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LIKE IT IS IN ZIMBABWE. According to WABC-TV, 
that is. More precisely, according to Gil Noble on his 
special report on Zimbabwe on March 19. The 
program was remarkable. The only persons enlisted 
to tell us what is now going on in Zimbabwe were the 
very able journalist Les Payne, who had just re- 
turned from a three-month stay in Southern Africa, 
and the co-leaders of the guerrilla force there, 
Robert Mugabe and Joshua Nkomo. Notably and 
deliberately absent was anyone to represent the 
views of Bishop Muzorewa, Mr. Sithole, or Senator 
Chirau, the three black leaders who were sub- 
sequently sworn in as co-leaders of the provisional 
government of Zimbabwe. 

Mugabe and Nkomo reiterated their familiar posi- 
tions: they represented the people of Rhodesia; 
arrangements should be made between them and 
Britain, not between Ian Smith and Muzorewa; they 
should be in control in the interim preceding elec- 
tions because if Britain were in contrsl “there is a 
possibility that rigging might take place; the Western 
press has concocted the fiction that Muzorewa has 
support among the people. 

None of these views was contested by Gil Noble. 
Acknowledging that some viewers might ask “why 
we have not presented a more balanced report,” he 
said that the Smith regime was illegitimate, that 
Muzorewa’s support had deteriorated, that the 
Mugabe-Nkomo option had received less coverage 
than the Ian Smith option, and that there would have 
to be many more programs like his before a balance 
could be achieved. 

Having just been told that it was impossible for a 
white reporter in Zimbabwe, no matter how skilled or 
well-intentioned, to cover the situation, Gil Noble 
exhibited remarkable confidence that it could be 
done from New York. Such confidence is not likely to 
be shaken by the fact that large, exuberant crowds 
turned out on a recent drizzly Sunday to hear Bishop 
Muzorewa. Or by the fact that the present internal 
settlement is a first step toward black rule. Or by the 
fact that Mugabe and Nkomo have liberally spread 
their message to the U.N., to many receptive church 
organizations in this country, to Andy Young and 
Vice-president Mondale. Or by the fact that .... At 

this point I advise my readers to turn to Richard 
Neuhaus’s article on Zimbabwe in these very same 
pages. 

THE ISSUE IS SIN, NOT SEX. We’re no longer 
surprised to see intelligent and apparently educated 
people make such a gross error. In a more theologi- 
cally informed period than our own Matthew Arnold 
was guilty of just this blunder. Today it is perpetrated 
not only in lesser journals across our country but 
with some regularity in the pages of the New York 
Times. When we encounter it in these publications, 
we are saddened but no longer surprised. But in the 
pages of Commonweal, an intellectual Catholic 
journal that one expects to keep an attentive check 
on such matters? And in an issue that contained an 
excellent article by Herbert McCabe on the Incarna- 
tion? Say it isn’t so. Alas, it’s all too true. 

The offending sentence in which the error occurs 
is the opening line of a movie review: “It’s as if 
Werner Herzog’s films have come into my mind by 
an immaculate conception-as i f  I had been 
touched by them with the tongues of fire.” The poor 
writer has tripped on his metaphor and-like so 
many others-has confused sin with sex. To be 
more explicit: “immaculate conception” refers to the 
doctrine that Mary, the mother of Jesus, was con- 
ceived free from original sin. It is often confused, as 
it is here, with parthenogenisis, i.e., virgin birth and 
with the doctrine that Jesus was born of a virgin, 
Mary. To be redundantly explicit: In the term “im! 
maculate conception,” immaculate means free from 
original sin, not the absence of sexual intercourse. 

Odd, that in a time as permissive as our own it is 
so easy for people to believe that it is not sin but sex 
which maculates. 0 tempora, 0 mores, 0 Com- 
mon weal! 

THE HIGH PRICE OF ECUMENISM. Target, the 
independent Christian newspaper published in 
Nairobi, Kenya, reports the latest horror story from 
Idi Amin’s Uganda. It seems that thousands of 
Muslims are now fleeing into the neighboring coun- 
tries of Zaire and Sudan, fearing reprisals by 
Uganda Christians. Reprisals for what? According 
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to Target, Muslims had in recent months been taking 
over Christian-owned businesses and farms in the 
Masaka coffee-growing area. They accused Chris- 
tians of complicity in the recent assassination of 
Shaban Kalolo, a prominent Muslim businessman 
and member of the State Research Bureau (Ugan- 
da’s official bully boys). Christians have long feared 
that Amin is determined to turn the country into a 
Muslim state, even though Muslims are no more 
than a million in a population of twelve million. Now, 
in what may indicate some lack of control on Amin’s 
part, the Christians are getting back at the expro- 
priating Muslims in the Masaka region. There is 
perhaps a bright side to all this, although it is 
admittedly ambiguous. Historically, says Target, 
Protestant and Roman Catholic Christians in 
Uganda have been, sometimes literally, at one 
another’s throats. “The Catholic-Protestant en- 
mities have died and the two now stand together to 
face the new challenge [from the Muslims].” There 
must be a better road to Christian unity. 

