

rankest error to his neighbor. To persuade
others to his own point of view, the pleader,
as we know, at times, resorts to exaggeration,
to vilification of men who have been, or are,
prominent in chureh or state, and even to
{alse statement. But the people of this nation
have ordained in the light of history, that, in
spite of the probability of excesses and abuses,
these liberties are, in the long view, essential
to enlightened opinion and right conduct on
the part of the citizens of a demoeraey.

It was stated by Chief Justice Mar-
ghall early in American history that “the
power to tax is the power to destroy”.
Yet towns in Alabama, Arizona and Ar:
‘kansas had laws requiring payment of a
license tax by vendors. That in itself was
all right, but when the law was applied
to the distribution of literature contain-
ing opinion it infringed on freedom of
speech and press. Because contributions
were accepted for Bible literature, the
towns classed the activity commercial.
In 1942 the Supreme Court upheld the
towns, but in 1943, on rehearing, the

conrt reversed itself and declared the-

convictions invalid. As applied to the
work of Jehovah’s witnesses, the ordi-
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nances InIiringed on basic rreeaoms, The
court’s position was clearly stated in the
Murdock v. Pennsylvania case, involving
the work of Jehovah’s witnesses. The
court’s opinion, delivered by Justice
Douglas, stated:

The hand distribution of religious tracts-is
an age-old form of misgionary evangelism—as
old as-the history of printing presses. It has
been a potent foree in various religious move.
ments down through the years. This form of
evangelism is utilized today on a large scale
by various religious sects whose colporteurs
carry the gospel to thousands upon thousands
of homes and seek through personal visita-
tions to win adherents to their faith. It is more
than preaching; it is more than distribution
of religious literature. It is a combination of
both. Its purpose is as evangelical as the re.
vival meeting. This form of religious activity
oceupies the same high estate under the First
Amendment as do worship in the churches
and preaching from the pulpits. It has the
same claim to protection as the more orthodox
and conventional exereises of religion. It also
has the same claim as the others to the guaran-
tees of freedom of speech and freedom of
the press. .

The mere fact that the religious literature
is "sold” by itinerant preachers rather than
“donated” does not transform evangelism into
8 commercial. ehterprise. If it did, then the
passing of a collection plate in church would
make the church service a ecommercial project.
. . . Freedom of speech, freedom of the press,
freedom of religion are available to all, not
merely to those who can pay their own way.

Freedom to spread opinion overcomes
such barriers as company-owned towns,
through the provisions of the written
Bill of Rights. For instance, a company-
owned town in Alabama decided to pro-
hibit Jehovah’s witnesses liberty to cir-
eulate their message there. The same
controversy arose in the case of a hous-
ing project in Texas that was owned by
the federal government. Such was tanta-
mount to saying these towns were no
part of the democratic nation, but sep-
arate communities where constitutional
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guarantees of freedom were inoperative,
But in Marsh v. Alabama (1946) the Su-

reme Court, speaking through Justice
%]ack, disagreed with this restrictive
view and ruled concerning the inhabit.-
ants of such towns that “their informa-
tion must be uncensored”, that “there is
no more reason for depriving these peo-
ple of the liberties guaranteed by the
First and Fourteenth Amendments than
there is for curtailing these freedoms
with respect to any other ecitizen”. Thus
the Bill of Rights, interpreted and en-
foreced through the courts, proves its
dynamie vitality by penetrating every
eorner of the nation.

Most recent in the array of cases in-
" volving Jehovah’s witnesses to reach the
Supreme Court was one raising the right
to be heard by use of sound equipment.
On June 7, 1948, in a 5-4 decision, the
high eourt ruled in favor of the Witness-
es and upheld their right to preach in
public parks and use amplifiers in order
to be heard. It said: -

Noise ean be regulated by regulating deci-
bels. The hours and place of publie discussion
ean be controlled. But to allow the. police to
bar the use of loudspeakers because their use
can be abused is like barring radio receivers
beeause they too make a noise. . . . When a
city allows an official to ban them in his an-
controlled discretion, it sanctions a device for
suppression of free communication of ideas.
. . . The power of censorship inherent in this

type of ordinance reveals its viee. [Saie v.

New York]

Freedom of Waorship and Conscience

The most vital, the most cherished
freedom is the liberty to worship accord-
ing to the dictates of one’s own con-
seience, and not according to the con-
science .or dictates of someone else.
Ofttimes freedom to worship has re-
volved around freedom to refrain from
performing certain acts, rather than lib-
erty to do specifie things. So it has often
heen relative to ceremonies. Outstanding
in the United States in recent years have
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been Supreme Court decisions concern-
ing attempts to force school children to
salute the flag. The flag is a symbol or
imdge, containing stars on a field of blue
and stripes of red and white. Oftentimes
the image of an eagle perches atop the
staff. Stars, colors, eagle, all are sym-
bolical. But inasmuch as Exodus 20: 3-5
forbids reverential attitudes toward.
images, Jehovah’s witnesses do not
salute the {lag of any nation.

And to those who brush aside such oh-
jection on the ground that the flag-salute
ceremony Involves no worshipful atti-
tudes we offer. the reminder that the
Encyclopedia Awmericane, page 316,
speaks of it as reverence and says: “The
flag, like the cross, is sacred.” Jehovah’s
witnesses reserve their reverence for
(God and refuse to attribute salvation to
the flag by saluting it. Others may do so
with clear conscience, but this Christian
group, feels differently. This ddes not
make thein disloyal, since there is no
valid law requiring it, and sinee they are
law-abiding and.respect the principles
for which the flag stands. Moreover, the
Bill of Rights guarantees freedom of
worship according to one’s conscience.

Hence when school boards throughout
the country required students to salute
the flag and youthful Jehoval’s witness-
es refused and were expelled, the issue
came before the Supreme Court, In 1940,
bv a majority of 8 to 1, the court npheld
forced salutes. This decision precipitat-
ed wholesale expulsion of children from
sehool and gave excuse for mob action
throughout the nation. But on June 14,
1943, Flag Day, the Supreme Court re-
versed itself by a 6-to-3 vote. On this
matter Justice Jackson, speaking for the
court, said in the Barnetlie v. West Vir-
ginia Board of Education case:

The refusal of these persons to pariicipate
in the ceremony does not interfere with or
deny rights of others to do so. Nor is there
any question in this case that their behavior

is peaceable and orderly. . . . To sustain the
compulsory flag salute we are required to
7



say that a Bill of Righty which guards the
individual’s right to speak his own mind, left
it open to.public authorities to compel him to
utter what is not in his mind. . . .

Strugzles to coerce nniformity of sentiment
in support of some end thought essential to
their time and country have been waged by
many good as well as by evil men. . ., Ulti-
mate futility of such attempts to compel co-

herence is the lesson of every such effort from

the Roman drive to stamp out Christianity as
a disturber of its pagan unity, the Inquisition,
as a.means to religious and dynastie unity, the
Siberian exiles as a mcans to Russian unity,
down to the fast failing efforts of onr present
totalitarian enemies., Those who begin ecoer-
cive elimination of dissent soon find them-
selves exterminating dissenters. Compulsory
unification of opihion achieves only the una-
nimity of the graveyard. . . .

If there is any fixed star in our constitn-
tional eonstieliation, it is that no official, high
oT petty, can preseribe what shall be orthodox
_in polities, nationalism, religion, or other mat-
ters of opinion or force citizens to confess by
word or aet their faith therein. If there are
any eircumstances which permit an exeeption,
they do not now occur to us.

We think the action of the loeal authorities
in eampelling the flag salute and pledge tran.
scends constitutional limitations on their pow-
er and invades the sphere of intelleet and
gpirit which 1t is the purposc of the First
Amendment to our Constitution to reserve
from all official econtrol. :

Also noteworthy in the field of free-
dom of worship were decisions rendered
by the Supreme Court in three sedition
cases brought against Jehovah’s witness-
es. The three cases are cited as Taylor v.
Mississippt, and decisions came on the
game day as the favorable flag-salufe de-
cision. The basis of the conviction of the
Witnesses in the lower courts was that
the message they distributed about God’s
kingdom ag being the only hope of the
world would likely result in dissaffee-
tion against the war effort and the peace
and dignity of the state. But the Su-
preme Court disagreed, holding that an-

8

nouncing God’s kingdom as the hope of
the world was not sedition, and the
prison sentences of ten years imposed
against the defendants were set aside
and the prosecutions orderped dismissed.

Eternal Vigilance Still Price of Liberiy

Mr. Justice Murphy, consistently the
outstanding champion of eivil liberties
on the high federal bench, warned the
American people in his powerful dissent
in Prince v. Massachusetts:

No chapter in human history has been so
largely written in terms of persecution and
intolerance ay the one dealing with religious
freedom. From anecient times to the present
day, the ingenuity of man has known no
limits in its ability to forge weapons of op-
pression for use against those who dare to
express or practice unorthodox religious be-
liefs. And the Jehoval'’s witnesses are living
proof of the fact that even in this nation, con-
ceived ag it was in the ideals of freedom, the
right to practice religion in unconventional
ways is still far from secure. Theirs is a mili-
tant and unpopular faith, pursued with a
fanatical zeal. They have suffered brutal beat-
ings ; their property has been destroyed ; they
have been harassed at every turn by the resur-
rection and enforeement of little used ordi-
nances and statutes. See Mulder and Comisky,
‘“Jehoval’s witnesses Mold Constitutional
Law,” 2 Bili of Rights RBeview, No. 4, p. 262.
To them, along with other present-day relj-
gious minorities, befalls the burden of testing
our devotion to the ideals and constitutional
guarantees of religious freedom.

At Chicago, -Iinois, Mr. Jastice
Douglas delivered an address on the oe-
casion of the 100th anniversary of the
birth of John Peter Altgeld, once gover-
nor of Illinois. Those whe feel that eivil
liberties are secure without legal pro-
tection and that public consecience can he
trusted to see that there is always fair
play shounld congider the following guo-
tation from Justice Douglas’ speech:

He who calls for the applieation of the Bill
of Rights to unpopular minoritiesas well as

(Continued on page 37)
AWARE]



UNITED STATES BLUNDERS IN BERLIN

An Imside Story

. -

RAUCOUS blasts of propaganda have
clubbetl Americans to sleep on the
facts of the explosive Berlin Crisis. Now
a sober word pieture has heen painted
that should have a wakening effect. Its
calm presentation of facts argues forits
truthfulness, just as the frantie emotion-
alism and sweeping condemnations of
the general news dispatches make them
suspect of unscrupulous and reckless
distortion. The uncolored picture in
black and white was sketched by Thomas
F. Hawkins, regional editor in Germany
for U.S. News & World Report, when
he recently returned to the United
States for a vacation. By permission we
reprint the bulk of his report, as it ap-
peared in U. 8. News & World Report,
September 10, an independent weekly
magazine on national and international
affairs, published in Washington, copy-
right 1948 United States News Publish-
ing Corporation. The report follows:

“Perhaps we shall know how to occupy Ger-
many after another war. We éertainly have
made a mess of it this time”

That remark was made by a friend in U, S,
Militury (iovernment, cconomic side, with
whom 1 spent & half hour shortly before leav-
ing Frankfurt.

I Tully agree with him, I went to Germany
in April, 1946—after watching the country
during the war from the side lines in Switzer-
land—with eonsiderable optimism. I expected
to see the reconstruetion of a defeated nation,
and, in the process, development of mutual
understanding and eo-operation with Russia.

