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Usiwwald Case Raises  F -7

By BISHOP FULTON J. SHEEN

From one point of view, it may have
haen woel that Oswald had his mortal coil
shufiied oif to go before the Judgment

Seat of God. Qrherwise, the naliedness of

tire American scul might have been re-
veaied; an embarrassing skeieton would
Fave srared at us froem our n2tional closet,
arnd 2 bar sintsier might have been etched
on cur ezzutcheon. Jus{ supnose he had
come to triall We have already daveioped
an American way of thinking which would
make it hard and certainly embarrassing
te have passed judzment on QOswald for
two Teasons: .

1. Fow c¢oul? we have found him
Yguily?? We no longer recognize that
word, Many of our educators have besn
butiling for years against that division
between “good and evil,” contending that
any charge agsinst 2 person on the ground
of moralily crestes a “guiit complex.”
Furthermare, what are the souctions of
sociely any way, but the sediment of so-
cizl tapoos, codes and commandments.

The restraint of the libido, it is said,
leads to frustrations. I, therefore, youth
wanis to give free play to the libido of
sext, why should not a4 man give free play
to another }ibido, namely, a gun? If
youths are allowed {6 wreck™ homes at
parties, 1o take dope and be exrused on
the ground that they did it "for kicks,"
then at what point do “kicks" fall unde-
the catepory of wrong? If it is agreed
- thet it is better to let evil out, than re-
préss it, cannot a defsnse lawver, on this
principle, have any criminal released, patr-
ticulariy since guilt is “sicknessp”

2. If Oswaid had coma te trial, | would
have boen hard on the sympatkizess with
Communism and Russia,  Grant that there
Fas bcen no proven connection betwesn

against a human persen or relizion. ‘acts
in character when it kills.

Some very embarrassing testimony
might have Deen brougit forward in a
trial of this kind. The Scviet Union knew
it (oo, for they immediatelv nrinted tne |
news that the President was kiiled by the
“right wing reacrionaries.” “Whar a guilty |
conscience! Why did they no. say he wxs
a Communist sympathizer, but we had
nothing 10 do with it?

The Soviet Unioo knew full well that
there is a cornection berweer a philosophy
of violence and violenca, herwveen a thaory
that free enterprise must be destroved and
the murder of iree men. Trs Saviet Union )
immediately erected another Berlin VWail,
saying: “He belorged to West Berlin, He
beleniged to the enemiss of Commuonism.”
Rarely, in modern political history has any
government been so ashamed of its jdeol-

ogy. e

. . .

IT MUST BE REP-ATE. again that the
point here, is not the relation between a
EOVernment and a criune, but between an
ideology and a crime. This is where it
touches Communism as much as the de-
n:al of guilt touches the American people,

The Communist considers faith in God
&5 4 product of econpmic method of pro-
duction which is based on private prop-
erty. On the other hand, a declining
American ethos assumes that a belief in
the moral [aw is a relic of Puritanism. If
Oswald had lived to sit in a prisoner’s
dock, we would have had to abandon two
false ideas that immorality and anti-moral- '_
ity are forms of sickness, znd that any
American who accepts Communist phiio-
sophy is as good as a citizen whe doas
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Oswald has gone to a dilfzrent kind of
trial, the one in which mrder is called
murder not sickness, and where atheism
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any Communists and the murder, thers is,
nevertheless, «n undoubted connecting be-
tween ihe Cominunist ideology and the as-
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L B sassination. Is called hate and not peace. In the mean. |

T - e ¢ . time, we American people might seriously 1

S ;| : , SUPFOSE a so-called religious man examine our thinking for s future trial, !

L : - maniiesied a similar hate and laid in wait and certainly a futura judgment, and ask 'i

S ‘ to KN, nne could not sav that his religion  ourselves if we are on the risht track in .

R preduced the act. Rather, it would have our national life by.coining the Eleventh '@

SR to De said that e acted against it. But a Cnmmandmeng which iscued from 2 high L

N philosophy of hate, when it is viclent  cour proclaiming: “Thou shalt not pray.” -
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