FASCISM OF A THIRTIETH KIND. The Chinese 
journal Hsinhua’ has now added to the multifarious 
meanings of “fascism” in political discourse. Ac- 
cording to a February issue of Hsinhua, the super- 
Maoists of the radical Cultural Revolution were all 
along marching under false banners. Their terrorism 
and brutal methods of interrogation were, we are 
now told, “fascist savage acts.” As Anthony James 
Joes points out in this issue (see “The Fascist 
Century”), you can’t tell a movement by its label. 

A CHICAGO DECLARATION OF CHRISTIAN 
CONCERN. About the middle of last December a 
group of Catholic lay and religious leaders drew up a 
statement in which they expressed concern for 
some directions the Catholic Church had taken 
since the end of Vatican I I .  There were a number of 
observations and comments that recommended the 
Declaration to us. But to seize upon only two points. 
The Declaration said: 

During the last decade especially, many priests 
have acted as if the primary responsibility in the 
Church for uprooting injustice, ending wars and 
defending human rights rested with them as or- 
dained ministers. As a result they bypassed the 
laity to pursue social causes on their own rather 
than enabling lay Christians to shoulder their own 
responsibility. These priests and religious have 
sought to impose their own agendas for the world 
upon the laity. Indeed, if in the past the Church 
has suffered from a tendency to clericalism on the 
right, it may now face the threat of a revived 
clericalism-on the left. 

theoretical and practical. The second point is con- 
tained in the following excerpt: 

As various secular ideologies, including com- 
munism, socialism and liberalism, each in turn, 
fail to live up to their promise to transform radi- 
cally the human condition, some Christians seek 
to convert religion and the Gospel itself into 
another political ideology. Although we also 
yearn for a new heaven and a new earth, we insist 
that the Gospel of Jesus Christ by itself reveals no 
political or economic program to bring this about. 
Direct appeals to the Gospel in order to justify 
specific solutions to social problems, whether 
domestic or international, are really a betrayal of 
the Gospel. The Good News calling for peace, 
justice and freedom needs to be mediated 
through the prism of lay experience, political 
wisdom and technical expertise. Christian social 
thought is a sophisticated body of social wisdom 
which attempts such a mediation, supplying the 
middle ground between the Gospel on the one 
hand and the concrete decisions which Christians 
make on their own responsibility in their everyday 
life. 
With this we have no quarrel. In fact it is the 

combination of political wisdom an& technical 
expertise-using that term in a broad sense-that, 
I’m told, the editors attempt to bring into the pages of 
this journal. 

The Declaration has aroused much interest, and 
Notre Dame University has offered itself as the site 
of a national conference to further the expected 
discussion and debate that will necessarily follow. 
Obviously those people from the Second City have 
expressed more than parochial concerns. 

MILITARY BUDGETS AND SOCIAL NEEDS. 
“Every gun that is made, every warship launched, 
every rocket fired, signifies, in a final sense, a theft 
from those who hunger and are not fed, those who 
are cold and are not clothed” ( Eisenhower in 1953). 
And if you’re looking for a small, understandable, 
informed statement of the present relation of social 
needs of countries around the world to military 
budgets, the pamphlet by Ruth Leger Sivard is 
probably for you. Ms. Sivard was formerly chief 
economist for the U.S. Arms Control and Disarma- 
ment Agency (ACDA), and she continues to work in 
the field of military and social expenditures. 

She offers an overview of what has happened 
around the world in arms costs, economic growth, 
adult literacy, health budgets, etc. Illustrated with 
appropriate diagrams, and all within twenty-five 
pages. One copy 50g. Less for multiple copies. 
Order from Public Affairs PamDhlets. 381 Park AV- 

We can think of significant exceptions to this, 
since we have ongoing examples of clergy and lay 
people working together in various programs spon- 
sored by the Council on Religion and International 
Affairs, the publisher of this journal. But if the 
generalization is true, it deserves attention, both 

enue South, New York, N.Y.’10016, and ask for 
Pamphlet No. 551. 
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