But we have not yet got Germany on a
gsound road to reconstruction. We have not vet
conelusively. won (ermans to our side. Our
relations with Russia are worse than ever, We
must aceept a good share of the blame, for
failure to follow through with a firm, clear
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and practicable policy. Talks in Moscow may
gain us time to develop such a. policy, but 1
fear not more than a year.

We came into Berlin with Russian permis-
gion, having failed to use the opportunity to
capture -it first. As in the similar cases of
Prague and Vienna, this cost us considerable
standing.

Worse, we ecame with an attitude of self.

“importance, and, with the debatable exception

of Gen. Luecius D. Clay, with inadequate
negotiators.

Why “We Feed Berliners

The story is told that, upon arrival, we
staked out signs marking the U, 8, seetor in
Berlin. The Russians took them down and
said: “Yes, they can go buck up when it’s de-
eided who’s going to fecd Germans in the
sector.”

We thus were mancuvered info a responsi-
bility not foreseen. It is this obligation that
required the “air lift” and that has been the
barrier to graceful renunciation of respon-
sibility for the city.

There also is the story of a dispute with a
Russian detachment hilleted in our sector
shortly after we entered Berlin. The Russians
wouldn’t leave., An impetuous Ameriean
colonet had a tank rolled up to the building
{o chase them out, He had to be called off by
a superior officer, and Russian withdrawal
then was arranged by negotiation.

I ecan’t vouch for these two yarns, since I
wasn’t present. But I'm quife convineed they
are true. The latter story, at least, is illustra-

'tive of methods we have used. They can, at

best, be ealled straightforward but not diplo-
matie.

Maj. Gen. Ray W. Barker was one Berlin
(overnor who appeared to be getting some-
where with the Russians—until a spinal in-
jury from a jeep aceident foreed him home
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at the end of April, 1946. He felt thers was a

great danger from Russtan Communism that
must be fought. But he—almost alone among

the military—also was convinced that firm,

Trank dealing could bring a working arrange-
ment satisfactory to both East and West. He
had, T think, the respect of the Russians.

General Barker did not tush into fiery pub-
lic. statements when a dispute with the Rus-
gians arose. Instead, he solved many serious
problems by getting in his car and going di-
rectly to the Russinns. He was not misled by
arrests or fights.involving Russian and Ameri-
ean soldiers; he knew fault could be on both
gides. Far toc many cases of Americans ar-
rested have been blown up as important in-
cidents when they involved merely a drunken
soldier, a soldier going to see a girl in the Rus-
sian sector, or an Ameriean on a black-market
foray. Americans often have gone to the Rus-
sian sector, too, because they found it easicr
to buy liguor in German cafes, away from
American MP’s,

Beating of a uniformed Polish correspond-
ent and a woman companion by G¥s in the
American sector is among events I know of
that have not been gendrally publicized. And

nobody writes about Amecrican drunks who -

knock on the door at 2 a.m. ta ask if 2 German
girl lives there. This isn’t very frecuent, but
it has oecurred at my Berlin home.

The point is that an ineident was news only
if the Russians were involved, and the pre-
sumption almost always was—oflten errone-
ously-—that the Russians were to blame. And,

too often, these ineidents should have been

merely matters of record on the police blotter.

One of the bigger blunders oecurred over
seating of a eity-government official. The Rus-
sians wanted to seat a ecrtain fellow and we
didn’t, The American representative, little
versed in polities, erroneously cast his vote
with the Russians, State Department assist-
ants had told him what to do before the meet-
ing; he simply got his directions mixed.

Dizagreements With Russians
We knew pretty well last Januvary that the
Russians might walk out of the Berlin Con-
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trol Council, after breakdowh of the Four-
power conference in London. Currency re-
form and the unity of Germany were the real
issues. We had failed at London to present a
concrete program for the unification of Ger-
many, ahd I have the feeling we went to that
meeting eonvineed that it wouldn’t work, We
didn’t want unity then, and seemed deter-
mined to push ahead with a West Germany.
We thus were vulnerable. Somehow we had
gained the idea that we could tell off the Rus-
sians. They surely were aware of this, and I
think we greatly underestimated them,

We could have presented at London a care-
fully drawn plan for unifiecation of Germany,
taking the chance we ultimately must take
anyway, that Germany may swerve to the
Commurnist side. We could have been ready
to argue that plan, to compromise.

We could have aceepted a single currency
reform, taking the gamble that the Russians
might print too much money for stability. It
is still debatable whether we can make the
Western currency reform work in the long
run, anyway. Going along with a unified re-
form, despite risks, would have eased the
crisis, given a bit of time, These things we
did not de.

Then, when the Russians proposed at the
Berlin Control Couneil that general guestions
of the London conference be discussed, Gen-
eral Clay and his Western colleagues said
those questions were outside their provinece.
The Russian chairman thereupon promptly
adjourned the couneil.

General Clay, with the British and French,
might have offset this by saying that, while
the matters were not within their jurisdietion,
they would be happy to diseuss, and pass on
results to the proper authority. There then
would have been no excuse for the Russians
to walk out of that meeting, at least.

As chairman of the Control Couneil for the
subsequent month, Genecral Clay issued no
meecting eall, Had he done so and the Russians
then refused to attend, we would have had &
far clearer pase for proving that it was the’
Russians, and not surselves, who broLe down
four-power rule.

Stoppage of traius inte Berlin also leaves
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us in a somewhat doubtful position. The Rus-
sians were irritated, first, when commercial
air lines began to ecarry German passengers
over whom the Russians had no control. We
did insist, however, that these Germans have
interzonal passes, required under a four-
power agreement. The Russians had honored
these passes by train and ecar. In violation of
the agreement, however, at least the British
were using their train to send Germans to
the Western zoneg without the interzonal pass,
I don’t think it ever was published, but the
British have acknowledged it. Some of the
eages involved merely the eonvenient sending
of a secretary to the zone for a holiday—with
British military orders, but no interzonal pass.

Troubles of Afr Supply

The pass requirement may sound unreason-
able and silly, sinee a German should be ahle
to travel at will within Germany., But the
failure to issue passes did violate fonr-power
understanding, and gave the Russians an ex-
cuse, first to stop and search trains, then to
halt them altogether. We counld have—and
probably without loss of prestige—quickly
agreed to the Russian offer to reinstate the
trains if a Russian ingpection were permitted.
That inspection was permitted from the very
beginning for auto transport. We could have
used the train request to suggest a four-
power MP setup—with a Russian, an Ameri-
can, a British and a French MP as a team.
This would be similar to the four-power mili-
tary-ghard system, still in force at the Con-
trol Council headquarters in Berlin, If fur-

ther trouble then arose, we again would have -

had a better case.

Instead, General Clay said he would fly in
everything that was required and wotld use
fighter cover if necessary. It was fértunate
that fighter cover was net then necessary. We
had only about 200 fighters available quickly,
each roughly equivalent to the Russian Yak
in ability. But, in the c¢orridor alone, I would
judge the Russians keep at least 400 Yaks.

Army Secretary Kenneth C. Royall’s state-
ment from Washington was neo hel'p, either.
His guggestion that General Clay had the au-
thority to shoot if he thought il necessary
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was dangerous bravado. We were afraid in
Berlin, at one time, that the verbal blasts in
Washington would be followed by a real blast
that eould set off a war. _

All during this period our lack of states-
manship in Berlin became sharply apparent.
At one four-power meeting, the Russian rep-
resentative delivered a two-hour tirade, charg-
ing us with violating four-power agreements
and not meeting food reguirements. The Brit-
ish replied formally. The U. 8. representative
felt it necessary to tell the Russian officer he
“had never heard such a pack of lies since the
days of Ananias.” This may well have been
true, but the statement was given gleefully
to the press, made the front pages, irritated
the Russians, and did no one any good.

There was also the case of the Russian who
aceused Americans of “biting” an elderly
German woman. The T.S. reply was that’
American soldiers didn’t bite but Russians
frequently did when fighting. That, too, hit
front pages. Truth was that the U. 8. transla-
tor erred. The Russians, diseussing assault,
hadn’t said “bite” at all.

We have been operating an expensive air
lift to supply Berlin,

Argument is that it gave us time to wait,
to negotiate in Moscow. One can argue also
that the Russians are letting the air lift ran
itself out. They could stop it in a minute, at
the rigk of war. But they probably are con-
vinced they need only wait—that supplying
sufficient food and coal to West Berliners by
air threughout the winter will he a hazardous
and, in the long run, a probably unsueccess-
ful venture.

‘Penny-Wise’ Education

We have failed in Germany to establish
anything approaching democracy. There are
constitutions along demoeratic lines, but no
feeling for demoeracy. It was not to have heen
expected from g still-nationalistie people. Our
educational budget for the U. S. zone is some-
thing less than 1 per cent of the total ontlay.
We have refused to put up the money for
good textbooks because the Germans “have no
money to pay.” Instead we have been using,
in the basieally vital task of rehabilitation,
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haoks that in many eases are of Nazi origin—
with paper pasted over unacceptable passages.
Only the French have gone at this sensibly,
with good, new books and a carefully planned
edueational program. _

We virtuslly are foreing the, Germans into
8 Western government, The (Germans them-
gselves don’t want it, partly out of fear of
Russia. partly becanse Germans think they
can wangle a unified nation more easily if
there is no Western government now, and
partly because they don’t like us much more
than they like the Russians. As General Clay
lias said, they perhaps “hate us least” of the
occupants. Even so, there is a strong feeling
amoing Germans that & German deal with Rus-
sia must, can.and will he made. . . .

The sort of thing that hampers our effort
to instill demoeracy by military occupation
-wag sharply demonstrated in Munich in April,
1946, during an interview by visiting U, 8.
editors with German members of the Bavarian
government. Scated at a long conference
table, the American guests had cake and cof-
fee, after which the Germans were shown in.
We talked until noon. Then the Germans
marched out, to lunch in an Army mess hall.
The Americans went on to a swank club for
cocktails and an excellent lunch.

Yet these (Jermans were our collaborators

in seeking a democraey. Several had been in
concentration camps under Hitler, At least
one had dangerously co-operated with Ameri-
can intelligence during the war,

The Russians never made sunch an error.
Those they paraded for company they also
entertained with the ecompany.

- Except for the top men, our denazification
program simmers down to statisties on people
who filed guestionnaires, were pumished, re-
leased or cleared. We accomplished only chaos,
and a hard Nazi core still exists. . . .

One long-standing trouble in our dealings
with the Russians in Germany iz a mental

attitude that we are going to have to fight

them. That feeling shows up in the military,
at all-levels. It may be a true foreeast, but
the attitude of preparing to fight is a big
handicap in working out the problems of
peace. .

12

The military sefup in Germany has cost
us a lot of seasoned State Department help.
Ambagsador Robert D, Murphy, as General
Clay’s. asgistant, has kept affably in the baek-
ground of the Army operation. But hig staff

~ has been bitter at being forced to sit on the

gide lines, unable to step in on many oceca-
siong when it thought it should.

(teneral Clay gets credit for stopping the
gwitech from Army to State Department ad-
ministration, although the tension with Rus-
sia made it easy to argue neceszity for keeping
the military control. Military brass also is con-
gidered responsible for sidetracking the con-
gtabulary-—originally set up as a policing
force, & small emergency band to permit with-
drawal of the Army. It would have been the
proiective unit in the interim between full
oecupation and no oecupation. But its job now
is mostly that of supplying traffie cops, its
future uncertain.

