
Despite the current outpouring of disarmament 
proposals from both sides in the Cold War, agree- 
ment on meaningful international inspection and 
control of arms is not yet “a realistic prospect.” 
This conclusion is reached in “The Diplomacy of 
Disarmament,” the current (January) issue of In- 
ternational Conciliation, a quarterly publication 
issued by the Carnegie Endowment for Internn- 
tional Peace. 

Citing highlights in the discouraging history 01 
disarmament negotiations since World War 11, thc 
author, Joseph Nogee, political science professor 
at  the University of Houston, contends that coli- 

trols of the sort the West demands would, from 
the Soviet point of view, threaten to subvert the 
Soviet system. The question, he says, “is whether 
any clisarmament agreement is possible that will 
appear to the dSSR to be worth this cost.” 

With the poGible exception of cessation of nu- 
clear testing, Professor Nogee is pessimistic about 
future progress in regulating armaments. He con- 
cedes that the “external pressures of world opinion 
.tnd the internal pressures of an increasingly bur- 
densome arms race” could just possibly be enough 
to force real progress on the issue. But he con- 
cludes that the only way to produce a genuinely 
satisfactory aims agreement “is to eliminate or 
mitigate thc political conflicts giving rise to 
tension.” 

“Birth Control and Public Policy” is the subject 
of an article in the February issue of Coninzentorg. 
The authors, Kingsley Davis and Judith Blake, 
have gathered a number of statistics on the extent 
to which birth control measures are favored by 
married couples in tlie United States and other 
countries. In the U.S., the authors note, the dis- 
cussion of the birth control issue and public policy 
was precipitated by the statement of the Americiln 
Roman Catholic bishops in November of liist year. 
thus raising important questions of civil libertics 
“I the relations between church and state. Thc 
authors believe that the tendency of the Catholic 
clergy to use “political pressure and legislative co- 
ercion @is] in the area of birth control somctinie\ 
Icd to what can be interpreted as an infringement 
of democratic values.’’ 

The article further states that, since “Catholics 
arc loyal to their country as well as to their church 
. . ‘. they inevitably share the democratic values 
of the community at large. The tension between 
church and state is therefore not a matter of con- 
flict between different groups of citizens-as it is 
frequently portrayed-but a tension within each 

individual and within wch group. Nothing brings 
this out more clearly than the birth control 
question.” 

Citing statistics that show a substantial accept- 
awe of “artificial” birth control techniques among 
Catholics, both in this country and abroad, the 
authors suggest that the bishops’ statement of 
Catholic opposition to the promotion of artificial 
birth prevention “rests on shaky foundations.” 

“By insisting that the faithful obey the official 
birth control doctrine,” the article continues, “the 
hierarchy risks alienating its own laity. I t  may 
conceivably escape this danger by continuing in 
the attempt to enforce its doctrine on evexybody, 
for the consequent resentbent of others at such 
enforcement might in that case be directed against 
all Catholics, who would then be defensively 
clriven to identify with the clergy. Mindful of the 
high price in national disunity that a situation of 
that kind would involve, the American Catholic 
clergy may eventually decide to temper its mili- 
tancy in the matter of birth control. This need not 
mean n change of doctrine; it would require only 
a willingness to stop trying to enforce the Catholic 
view through legislation and pressure.” 
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As :i gesture toward the improvement of rela- 
tions between Catholics and Protestants, two lead- 
ing religious journals have simultaneously pub- 
lished an essay by Robert McAfee- Brown entitled 
“Rules for the Dialogue.” Dr. Brown’s article, 
which appears in The Christian Century of Febru- 
ary 17 and The Commonweal of February 19, at- 
tempts to establish what he calls ‘ h l f  a dozen 
possible ground rules” for fruitful dialogue between 
Protestants and Catholics. 

Dr. Brown’s suggestions, offered here without 
the clear exylication which his text provides, are: 
(1) Each partner must believe that the other is 
speaking in good faith. (2) Each p a h e r  must 
have a clear understanding of his own faith. (3 )  
Each partner must strive for a clear unclerstanding 
of the faith of the other. (4 )  Each partner must 
accept responsibility in humility and penitencc for 
what l i s  group has done, and is doing, to foster 
and perpetuate division. ( 5 )  Each partner must 
forthrightly face the issues which cause separation, 

, as wcll as ‘those which create unity. ( 6 )  Each 
partner must recognize that all that can be done 
with the dialogbe is to offer it up to God. 

This iast rule, which Dr. Brown calls “the most 
important of all,” enjoins US “to proceed in faith 
and hope and love,” in “the atmosphere of prayer.” 
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