Motives of Germans

All in all, we have flopped in most postwar
diplomatic tussles with Russia over Germany
We have failed to win Germany, can’t count
upon (Germans as potential demoorats or
‘Western allies, They will serve with what
they consider their best interests.

Germans support us now because: (1) they
think we will win; (2) they adhere to the
anti-Russian Goebbels theme; (3) they per-
sonally are getting more benefits from us,
and {4) a few are sincerely supporters of the
Western democratic world, Most want to stay
on the side lines, work with whoevet is at hand
for profit. -

We have never given proper sympathy and

understanding to the French,-a really demo-

cratic hation. We have alienated the British
on occasion. We are looked upon skeptically
by the Scandinavians, the Swiss and the peo-
ple of the Low Countries—much as they like .
us,
Unlesa the Moscow conference is the begin-
ning of a change, we are headed in the diree-
tion of war with Russia which could mean
ten years of fighting, followed by a rnined
European world and ehaos at home, That is
the feeling in Germany.
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are “aggressive, emotional,

impatient”, and all brunettes -

“conservative, submissive, seri-
ms”? Are you convinced that the beau-
:iful girl is more than likely dumb?
Have you learned to estimate a eruel
‘haracter by thin lips, close-set eyes?
Do you expect a display of intelligence
1y the possessor of a high forehead?
strength by the square-jawed? honesty
from the person who “looks you straight
in the eve”? Are you persuaded that a
receding jaw denotes weakmess, a big
mouth generosity, a small mouth selfish-
ness? Or do you think more scientific
methods of judging a person inelude
palm-reading (chirognomy or chiroman-
cy), study of the conformation of the
human skull (phrenology), analysis of
the handwriting (graphology)?
Foreknowing man’s shallow tendency
to set up superficial standards Jehovah
announced His rule in the selection of
King David. He explained to Samuel
why David’s elder brother was not to be
anoinfed by the prophet: “Look not on
his countenance, or the height of his
stature; because I have rejected him:
for Jehovah seeth not as man seeth; for
man looketh on the outward
appearance, but Jehovah look-
eth on the heart.” {1 Samuel
- 16:7, Am. Stam.
Ver.) Not that
good looks or heau-
ty was a detriment.
“Behold the bean-
tyof Jehovah !V’
Banish with these
words the myth
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0 YOU believe all blondes , _
i S righteousness are never found

/ \ that beauty, brilliance and

in comhination. (Psalm 27:4)
Not that good looks or the lack
thereof decides our destiny. It is simply
2 gift that the eye of man is attuned to
enjoy, just as he delights in a burnished
sunset, the billowing sprav of a white
waterfall splashing down a green valley,
or the heavenly splendor of our earthly
glimpse of the universe. Handsome men
and beautiful women should be grateful
for this special blessing and not fall into
the error of unbecoming conduct. “As a
ring of gold in the snout of a swine, is a
woman of beauty who hath abandoned
discretion.” (Proverbs 11:22, Roth.; or
“a pretty woman without sense”, Mof-
fatt) It goes without saying that phys-
ical beauty has, anciently as well as re-
eently, been used to ensnare, Lucifer be-
ing the first to turn his beauaty into viece.
Leafing through the pages of the Bible
we find that Saul, Absalom and Solomon
failed to live up to their noble appear-
ance. All of these examples prove that
the heart, not the face, even as Jehovah
emphasized, is the determining factor.
Hence a little reflection on these traths
brings into focus certain ex-
amples of

Modern Quackery
It may come as a
surprise to those
who have consid-
erable respect for
the praetical good
judgment of the
Americanbusiness-
man that many




have adopted palmistry, phrenology and
graphology as first-line determinants of
personnel qualifications. The palm read-
ers and chirognomists claim that the lines
of the hand, the distance a person can
bend his fingers hackward, and the size,
proportions and relative length of the
fingers denote definite characteristies.
Concerning this practice the Enecyclope-
dia 4dmericana reveals: “Chiromancy or
paimistry deals with the ‘seven mounts’
of the hand, their lines, and the inter-
lacings of the latter. The names given to
these mounts, Jupiter, Saturn, Apollo,
Mercury, Venus, Mars and the Moon at
onee conneet the practice of chiromancy
with the art of divination as carried on
by means of a study of the stars [astrol-
ogyl.” (Vol. VI, p. 566) And astrology

and star-gazing have ever been instru-.

mentalities of demon-worship.—Isaiah
47:12,13; Daniel 2: 2, 27.

While the demons can be relied on to
do mischief, they could never he relied
on for nseful accuracy. Rosenstein’s find-
ings condensed in Science Digest dismiss
as foolish the elajms of hand-reading.

Among other claims of the chirognomists
are that the difference in lcngth between the
little finger and second finger i3 related to
ambition ; that the longer the fingers in pro-
portion to the length of the palm the more
impulsive the person is; that long, tapering
fingers are a sign of artistic abilily; that a
flat spatulate thumb indieates uncontrollable
and even murderous tendencies. These have
all been studied and found to have ne valid-
ity. . . . There is no relationship between
the distance a person can bend his fingers
backward and ‘“keenness of mind”. [Science
Digest, February, 1945, “Fallacics in Judging
Character”]

“He further conclndes that a study of
handwriting proves nothing more than
that different people write differently.
In view of these sweeping conclusions
the amount of serious space devoted by
leading periodicals to graphology and
palmistry is amazing. Periodicals well
know how anxious their readers are to
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pigeoniole thelir rellow men, 80 aare NOY
overlock any bets, even spurious ones,
Generally commenting upon some of
these mikconceptions Rosenstein adds:

A high brow doss not always indicate in-
telligence. A fishy eye does not indicate dis-
honesty; nor do long, tapering fingers indi-
cate artistie temperament. Red-headed peo-
ple are not all hot-tempered, nor is a color-
less personality indicated by pale skin, sandy
hair, and a flabby handshake. Not all fat peo--
ple are good-natured and easy going, and, thin
people are not necessarily eritical and analyt-
ical. . . . Grapbology is another finteresting
fake with no validity beyond proving that
different people write differently.

Phrenology Foolishness

Phrenology has long been given seri-
ous consideration by laymen and scien-
tists alike. A short, sloping forehead in-
dicated barbarie, primitive motivation.
Bumps, protuberances, depressions of
the eranium, each were assigned their
gpecific characteristie, and the whole head
was mapped into areas controlling the
emotions of love, hate, parental affec-
tion, combativeness, destructiveness,
self-esteem, hope, wonder, ideality, as
well as faculties relating to size, time,
tune, form and weight. (Webstet's)
Many sensible people have thus suffered
the misapprehension for a lifetime that
their head conformation was responsible
for what they are. .If thev were not lov-
ing, 1f they hated excessively, the lack
of a certain bump or the enlargement
thereof was to blame.

The relation of head proporticns to
what we are is zero. Authors Cleeton and
Rnight, writing on the K “Validity of
Character Judgments”, conclude: “Sta-
tistically the correlation between varia-
tions in physical tratts and character
traits is (.0U0 (within the reliability of
our data).” Further as for a certain por-
tion of the cranium as being the seat of
a certain emotion or motive it has been
shown that as far as is known the brain
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does not work that way, and just how

this exquisite thinking mechamsm does.

operate is practically unknown. Brain
operations for cntting out hates, fears,
worries, are recommended only for
statesmen who are trying to stir np war,

Another pet theory that goes down the
drain upon investigation is that the tem-
perament and qualities of an individual
.depend upon his nationality or national
origin. In his publication Human Nature
and Management, Ordway Tead says on
this point:

As to the different personal and working
traits which different racial groups will bring
to a job, there is little of a truly scientific
nature that ean be stated here. There is a
great deal of popular attribution of thorough-
ness to (Germans, stolidity to Poles, excitabil-
ity to Ifalians, and similar generalities; but
the interviewer [for selecting employees]
who was governed by these notions would
certainly go wrong. The faet is that we do
‘not know in any accurate way how much the
racial factors count in creating personal dii-
ferences. {P. 201]

About all the value of photographs is
for partial identification and estimating
facial good looks. The researches of Psy-
chologist McCabe that
hundreds of informal experiments eonducted
in classes of elementary psychology, involv-
ing many thousands of college sudents, have
shown that the students eould not, just from
examining photographs of heads and faces,
recognize the criminal, the salesman, the
clergyman, the executive, the brilliant, the

feeble-minded, the mechanie, or the teacher,

and distinguish one from anpother. As a matter
of faet, equally good judgment might have
resulted from tossing a coin or making selec-
tions while blindfolded. '

Sheldon, another anthority, concludes,
after extensive experiment, “No relation
could be found between intelligence and
head and face measurements.” If, how-
ever, you are still skeptical, go to the
prisons and mental institutions. There
yvou will find every type of face and
head.
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Perhaps it is dangerous, before con-
cluding the argnment, to venture upon
the subject of vital male interest and
controversy, namely, the merits and de-
merits of blondes, brunettes and red-
heads, female of the species. Please he
assured that from the following com-
ments no dispute should be inferred con-
cerning your personal taste or prefer-
ences. The only question considered is
whether the color of the lady’s hair in-

-variably. indicates specific traits and

qualities that may guide your selection.
Unfortunately for man’s quest for in-
formation on the enigmatical sex, the
color of her hair will offer no reliable
clue, Despite the claims by Katherine
Blackford, who achicved some fame by
asserting that eertain definite behavior
eould be aseribed to blonde ot to bru-
nette, the results of experiments prove
that any combination of destrable or un-
desirable qualities can be found Iurking
behind any color of hair or style of hair-
do for that matter. In other words,
brother, the color of her hair tells you
nothing,

The Tnited States. Army, after
searching diligently for a suitable means
for testing the quahifieations of men be-
fore duty assignments, at last fell back
on the ancient Seriptural test of men,

The Situation Test

What befell Israel in their arduous
travels through the wilds and the desert
was purposed by Jehovah to “prove
them” or “test them”. (Exodus 16:4;
Deuteronomy, 8:2,16) Besides subject-
ing the nation of Israel to trials of their
devotion and faith, Jehovah tested out
individuals for specific assignments or
honors. Before Abraham became the
“father of all them that believe” he was
subjected to a situation test that would
have staggered even worthy men of less
faith, (Romans 4:11) Abraham was
commanded to slay his only son. God
put this great test upon Abraham, and
after he steadfastly endured this erucial

15



test, He gave him a bountiful promise.
—Genesis 22:16,17, Am. Stan. Ver,

Polls, tests and questionnaires are
currently popular. Even the “guestion
test” which is now employed to rate or
gauge the individual's attitude toward
marriage, politics, sportsmanship, ete.,
and to measure his gualifications, intel-
ligence, and nunierous other attributes,
is not new, Nearly a thousand years
before Christ a famous queen resorted
to similar methods. The record states:
“Now when the gueen of Sheba heard of
the fame of Solomon through'the name
of the Lorp, she came to test him with
hard questions.”—1 Kings 10:1, A=
American Translation.

An article in Foriune magazine,

March, 1946, describes the army com-

bination question and situation tests for
picking personnel. “Their scales: three

and a half days of skilled observation of
a human being as he worked, plaved,
talked, and went through thirty-five life-
like situation tests.” In a footnote the
article states: “There is nothing new
about situation ftests. See (enesis
22:1-13; Judges 7:2-7; 1 Kings 3:16-28.”

The summary of these observations is
that the Bible judgment of men hased
upon their conduct under test is really
the only reliable one. It is impossible to
Judge aceurately by exteriors. To avoeid
errers of prejudice it is best to sweep
the mind of all hias to the effect that
race, face, head, hand or hair indicate
speclal qualities. Doing so, the witness
of Jehovah, particularly, will reserve
judgment awaiting the attitude of the
individual toward the Kingdom, which:
is the essential test upon all peoples
today.

e e e

“Nuisances,First-Class” Blame Teen-Agers

.;_‘

¢
»

a “Chicago hotel-keepers Wednesday found themselves with a muiti-thousand-dollar
— hangover as a result of the Illinois American Legion eonvention, They reported
%7 that the Legionnaires, who closed their four-day show Monday, broke furniture,
W destroyed fire-fighting apperatus, harassed guests, smashed property, and lost some
friends, ‘I've seen Legion conventions come and go for a guarter of a century,” one Loop

hotel man reported. ‘But this was the biggest mess yet. These fellows haven’t slowed dewn a
hit.’ One hotel-keeper said he is sending a bill for $5,000 damages to the Ameriecan Legion.
Other hotel men said their damages weren’t that big. But all agreed that the convention-going
Legionnaires acted ‘like nuisances first-class’. “If you kad a 8-year-old son who acted as these
men did, you'd take him to the woodshed,’ an imnkeeper said,

“Right mirrors were smaghed in one washroom. A fire ax was pitched oui a 20th-floor
window, A lighted paper bag was thrown over a transom into a sleeping girl’s room. Sand-
filled refuse jars were thrown into a building cour! where men were at work. Thirty-five ex-
{inguishers were taken from the wall and discharged. Ten still haye not been found. Every
exit sign on one floor of a big Loop hotel was smashed, Two girls were thrown from the
mezzanine to overstuffed chairs on the main floor of a downtewn hotel.”—Report in the Chi-

cage Duily News, September 15, 1948,

Those of you who have witnessed the Legion conventions, wherein the childish oldsters
leave a fiithy blotch on fhe name American Legion, would never guess if, but do you realize
these poor men suffer unjust hlame? George Kelly, assistant department adjutant for Illinois,
explains: “Much of the damage of this sort is done by teen-age youths and hangers-on who
follow every Legion convention. Yet we get blamed for it all.” Such manliness! Such gallantry!
Such asininity! A stenographer in one of the office buildings put bluntly what ali know:
“Tt wasn’t the young fellows who were doing it—it was the old goats. I know.”—Louisville.

Courier-Journal, September 17, 1948.
16
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¢y \H, LOOK, Jean, here is a seal-

skin coat!” Betty’s volee was full
of excitement., For days Jean had been
helping her find a winter coat, and now,
tucked away on the corner rack, was
what she was looking for. Quickly the
two read the label, just to make sure:
“Bonded and Guaranteed, Genuine Hud-
son Bay Seal.” As Betty tried it on all
her tiredness from shopping vanished
and over her crept the warm flush of ex-
hilaration and satisfaction. Stroking its
smooth and glossy surface her hands
fairly tingled with jov. Jean too com-
mented on its sweeping lines and the
sleek black ripples running down its
back. “Outstanding, exquisite” And how
much? The original price had been
slashed during this midsnmmer sale; it
was now only $300. That was still a lot
of money for Betty, but, after all, here
was a Seal, something she had for a long
time dreamed of owning. “It will last a
lifetime,” Jean assured her. No, Betty
could not resist a hargain like this, and
go she took it.

Several years went by and fashions
changed. Meantime, through a very dear
friend, Betty became acquainted with a
furrier who was more than willing to re-
model her coat, K
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Mink or Rabbit
—Which?

Many are the fokes and frouds to fool you
when if comes to lhose fashionoble furs

rier business today?

and without charge. Only then did she
learn, and to her great sorrow, that
her “Bonded and Guaranteed” coat
was nothing more than a good Imi-
tation made of dyed rabbit skin! Yes,
she should have known that there are no
fur-bearing seals in Hudson Bay, and
that “Hudson Bay Seal” is only a trade
name in the fur industry. But it was too
late. All Betty eould do was console her-
self with the knowledge that she was not
the only one that has heen deceived by
phony labels and fake “guaraniees™ on
furs. Over and over again 4 thousand
times this example of fraud has been
duplicated by one of the most luerative
rackets found in the unserupulous world
of commerce.

Some may laugh at Betty's calamity
as her just desert. They may aceuse her
of violating the “everlasting covenant”
concerning the sanetity of blood, of be-
ing indirectly responsible for the death
of hundreds of animals, and of heing a
shallow-minded ereature who bought the
fur coat only to satisfy her vanity.
Grave and serious charges, these, and,
if true, thousands of other women are
nunder the same condemnation. Who 1is
responsible? Who started the fashion of
fur eoats for women? and who is to blame
for the abominations found in the fur-

Any inquiry into
thede questions of
necessity takes one a
long way back in his-
tory, for the use of
furs and animal skins
for clothing is almost
as old as man himseil.
In fact, one reads in
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the third chapter of man’s oldest history
book, the Bible, that rione other than Je-
hovah God “made for Adam and for his
wife coats of skins, and clothed them”.
The historian Paul, apostle of Christ,
tells how the ancient witnesses of God
“wandered about in sheepsking and goat-
sking”. God’s faithful prophet named
Elijah, the Tishbite, was “girt with a
girdle of leather about his loins”. More-
over, Ezekiel, another prophet of the
‘Lord who lived in the seventh century
before Christ, says that badger or seal-
skin was included in a wardrobe fit for a
queen.—Genesis 3: 21, Am. Stan. Ver.;
Hebrews 11:37; 2 Kings 1:8; Ezekiel
16:10, dm. Stan. Ver.

Secular history tells a dramatie story
of travel and exploration in the quest
for furs. One of the most famous and
colorful explorers, Marco Polo, in the
year 1298, spoke of costly fur skins like
ermines .and’'sables. The real pioneers
of North America were not the tillers
of the soil, the miners, the lumbhermen
or thic scientists, but, rather, they were
the fur trappers and traders. Pushing
over the wilds of uncharted plains and
erossing .unknown mountain ranges, al-
ways in advance of civilization, these

hunters of fur laid out the sites for what

are now many of America’s cities. The
fur companies, the first being the Dutch
West India Company, then the Hudson'’s
Bay Company, which monopolized the
field for two hundred years, and 'still
later the Northwest Company of French-
Canadian merchants, each eontributed to
the history of this period, a history writ-
ten in the mingled blood of both men and
animals. At one time 40 dead men counld
be counted out of every 100 persons en-
gaged in the fur-trading business. How

many millions of animals were slaugh--

tered for their fur in this ruthless and
recklegs period, when conservation of
the young and protection of the food and
shelter reserves were overlooked, will
never be known.

Only when men saw the fur-bearing
18

animals on the verge of extinetion did
they awake to their senses and take
measures to protect wild life. But it was
too late. The natural resources were no
longer able to meet the demand, and so
fur-farming was undertaken, In 1866 the
first mink farm was set up in the state

of New York, and in 1894 silver fox, a

particular color phase of red fox, was.
first raised on Prinece Edward island, in
Canada. By 1938 Canada alone had over
8,000 mink and 2,200 fox farms. At-
tempts have been made at raising other
animals, but with not too much sucecess.
Some have fried farming coyotes,
skunks, badgers, raccoons, beavers, fish-
ers and martens, With the swamps of
Louisiana still yielding more than 6,000,-
000 muskrats a year, the raising of these
has not proved profitable. A few years
ago eleven chinchillas, natives of the
South American Andes, were brought to
California, and since then these little
animals that look like rabbits with squir-
rel tails have multiplied until today some
2,000 U.S. breeders are raising ove

30,000 chinchillas. :

From Raw Peltls to Finigshed Furs

All together, the farms furnish about
40 percent of the total value of furs that
now reach the market, the remainder of
the nearly 100 different types of pelts
come through the channels of interna-
tional trade from every cormner of the
world. In a general way, fuars are
grouped according to family: rodent,
dog, bear, weasel, cat, pouched, hoofed
and miscellaneous groups, including
monkey and seal. The families are sub-
divided, as, for example, there are wa- .
ter rodents (brown, black and Southern
muskrats, beavers and nutrias) and
land rodents (sguirrels, rats and rab-
bits). Bagh of these, then, the squirrels,
rats and rabbits, eté., is divided into spé-
cies, Furthermore, the value of a fur de-
pends on the geographic location from
where it comes, the time of year when it
was taken, as well as the physieal con-
ditions of both the skin and fur.
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All of these factors dictate to a large

degree what treatment the furrier gives

the furs in converting them into wearing
apparel. First the skins are softened up
and cleaned of any fleshy particles,
after which they are “buttered” and
treated with oils to make them soft and
pliable. Excess grease is removed from
the fur by tumbling the skins in a drum
of sawdust. Nowadays machines have
replaced the old hand methods of ireat-
ment.

While some furs are used in their nat-
ural color, many are subjected to dyeing,
blending, pointing and “letting- out”
processes that are carried ont according
to many trade seerets. 1t is here that the
“tricks of the trade” work their greatest
counterfeiting magic. By dyeing cheap,
unattractive rabbit furs they can be
transformed to look like rare and ele-
gant sable, mink or ermine. Blending,
also called tipping, feathering and shad-
ing, is for the purpose of altering the
natural color pattern of the fu} to make
it match that of other skins. Instead of
dyeing the whole skin, the dyestuff is
brushed on the fur only. Pointing con-
sists of inserting by hand white hairs in
the fur to make it match more desirable
and more expensive furs. Lefiing out re-
fers to the lengthening of a skin with a
sacrifice of its width. By cutting mink
furs into narrow diagonal strips 1/4 to
1/16 inch wide, then sewing them togeth-
er again, coats appear to be made of 40-
inch skins instead of 14-inch ones. Trick-
ery in the fur business is considered an
art,

The fashioning of a coat out of 100
OT more separate sklns 1s far more difii-
cult than merely sewing together pieces
of a erazy quilt. The individual skins are
first matched with each other "and
trimmed to fit together. Then they are
pinned on a stiff pattern and sewn so
that there is no buckling. After taping
the coat to retain its shape, progressive-
ly it is then interlined, lined, finished,
glazed, iromed, combed, beaten, and
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nnally as a finished coat 1t is examined
for any defeets.

Facts You Should Know About Furs

The Federal Trade Commisgion and
Better Business Bureau has done much
in recent veéars to prevent the fur in-
dustry from openly misrepresenting
furg, but still there are many hidden
ways in which the customer can be
cheated. While only an expert can cor-
rectly evaluate a dved, blended and
pointed fur, yet the layman ean detect
some of the grosser flaws in furs.

A good-quality fur should be even.
bodied, sleek and glossy, with soft,
downv underfur. Jt should be umformly
colored, and the leather must be soft and
pliable. Poor furs, on the other hand,
show bare spots that are visible when
the fur is blown apart. Matted areas,
faded, discolored or dull patches, stiff or
shabby hair, are markings of poor skins.
If the leather is brittle or shows yellow-
igh or reddish discolorations i1t has not
been treated properly. Examine the
skins along the bottom of the coat and on
the underside of the sleeves, where the
inferior fur is usually placed. Remember
that dyed skins are not as high-quality-
as the natural ones; the distinction can
be obsgerved by parting the fur.

Workmanship, construetion and the
materials nsed for the lining, arm-
shields, ete., are also items that make the
difference between two coats of the same
price. It is a fundamental truism that
the price tag is no indieation of either
dumhlhty or beauty. “Quite to the con-
trary,” says Gottlieb in Fur Truths, “it
may be generally assumed that the ﬁner
and costlier the fur the less durable.
i”I‘sn.]-ur.lg the otter as the standard and
giving it a rating of 100, some anthor-
ities list the other natural furs as fol-
lows: beaver, 90; seal, 75; mink, 70;
-raccoon, 09 ; Hable 60 ; muerat 45; fpx
40; squirrel, 25. (‘hmchﬂ]a, the most ex-
pensive fur, is rated at only 15; and rab-

hit, hare and coney furs, from 5 to 20.
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Rabbit .or coney tur, though not 100
durable, is copsidered by furriers to be
one of the most versatile; for when dyed
it is sold as an imitation of expensive
furs under more than 65 different trade
names. Hudson Bay, Arctic and Polar
Seal, New Zealand and Roman Seal,
Baltic Leopard, Tiger, Fox and Seal,
Twin Beaver, Chinchillette, Ermiline
and French Sable are only a few, Rabbit
fur holds all records, with a yearly total
of more than 200,000,000 skins. :

There is probably no other name in
furs that thrills and captivates the imag-
ination of women more than the mystify-

ing monosyllabic word mink. From child- .

hood girls are taught that the height of
success is to be wrapped In a mink coat.
Truly, they think, it is an infallible hail-
mark of high-level soeiety, What sells
minks is not so much their praectieal
warmth, beauty and softness as it is
their exclusive and uncanny ability to
glamorize and glorify the wearer in the
eyes of others. Genuine wild Labrador
mink coats priced from $7,000 and up,
mutation mink coats for $25,000, and
ranch-reised minks beginning at $2,500,
are available for those who can afford
them, but for the other mink.crazed
females there are “genuine imitation
minks” available for a few hundred dol-
lars. What’s the differenee, one said, “to
misses minus means, it’s mink!”

In any event, whether one buys one
type of fur coat or another, they should
insist on getting a writlen guarantee
specifying not only the trade name of the

'.!f'l]I', DUt ziso: wne ZOUIOLZICH) nadiie U1 Lie
‘animal from which the skin was taken,
and whether the fur is natural, tipped,
pointed, blended or dyed., Such a writ-
ten guarantee should state how long re-
pairs are to be made without charge,
whether free annnal summer storage is
included, and whether such is cold
storage.

Those fortunate enough to own a fur
coat in these days of inflation should give
it the best care, in order that it might
retain its color, gloss and serviceable-
negs over the longest period of time,
Friction, dirt and moths destroy the fur;
sunlight and excess heat make the leath-
er brittle. Once a year, therefore, it
should be cleaned, and then stored for
the summer in a refrigerator unit.

At firgt, furs served man as articles
of utility, to furnish warmth and protee-
tion from the elements. Later, when the
furriers artfully embellished them with
the quality of beauty, it did not necessar-
ily take away from their nsefulness, for
a good fur coat possesses ynuch greater
warith per ounce of weight than cloth
fabrics. Keonomically, one of good dura-
bility will cutlast several cheaper cloth

coats. Because society’s faghionable few

idiotically drape themselves with a far
wrap 1n midsummer does not mean that
practica] people like Betty, who wear

- furs -in the.winter to keep themselves

warm, are full of vamty, Nor is it right
to say they violate the “everlasting cove-
nant” in using the skins of animals as
garments of clothing.

SForest Fires on the Increase

@ Last year there were 200,799 forest fires in the United States, an inerease of more
than 28,000 dver the previous year. These burned over 23,225,932 aecres, causing damage
estimated at $35,207,646, The cause for these fires, the Forest Service says, is largely
due to man, At least 90 percent of them are set by reckless, careless man, man the de-
stroyer. More trnthfully, the famous poem should read: ‘Woodman, spare that tree,

g0 man ¢an burn it down.!
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N ITS New Year forecast of great

news stories of the then coming yvear,
948, the official jouraal of the British
1ewspaper trade, World's Press News,
Mlaced the then still future South Afri-
:an general election as third in news
ralue, The United States presidential
lections were ranked fourth. The South
African elections were held on May 26,
tnd regulted in the defeat of the govern-
nent led by Field-Marshal J. C. Smuts
ind a narrow vietory for the South Afri-
:an Nationalist Party.

There were instant reperceussions
vhroughout the world. In South Afriea
itself the final returns were greeted with
unbelieving surprise, to be folowed by
hysterical rejoicing on the one hand and
stunned consternation on the other. In
the city of London, financial center of the
British Empire, near panic developed,
and gold shares dropped £15,000,000 in
value overnight. In Ameriea, 1:00 south
Africa hecame headline news. India eved
the new government grimly, spoke of
fascism and prophesied trouble. Every-
where the world took hote of the change
and almost everywhere the world shook
its head. Oneexception was Roman Cath-
olie, anti-British Quebee, where news of

the defeat of the Smuts government was .

received with undisguised pleasure,
Many reasons have been advanced to
account for the defeat of the Smuts gov-
ernment: the desire of the people for
change; irritation at controls; admin-
istrative blunders in domestie poliey;
Field Marshal Smuts’ recognition of the
State of Israel. But the izgue on which
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A QUESTION OF COLOR

Racial issue foremost in the South African
general election of 1948, the outcome
of which syrprised the world with the
ouster of the Smuts government

the election was fought was clear-cut. It
was, What policy should white South
Africans pursue toward their non-white
follows? The inescapable fact is that the
Nationalists were able to command
enough support for their color policy to
put them into power.

An ohserver of other days reported
that he found in Canada “two nations
warring in the bosom of a single state”.
One wonders what he would have said of
South Africa today. For within South
Africa are erystallized almost all the ra-
cial disunities that afflict the earth., The
broad division is between the white and
the non-white. The whites are again sub-
divided into Afrikaans-speaking {(mostly
of Dutch descent) and English-speaking
{mostly of British origin). The non-
whites are subdivided into Native Afri-
cans, Coloreds (mixed-blooded), and
Asiaties (mostly Indians). And the Na-
tives are again subdivided into different
ethnological and racial groups, speaking
different languages and with different
customs and traditions. And among all
these divisions and subdivistons there
exist, in varying degree, racial enmities
and racial prejudice.

The broadest gulf stretches between
white and non-white, The color bar oper-
ates to keep these two broad divisions
separated socially, economically and po-
litteally. The issue on which the election
was fought was whether this division
should be continued and extended, or
whether concession should be made to
the development which the non-whites
have achieved in recent yvears and the
color bar relaxed economically and po-
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litically while Fetaining its social proh..
bitions as they exist. On this issue, which
is of more than nafional importance,
white South Africans were fundamen-
tally divided. The urban areas voted
solidly for economie and political relaxa-

tion of the color bar. The rural areas -

voted even miore solidly for the reten-
tion and extension of the color bar in
every aspeet of South African life. The
urban areas are largely English-speak-
ing; the rural areas, largely Afrikaans-
speaking; and this line-up on the ques-
tion of color has hardly changed in a
hundred and fifty years.

Background of the Problem

‘When the British, in 1806, tock pos-
session of the Cape of Good Hope for the
“second and final time, the problem of
race and color in this southwest corner
of southern Africa was already a matter
of bitter concern. The white man wag
then, as he is now, a minority ruling race.
Under him were the remnants of the
land’s original inhabitants, the Hotten.-
tots and Bushmen. To them had been
added a large imported labor force of
slaves, consisting mostly of Malays and
Fast apd West African Negroes. The
Colored (mixed-blooded) population was
already large and growing. And on the
eastern border of the Cape a riew flood of
color threatened the white man’s suprems-

acy. For while the white man had been

invading southern Africa from the
southwest the African Bantu had been
moving into it from the northeast, driv-
ing the Hottentots and Bushmen before
them. Now Bantu and white men had
meét, and the Bantu were a race of war-
riors, savage and ruthless.

The white South Africans who had
now eome under British rule had their
own methods of dealing with the color
problem in all its complexities. The
struggle for existence in a wild, inhospi-
table land had molded them into a hardy,
independent, individualistic people. Gen-
erally known as “the Boers” (Dutch
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“farmers”), their language was already
showing strong divergences from the
mother Duteh. Their color policy had one
main principle: the white man was su-
perior in all things to the non-white and
must remain so.

Conflict between British rulers and
Boer inhabitants was not long in com-
ing. For the British, under strong mis-
sionary influence, enjoined a policy of
liberalism which though 'admirable in
theory was largely out of tomech with
reality. The missionary view presented
the non-whites as noble savages who but
needed gentle handling to develop into
Christian gentiemen. The Boers were de-
scribed bitterly and unjustly as “half-
wild ¥uropeans, suffering from a com-
plete corruption of their moral sense
. . . almost sunk to the level of savages.”
(The Great Trek, p. 89)

To the Boers, suffering under repeat-
ed raids from the “noble savages” across
the border, and irritated and thwarted
daily by the lethargie, incompetent labor
with whose help they had to wrest a liv-
ing from the not over-fertile soil, this
“unjustifiable odium” was infuriating.
And when the inference -of British pol-
icy began plainly to appear as a dental
of the doctrine of inherent white superi-
ority and a recognition of all men as
potentially equal the Boers had had
enough. With almost religious fervor
they packed their ox-wagons, left their
homes and broad fields bchind them and
in their thousands crossed the borders of
Cape Colony into the wild, unsettled
country to the north and east, where
after many hardships and ‘vicissitudes
they founded the Boer republies of the
Transvaal and Orange I'ree State.

The Division Today .

The Boer republies of the Transvaal
and the Orange Free State are now
voluntary memhers of the Union of
South Afriea, and Beer and Briton to
all outward appearances form one unit-
ed nation. But division of opinion on the
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question of color was not bridged by the
Act of Union, and the election of 1948
was fought on the 150-year-old issue:
Which color policy, that of British lib-
eralism or of Boer conservatism. And
the Boers won.

But the political situation in South
Africa today is far from being a clear-
ent division between Briton and Boer.
There have been conversions and defec-
tions on both sides. The British liberal
tradition is represented in South Africa
by the United Partv, led by Field-
Marshal Smuts, a Boer by birth and up-
bringing, one-time enemy of Britain and
one of the most successful Boer generals
in the Anglo-Boer War of still bitter
memory. Now recognized as one of the
world’s senior statesmen and, with Mr,
Winston Churchill, as one of the two
greatest men the British Eropire has
produced, he has for many years been
the focal point of English hopes in South
Africa.

Boer conservatism 1s represented
mainly by the Nationalist party, led by
Dr. D. ¥. Malan, D.D. Pledged to pre-
serve the Afrikaans language, tradition
and way of life, this party has the sup-

port of most Afrikaans-speaking South

Africans. Its republicanizsm and anti-
Empire sentiment have, 1thtil recently,
denied to it any substantial ISnglish-
speaking support.

But in the recent election Dr. Malan
pleaded for a eommon meeting ground
for white South Africa. He agreed to
shelve indefinitely his republican pro-
gram apd to fight the election on one
1ssue only, the color problem. The =olu-
tion which his party offered was frankly

the color policy of 150 years ago. And

when Dr. Malan raised it as his battle
ery South Africa was amazed to see
those who had been Dr. Malan’s bitter-
est-opponents, the extreme ultra-British
imperialists, rallying to his standard and
proelaiming him as the savior'of white
civilization. They formed but a small
proportion of the English vote but their

NOVEMBER 8, 1948

support was sufficient to give the Na-
tionalists their majority.

The Nationalists emphasize a hard,
and, for the Europeans, a foreboding
fact: the whites are outnumbered by the
non-whites by more than four to one and
the higher over-all inerease rate of the
latter promises that their numerical pre-
panderance will grow greater with the
passing of time, Obviously white South
Afriea is in danger of being swamped by
a flood of color. Opponents of the Na-
tionalists are very conscious of the
threat, too, but Smnts, the international-
ist, sees something else; the eyes of the
world are on South Africd in her deal-
ings with her non-white races, and legis-
lation which may be construed as repres-
sive will almost certainly have interna-
tional repercussions inimical te South
Africa’s Interests, and to the unity of
the British Empire. For the empire now
includes two great non-white dominions,
India and Pakistan, and already South
Africa’s color policy has caused these
two new dominions to complain bitterly.

“Apartheid” and the Empire

The cornerstone on which the Native
poilecy of the republics was built was
strict segregation. And segregation,
known in South Afriea by its Afrikaans
equivalent, “apartheid,” is the policy on
which the Nationalists have won.

It is difficult for the lay mind to follow
all the intricacies of the apartheid the-
ory, but the broad idea is that the vari-
ous racial groups should be contained in
areas reserved for their exclusive use
and should there work ount their own
destinies according to their own desires
and abilities. The Natives (of course)
and perhaps the Coloreds and Indians,
too, would be allowed to cross over into
the white man’s zones to labor for the
white man’s needs, but they would not
be aliowed to make their homes there, or
to bring their families with them, and
would have to go back to their own areas
on the expiry of their terms of service.
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But South Afries’s color problem is
complicated by the fact that her non-
white races are in various stages eof de-
velopment. This is particularly true of
the Bantu, those one-time rival invaders
of the white man, who now number near-
ly eight million of a total population of
hardly more than eleven million. Most of
them are no more than semicivilized;
gome of them are hardly less primitive
than they were a hundred and fifty years
ago; but many of them have made rapid
progress along European lines, and some
have become in every respect the intel-
lectual equals of the white man. It is the
great weakness of South Afriean Native
policy that the law in effect places all
Natives on the same plane, that of the
semicivilized.

The white man’s problem has not been
made any easiér by the insistent ery in
some quarters for equsl political rights
for all. Many consider that equal polit-
ical rights for all in South Africa is at
present just not practical, for millions
of its adult population have the mental
development of children. Responsible
non-European leaders appreciate this,
among such ones being Mr. Manilal
(andhi, son of the Mahatma, But 1t is
difficult to justify denial of full politieal
rights to Mr. Ghandi and other educated
and enltured men among the Indian,
Colored and Native communities.

Overseas observers have dubbed the
Nationalists “Nazi zealots” and fascists.
Tt is troe that during the second world
war the Nationalists openly hoped for
and expected a German victory. It istrue,
too, that their leaders flirted with certain
extreme Afrikander organizations, such
as the Qssewa Brandwag, which loudly
proclaimed the virtues of the Nazi State.
And it is true that almost the first offi-
cial act of the new government was to
liberate certain ones who had been sen-
tenced to long terms of imprisonment for
wartime sabotage and treasonable acts
on behalf of Nazi Germany. But it is still
doubiful whether the new governmment
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can rightly be ealled totalitarian in out-
look. 1t 1s.a fact that the desire which
many Afrikanders had for a German vie-
tory was inspired not so mueh by a love
of Germany but by a hatred of Britain.

Nevertheless, there is little likelihoed
of South Afriea’s seceding from the Em-
pire. Germany, whom the Nationalists in
company with many others throughout
the world once regarded as the main bul-
wark agaimst Bolshevism, is gone. The
Nationalists, hating Communism even
more than they onee hated Britain, now
look to the West, to the British Empire
and America for protection from the Red
peril, and the new government has open-
1y recognized the political, cvonomie and
strategic value to South Africa of her
place in the Empire, |

But the apartheid theory does contain
a threat to the peace and unity of the
Empire. For while there may be doubts
as to the economie soundness and ethical
rightness of apartheid it cannot bhe
doubted that any attempt to put it into
practice will occasion grave national and
mternational reaction. Within South
Afriea itself apartheid would bring to
open flame racial bitternesses and antag-
onisms already smoldering ominously,
while in the wider councils of the world
South Africa would have to face univer-
sal criticism and disapproval.

For white and non-white South Afri-
cans alike one sentence in the National-
ist party’s pre-cleetion manifesto reads
ominousgly. In a statement outlining the
apartheid poliey, published on March 30,
Dr. Malan had this to say: “Churches
and societies which undermine the poliey
of apartheid and which propagate doc-
trines foreign to the natton will be
cheeked.” As the unofficial state religion
of South Africa is now Duteh Reformed
Calvinism, 1t 1s logical to assume that
any doctrine that confliets with the teach-
mgs of Calvin may be construed as being
“foreign to the nation” and a fit subjeet
for checking.—Awake! ecorrespondent in
South Africa.
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Not Responsible

for World’s Morals

THE clergy of Christendom’s hun-
dreds of religious denominations
disavow Jehoval’s witnesses and stout-
Iy aver that these were not ordained by
them, Good! say the witnesses,.for our
ordination is Seriptural; genuine min-
isters are not made by men or religious
clergy, but are made by God through
Christ. That was what the apostle I’aunl
claimed as true about himself. Theolog-
ical training at the feet of Rabbi Gama-
liel did not induet Paul into the Chris-
tian ministry. The gospel of which Paul
was a minister was not according to
man, and he did not get it of man, but
was taught it by the revelation of Jesus
Christ. (Gal. 1:11-17) We can thus see
that Panl was not a servant of the Jew-
ish organization that rejected Jesus
Christ. He was not a minister of Juda-
ism or “Jews religion” with its tradi-
tions of the religious fathers.

Today, like Paul, Jehovah’s witnesses
act separate from all the religtops or-
ganizations of Jewry and Christendom.
They are not ministers of the hundreds
of confusing religions of Christendom,
but are “ministers of the gospel”. With
this gospel they exclusively work. This
gospel, and not the wisdom and religious
ideas of men, they teach privately and
preach publicly. With this gospel they
are trained, instrueted and built up in
Christian faith with it. Aequaintance
with this true gospel, then a dedication
of themselves to make it known to oth-
ers, is what makes them gospel minis-
ters. They reject the religious traditions
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of Christendom as “old wives’ fables”
and profane.

1f those of us who are ministers spe-
cialize on the gospel, how cah we at all
dabble in the morality campaigns and
the politics of this world, or try to die-
tate what the movie industry shall pro-
duce or the cinemas show on the sereen,
or act as referccs in capital-labor dis-
mutes? We simply cannot. Those things
of this world are not our concern, We
cannot line up with the governor of Min-
nesota, who, at a Reformation Day cele-
bration in November of 1947, said pub-
licly: “We are personally responsible
for the political eonduct of our democ-
racy. 1f Christians in the United States
do not reverse their indifference to gov-
ernment, the. time may quickly come
when a decision will be forced upon them
as a result of our apathy. . . . they must
come forward to accept the obligation of
leadership and service in political and
civil life as never before in the history
of our nation.”—New York Times, No-
vember 3, 1947. .

Would Christ Jesus, would the apostle
Paul, heed that urgent warning or in-
vitation to entangle themselves with the
political affairs of this country, if they
were personally present here now? Not
if they stuck to the line of action that
they followed when on carth nineteen
centuries ago. Christ Jesus owned up to
no responsibility for the political con-
duet of any nation, but quietly said to
politician Pilate: “My realm does not be-
long to this world,” (John 18: 36, Mof-
fatt) And Paul wrote to Timothy: “En-
dure hardness, as a good soldier of Je-
sus Christ. No man that warreth en-
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tangleth himself with the affairs of this
life; that he may please him who hath
chosen him to be a soldier.” (2 Timothy
2:3,4) Both Jesus and Paul his faithful
imitator kept hands off this world's
running of its affairs and stuek to-the
ministry of the gospel. When Jesus
Christ was offered the charge of all the
political states of this world it was not
Jehovah Ged, but it was Satan the Devil,
“the god of this world,” that made the
offer to Christ Jesus on the terms that
Jesus fall down and worship the Devil

Because Jesus Christ was a minister
of God and devoted to the ministry of
the gospel, He refused to enter politics
in league with Satan the Devil. For hold-
ing to this neutral course He was foully
put to death by a political conspiracy.
But no blame ean be cast upon His min-
istry, as being fraudulent, If il papa of
Vatican City, who claims to be Christ’s
vicar, had instructed the Roman Cath-
olic clergy to follow Jesus’ example and

stick to the gospel, Monsignor Josef

MTiso would not have entered the polit-
ical office of president of Slovakia as a
protectorate of Adolf Hifler and have
taken part in slaughtering thonsands of
helpless Slovakian Jews, and all this
time being on good terms with the Vati-
ean, and finally appealing to Hitler for
military aid when the aliies were closing
in upon the Nazi forces. Condemned
after trial in conrt, Tiso was hanged as
a criminal and Nazi collaborator April 18,

1947. Just his being a Roman Catholic

priest did not earn for him a pardon.

By no means can God’s true ministers
of His gospel undertake to act as the
custodians of the morals of the state or
of the public community that upholds
such a political state, and try to put Je-
hovah (God in the state. We cannot by
making laws give people an injection of
righteousness and morality. Not even
the law of Moses could legislate right-
gousness into (od’s chosen people of
Israel. That Theocratic law could only
condemn thern -as natural-born sinners
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in Jehovah’s_sight and needing -redemp-
tion, redemption {through no political
legislation, but through Jesus’ blood.
The Roman Catholic priests that try to
influence legislation to inject their Ro-
man Catholic righteousness into the peo-
ple merely serve to legislate themselves
into power for controlling the commu:
nity, Catholie, Protestant and Jewish,
The apostle Paul knew better than to try
to act as custodian for the morals of the
people of Rome and other lands that
he visited. He said to the church at
Corinth which had a disgusting case of
fornication on its hands: “What have 1
to do to jJudge them also that are with-
out? do not ye judge them that are with-
in? But them that are without God judg-
eth.”—1 Cor, 5: 12, 13,

The apostle foretold that at the end
of this world, where we are now, the
nations would have dropped to their
lowest ebb, ereating most perilous times,
and that there would never be any im-
provement. (2 Timothy 3:1-13} The
failure of Christendom’s clergy to im-
prove the morality of the people of the
various political states proves theirs is
a losing fight, because it is no business
of a true minister of God. Why, the true
ministers of His Word cannot even foree
the gospel of salvation upon anyone; and
it 1s only through that gospel that any
person attains to real righteousness and
morality in God’s sight. How, then, can
Christendom’s ministers of religion hope

"to regulate the morality of the polit-

ical state and fo legislate uprightness
into the people that do not accept and
obey the gospcl of God in Christ Jesus?
‘They cannot. Jehovah’s witnesses are
well instrueted in that gospel. They do
not let themselves be fooled into joining
the religious clergy in that futile effort
which does not have God’s approval or
backing. Only God’s kingdom established
in the hands of Christ Jesns will bring
in a world completely moral and upright,
a new world, and not this old world made
over.
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American Bill of Rights

{Continued from page 8)
to the other groups of the community, often
becomes himself suspect. , .. Yes, it takes
courage to stand between an unpopular mi-
nority and the eommunity, insisting*that our
Bill of Rights was designed for the protcetion
of all people, whatever their race, creed or
‘political faith. The lawyer. may feel uncasy
when it seems that important elients may slip
away hecause of his attitude. The editor may
be tempted to stand mute by reason of the
views of important advertisers. Even the
clergyman may be under pressure fo hold his
tongue because of the influence of some of his
parishioners,

But those who are devoted to the demoeratie
ideal expressed in our Bill of Rights will take
the direct and daring course. Once they are
sure of their facts and know they are doing
right they will, like Altgeld, espouse the cause
of the victims of ignorance, prejudiee or pas-
gion. They, too, may be pilloried or cursed.
But institutions become great by the greatness
of the men who champion them, by the great-
ness of the advocaey that defends them,

-A people indifferent to their civil liberties
do not deserve to keep them and in this revo-
lutionary age may not be expected to keep
them long. A people who proclaim their eivil
liberties but extend them only to preferred
groups start down the path to totalitarianism,
They emulate either the dictatorship of the
Right or the dictatorship of the Left. In doing
this they erase a basie distinetion between our
system of government and totalitarianism,

To allow that to happen is to lose by de-
fault. Far better to lose pleading the cause of
decency and of justice, Then we win great-
ness even in defeat, and leave behind a rich
heritage for those who later rebuild on the
ashes of our lost hopes.

But there will be no failure if we adhcre
steadfastly to our faith. For the goal of peo-
ple of all ' races is toward a system which re-
gpects their dignity, frees their minds and
allows them to worship their God in their own
way. None has yet designed an article of po-
litical faith more suited to those ends than
our own Bill of Rights.
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Vigilant Ones

The foregoing establishes the worth
of the American Bill of Rights, particu-
larly the first of those ten amendments.
The wisdom of having these freedom
guarantees in wrifing, and having them
interpreted by the courts, iz also mani-
fest. Legislatures and executives are
frequently subjected to political pres-
sures, are sensitive to arguments of ex-
pedieney, are responsive to psuedoe-pa-
triotic pleas. All this makes it diflicult
for the individual, especially of an un-
popular minority, to protect himself, By
the very nature of their appointment
members of the legislatures, as well as
some executives, are representatives of
the majority. It may be politically dan-
gerous for them to champion the rights
of minorities. But with the courts inter-
preting the rights guaranteed to all per-
sons there is more hope for justice. As
Mr. Justice Chapman of the Florida
Court of Appeals said, in Wilson v. Eus-
sell (1941): “A eourt in the discharge of
duty under our system is required to be
oblivious to public elamor, partisan de-
mands, notoriety, or personal popular-
ity and to interpret the law fearlessly
and impartially so as to promeote justice,
inspire confidence and serve the publie
welfare.” Hence a tribunal can dispense
justice better than a hody that is obliged
to keep one eye on the public press and
the other on the ballot box.

But before the courts can safeguard
liberties, vigilant ones must challenge
those who would eneroach thereon. None
have been more vigilant in this regard
than Jehovak’s witnesses. Their fight for
freedom has piled high faverable court
decisions bulwarking civil liberties for
all. They have helped establish not only
what may be said in the exercise of free
speech and press, but also how it may be
disseminated to an audience. They have
kept these freedoms tax-frec and license-
free. Truth may not bé choked oft be-
canse it offends some others or 15 con-
troversial. It penetrates to all corners of
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the nation, by virtue of decisions won
against company-owned towns. More-
over, the Witnesses have advanced the
cause of free worship by their victory
in the flag-salute case. Forced salutes
could lead to oppressive regimentation,
and the eventual forced heiling of a vari-
ety of Hitlers, Also, if vigilant fighting
had not turned back the attempt to brand
Jehovah’s witnesses seditious bececause
they advocate God’s kingdom, then other
religions groups supporting that king-
dom could be similarly convicted. Tt is
as Judge Edward F. Waite said in an
article in the Minnesota Law Review
{1944) entitled “The Debt of Constitu-
tional Law to Jehovah’s witnesses”:

‘It is plain that present eonstitutional guar-
antecs of personal liberty, as authoritatively
interpreted by the United States Supreme
Court, are far broader than they were before
the spring of 1938; and that most of this en-
largement is to be found in the thirty-one
Jehovah’s witnesses cases (sixteen deciding

opinions) of which Lovell v. City of Griffin
was the first. If ‘the blood of the martyrs is
the seed of the Chureh’, what is the debt of
Constitutional Law to the militant persistency
—or perhaps 1 should say devotion—of this
strange group?

In the TUnited States freedom-lovers
have a goed fighting chance to preserve
their liberties through their written Bill
of Rights. The United States affords the
individual more protection of his per-
sonal freedoms against governmental en-
croachment, state or federal, than that
available in any other of the United
Nations. By appealing to the Bill of
Rights, invoked through judicial review,
any exercise of power by the executive
or legislature can be serutinized by the
eourts and weighed on the scales of free-
dom. The Ameriean Bill of Rights has
thus proved its worth. Why should not
the citizens of any one of the other Unit-

“ed Nations have their personal rights

made as legally secure?

iGN Y APy

“A Better World Tomorrow”

has been promised the people by political, commereial and religions
leaders. But the people get no joy therefrom because, like clouds with-
out rain, these men have never been able to bring their promises and
‘schemes to reality. A power higher than men 1s needed to resolve earth’s
complicated problems and make the world of tomorrow a better one,
one which will bring joy to all the people. But such a world will come,
and it will bring joy to all who dwell in it. What it will be ‘and how it
will be established is set forth in the booklet The Joy of All the People.
TTee the coupon below to obtain a copy for yourself and for your friends.

——mrn e et -l

MATCITIOWER

317 Adams St

Brookive 1, M. Y.

[ ¥ am enclosing e for my copy of The Joy of AUl the People.
] I am enclesing 50¢ for 15 copies of The Joy of AU the People.
[] I am enclosing $1.00 for 30 capics of The Joy of All the People.

Name

City
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War of Words in U, N.
& The United Natlons, belying
its pame, is at its assernblies a
hattlaground for a war of words,
This perennial conflict broke ouf,
afresh as the third General As-
sembly convened at PParis on
September 21, Present were 6K}
secretariat members from Lake
Success together with 600 othets
hired in TFurope. About 100
‘correspondents, from some 43
cotxntries, were there to cover the
meetings. The 58 natjonal dele-
gation® on hand represented
three-fifths of the earth’s sur-
face, and four-8fths of ity people,
Farly in the sessions of the
assembly U. 8. Secretary of State
Marshall made a speech and said
that American patience should
not be mistiken for wepkness,
and that no hasic principles
would be set aside to reach an
agreemient with Russin. Russia's
delegate Vishingky rteplied two
days later saying that Russia
gought co-operation with all na-
tions but that the T0. 8. followed
a "poliey of expansion and real-
ization of plans for world dom-
Ination™ He aceused the U. 8, of
plannltg the use of atomle bombs
for the destruction of Moscow,
Leningrad and other great Rus-
slan cities. Apart from hearing
speeches the Assembly decided
upon its agenda. Russia opposed
the ipclusion of veports of the
Balkanr and Korean Commis-
sions, the proposals of the "L
tle Assembly”, and a motion con-
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demning Russia’s refusal to al-
low Russian women who have
married foreign Thoashands  to
leave the country, Prominent on
the program were consideration
of the Talestine questlion, the
Berlin impasse, the {Greek prob-
lem, the Indonesian trouble, and
the Trieste govercorship.

Berlin Crists Continues

& The foreign ministers ¢f the
Western Big Three, Britain, the
U.4% and France, on Septem-
her 20 held eritical meetings at
I'aris in regard to the DBerlin
erisis. They decided by the fol-
lowing day to send an 1rgent
megsiige to the Kremlin, which
was done on Wednesiay, denti-
cal notes golng to the Soviet am-
bazsadors in Washington, Lon-
don and Paris, The Roviet re-
plied with unusual prompiness
and by the end of that week
preparations were wnder way in
I'aris tor a2 meeting of the Big
Three's ministers to discuss Rus-
gia’s reply, which called for Rus-
gian centrol of air transport into
Berlin. On September 26 the min-
jsters drafted a gpeedy reply.
Briefly, they said, Nothing doing,
“Identic notifications” were ac-
cordingly sent to the 17, N., charg-
ing that the Russian plockade of
Berlin and attendant difficulties
were & “threat to the peace” of
the world. And one wonders what
peace.

French Strife
@ Three worker demonstrators

who had clashed with Paris po-
[ice the previous day were sen-
tenced fo jall terms on Septem-
ber 18. Widespread Iabor pro-
tests followed. Seven persons
held for attacking the police
had thelr sentences postponed,
the judge maying, "“All French-
men have the right to demon-
strate, but they must do so in
an erderly fashion.”

Further disturbances have re-
sulted from the conflict between
Communists and DNe Ganlliats,
who feught a pltched pattle at

~ Vizllle September 18. Another

ight occurred on the 18th, ac-
companied by machine-gtin and
revolver fire, A Communist was
killed and many of the demon-
strators  were wounded. The
clash arose over a counterdemon-
stration by Communists immedi-
ately after M. de Gaplle had
mzde a speech at Grenoble. The
same day the National Assembly
nassed a bill to provide eighty
billion franes in new tax re-
ceipts, De Gaulle was charged
{Beptermher 22 with mwaintaln-
ing a 15,000-man private police
force; bt & spokesman for the
party sald they were merely
milltant mewbers chosen to see
that Communilsts did pot prevent
the general from making speech-
es, The French National Assem-
By, whick has trouble agreeing
on auything, flnally, on Septem-
her 23, voied to postpone lecal
elections from OQctober to March,
in view of the troubled condi-
twns. On the 25th clashes be-
tween De Gaulllats and Commu-
iR o0k pnee i Taris 4D
were wornded as Communists in-
vaded a rally of De Gaulle's
party.

Brussels Ajliance

@ At the close of a two-day
meeting of the pational defensze
ministers of France, Britain,
the Netherlands, Belgium and
Luxembourg, on September 28,
announcement was made of the
formation of a permanent com-
mon 1oilitary orghnization for
the defense of Western Europe.
The “DBrussels Alliance” was
signed by representatives of the
five powers, British Field Mar
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ghall Wiscount Montgomery was
chosen as first chairman of the
permanent defense organization.
A plun for military ald to West-
ern Europe will be one of the
first problems to be submitied
‘to the Bighty-first U. 8. Congress
in January.

Speech from the Throne’

® Queen Juliana for the first-
time addressed the Dutch par-

liament from the throne oo Sep:
tember 21, gutlining the policy to

be followed by the recently

formed coalitien government un- -
der Willem IDirees, Socialist pre-

mier, The queen said that the

country's defenmive strength at

ses and in the alr had been dove-

tailed into the joini derfense pat-

tern of the Western Buropean

Union, a move which the pre-

carions state of the nation's

Enances had made inevitable,

Europe Receives $123,532,663
& The U.8, in the third week
of September sent $123,552,684 to
nine BEuropean countries to carry
on the battle for European re-
covery. Allotments ineluded &12,-

400,000 for T. 8. ecotton destined .

for Blzonal Germany. Authoriza-
tiens for a1 partleipating Kuro-
pean countrles and China total
$1,800,425,810 as of Septembear 22, .

Italy’s Cost of Living

@& Tt was reported in September
that over the period of one
month hagie items of a family
budget for heatfing nand entimge
have gone up more than 60 per-
cent in Italy. The people are
calling on the rather nonchslant
De Gasperi government to ex-
plain how they will exist thls
winter.

Italy’'s Anti-Red Union

& The Cuatholic Associatlon of
Italian VYWorkers congress in
Rome, on Heptember 17, voted
581,000 to 40,000 to form an anti-
Communist labor movement
which would be free of Commu-
nigt [nfluetce’as wall us of narty
domipation of any kind. It iz re-
ported that the Communist-
dominated General Confederation
of Labor has dropped from ahout
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7,000,000 to some 5,000,000 mem
bers ic the 1ast few months.

Death of Medlator

@ The vlcious slaying of Count
Bernadotte on September 17
shocked the world. The T, N, me-
diator, accompanied by an aide,
Colonel Serot, was passing
through Jerusalem. There were
three cara. Coming inte the Jew-
izh section the party was stopped
at the foot of the ITil of Tvil
Council. A  jeep wag parked
across the road. Two menp got
out and with a machine gun at
close tange shot Count Berna-
dotte and his aide, then fled, The
atrocious deed was charged o a
gegment of the Stern gung which
has heen gpersting In Palestine
with impunity. Awidespresad
search for the killers was inwgti-
tuted and 200 Sternizts were
placed under arrest. The Jewish
government at long last outlawed
the terrorist organizations, At
the cloge of the month the &tern
gang leader was apprehended.

Palestine in the T. N.

@ 'The murder of Count Folke
Bernadotte pushed the I'alestine
nuestion to the forefront in U, N,
deliberations at Paris, The
Swedish dQelagation to that body
wad conspicnous, dresgsed in
mourning hecause of the assassi-
nation. The count had finished a
report on the Palestine prablem
ghortly before hilas death. It {n-
cludet & new partition plan,
which was presented to the 1. N.
General Asgembly on  Septem-
her 20, It called for recogmition
of the Jewish state, but made
some important boundary chang-
es, YWestern Galllee was to be
given te the Jews, but most of
the Negeb to the Arabs; Fialfg
was to he a free port within the
state of Israel, Lydda a free air-
port in Arib territory, Jerugalem
was to be U, N, controlled, with
gafeguards for the protection of
raligious - sltes #nd rights. The
report indicated that since nei-
ther faction wozld be Hkely to
arree on gny proposed plan, the
1. N. should devide the matter
and then enforce its declsion.

India Takes Hyderabad

@ As ‘the Security Council of.
the U.N. on Beptember 16 for-
mally voted to put the India-
Hyderabad conflict on the apen-
da, Indian armored columnps
were within 50 miles of Hydera-
bad’s eapital. The princely atate
surrendered the next day and the
nizam (ruler} ordered Hydera-
bad representatives at the U, N,
not to preas their protest against
India. The 100-hour war hetween
the priocely state and the Indian
dominion had come to an end.
“1 am opening a new chapter of
Triendliness with TIndia,” sa&id
the nizam in & hroadeast. Prime
Minister Nehlirn, of Indiu, gaid
Hyderabad would be under In-

Cdian mllitgry govermineny pntil

‘normzlity was restored’. A con-
stituent gssembly would be elect-
ed to deride the political future
of the state.

Assassination in Burma

@ U Tin Tuot of Burma, anti-
Communist leader and former
foreigcn minister, dled Septem-
ber 19 as the result of the ex-

" plesion the day before of a4 bomb

placed in hiz car by the pssas-
sins. Burma is torn by internal
strife. Two Comrounist groups
are fighting each other, ag well
a& the government, and an op-
rigsing of the Karen population
is causing additional perplexity.

Indonasian Uprlsing

& The Indonesian problem was
complicated in mid-September by
the civil strlfe precipitated by
Communigt forces. Premier Mo-
hammed Hatta bitterly de-
nounced the Communist party in
Parliament, aeccusing them of
trying to “drag the Republic into
a Soviet-American global con-
fHict”. He stated that Russia had
aftered ftg course seven (fmes
sinee 1017, “now turning left,
now rlght,” and he saw no reason
why Indonesia should follow fts
dictates or example. Communist
forees, however, continued to
fight, and on Heptember 18 over-
threw the government of Java's
third largest c¢ity, Madiun, Pres-
ident Boekarno immediately pro-
claimed martial law throughout
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the republic. September 20 2
Communist-controlled radio in
Madiun proclaimed that the “So-
riet Republic of Java"” had been
established and that ‘the hour
for revolt had begun’, promising
at the same time “land for those
who work it". President Soekar-
no was glven unlimited powers
for three months, to deal with
the upriving. All left-wing news-
papers were bagned. SBeptem-
ber 30 government forces ansr
nounced the recapture of Maz-
diup. Several other cities occu-
pled by the Communlgts were
alsoe retaken,

Filipino Strife

@ The conftict between the Fili-
pino government and the rebel
Hukbalahaps has broken out
afresh and on a larger scale. The
leader of the guerrilla group,
Luis Tarue, turned agalnst the
goverement even though he had
previonsly ace¢epted President
Elpidio Quino’s offer of amnesty
on behalf of the 100,000 guerrillas,
The war now being fought on the
central plains of Luzon was esti-
mated in September to have re-
~ sulted in the loss of a thousand
lives nver a period of forty days

Puzzling Peron Plot

@& President Perdn, of Argentina,
personally accused a former U. 3.
Emhasay official, now In business
in Uruguay, of bheing the chief
plotter in an alleged “‘capitalist”
conspiracy to kill him and Sefiora
Perdn. Perdn made the most of
the occasion by delivering zn
impassioned balcony apeech. It is
alleged that Perdn .is having
trouble at home, and so is trying
to divert attention from the
domestic difficulties by attacking
foreigners. The details of the
“plot” were vague, and the ifi-
direct implication that the T. 8,
wug involved has led to bad feel-
ing agalnst that country. Gener-
ally the speech was considered a
bit of drama that was staged to
tarn Argentinian dissatishiction
in another direction, away from
home affairs. On September 206
the Catholic churches offered
specigl prayvers of thanks that
the puzzling plet had been folled.
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Indeed, it seems to have heen
folled even before the alleged
plotters thought of it.

Peary Cachs

& A Navy and Coast Guard ex-
pedition returning from the Are-
tic in late Beptember brought
back handwritten records left in
the polar regions more than forty
years ago by Commander Robert
E. Peary, discoverer of the north
pole. Peary had found, and
ciched along with his own state-
ment, documents left by a Brit-
ish expedition in 18753-1878. The
cairn containing the papers was
located at Cape Sheridan, which
ig 4560 mllea from the north pole.

Draft Registration

@& Selectlve Servlee stated at
‘the cloge of September that
8,584,663 men, 18 through 23
vears of age, had registered for
the peacetime Jdraft. The final
figures covered all states and
territories of the 1. 8. Single,
non-veteran and childless mar-
ried men, ‘18 throvgh 25, total
only 2,147,813,

Huge Graln Supply Stored

@& The Department of Agricul-
ture on September 23 reported
that farmers had stored more
than 160,000,000 bushels of this
vear's graing under the U. 8.
price support programs. Wheat
made up over 97 percent of the
total. At Sel Wenatchee, Wash.,
a quarter of a million dollars'
worth of wheat was lying on the
ground because there were not
sufficient elevator storage facil-
ities available,

Super-Supersonlc Speeds

@& Secretury of the Air Force W,
Stuart Symington on Septem-
her 25 announced attainment by
1. 8. fliers of speeds “hundreds
of miles faster than the speed of
gsound”. 1lle also mentioned a Jet
bomber that outpaced its jet
_fighter escorts, which 18 going
some.  Alr Force offlcers con-
firmed the fact that a tiny test
plane, the Bell X5-1, had flown
at the incredible speed mentioned
by Mr. Symington.

Ram-Jet Misslle Speed

& The National Advisory Com-
mitiee Tor Aercnauntics revealed
on September 28 that great
gtrides had been made in soper-
sonic speed engine rezearch,
which included a ram-jet test
missgile ciocked at over 1600
m.p.h. in drop tests, Application
of the engine is expected to be
limited for some years to guided
misslles and bombes, since it does
not atiain actual efficiency until
it reaches double the speed of
sound.

U. 8, Air Fores Day

& Air Foree Day was ohserved
Heptember 18 all over the 11, 8. -
and in other paris of the world
where U. 8. occeupation forces
exist. Ainerican fliers set npew
vegords and demonstrated huge
bombers, jet fighters, transports
and other -new ty¥pes of planes.
It was the first anniversary of
the Air Force as &n independent
arm of the Natlonal Military
Eztabilshment, From U. 8. bases
In Japan and Germany came B-20
superfortresses, flying as far as
5,000 mileg in dawn-to-dusk
flights, to participate in make-
believe bomblng of T 8. clties
along the cogsts and Inland.

Cat Has 100 Kittens!

@ Muifet, an 11-year-cld, Moul-
trie, Ga., cat had 100 kittens as
of September 19, P.5, The kit-
teng did not all! come at once,
but over a ten-year period.

Florida Hurricane

@ While, due to general precau-
tions, only three lives were lost
in the IFlorida hurricane of late
September, a crop and property
damgge that covld not he fore-
stalled totaled $26,000,000.

Typhoon in Japan

@ A typhoon which struck in
the vicinity of Tokyo  Septem-
ber 16 was believedl to have
caused more than 104K deaths.
Large areas were flcoded and the
inhabitunts of towns were
obligedd to evamuate their homes,
taking their belongings with
them.
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Who Are Jehovah’s Witnesses?

Tn almost every eommunity Jehovah's witnesses
are regularly ealling at the homes of the people.
Regardless of the season, you will see them; on the
streets, at the homes, on the public platform. But
why? What is their purpose? Who are they? While
Jehovah’s witnesses would be glad to answer your
questions personally, this may not always be con-
venient for you. Rather than allow your yuestions
to go unanswered or depend upon the opinions of
the nninformed, may we make a suggestion?

Read “Let God Be True”

This handsome 320-page volume contains a chapter
devoted to the question “Who Are Jehovah’s Witnesses?”
Here you may read the facts concerning their origin, pur-
pose and teachings. Other chapters discuss in an interesting
and understandable manner the primary doctrines of the
Bible, “Let God Be True”, in upholding God’s word as true,
has brought comfort to the thousands who have already
read it. Tt will bring comfort to you, too. You may obtain
‘a copy direct from the publishers and learn more about the
Bible in your own home,

A copy of “Let God Be True” and the booklet Permanent Governor
‘of All Nations will be sent to you postpaid on a contribution of 35c.
If you desire, the next time one of Jehovah's witnesses calls, yon may
digenss its contents without any cost or obligation.

ot [Pt 3 At e

WATCHTOWER 117 Adams St, Brooklyn 1, N. ¥.

Ploase rend the book “ILet God Be Trae” and the free hooklet Permanent Governor of All Nations
for the enclozed 35c.
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