| Apeil 9, 1919,
lr, Relph M. Basley, . oy
Pational Civic Federation Review,
New York Citys
Doar Sirs ! |
An article in tho issue of your Review for March 25th, ene
titled "Radicsls iislesd Clmrchos about Lebor," contains gome swoope
ing eriticisms of the Ratinﬁal Cathelic '.';'ar Couneil reconstruction
Progromie

Ve have no desire t0 engage in a controversy over the morits of
the programs It gpesks for itsel? end justifies iteelf, Vo want,
however, to oomof a fow misconeeptions.. You say tl;nt the prograu
"is ouly the expression of the opiniom of the gemtlemen signing the
document and has no officiasl ganction.” That is not true. ' The Bishops
pigned 1t, not os individuals, but £8 the Administrative Committes of
the National Catholic Var Councile As suchy thoy are the anthorized
representatives of the Catholic Hierarchy. |

You find fault with the program for not nm.:timing the recon-
struction proposals of the imericsn Pederetion of Lsbor and of the
Indnstrial Conference Board, but nelther of those had appesred whon
| * the Bishops' program was written. You intimate thut the genoral
policies of the American Federatien of Labor are woll kmown and should
have been noticeds But the Bishops weroe not dlsocussing the general

policles of ony organisations They deal wﬁth the opinions of othors



2e .

only in so far as those had Ifomd. e.prossion in formcl programs of recongtruction, and
the only documents of this sort that had been issued by laber in the United States wp
to tha time that they wrete were tho declaretions of the state and eity foderations
which they citeds In tho same way they noted the declaration of te National Chomber
of Commerce becsuse thot was the enly reconstraction statement them svailable from
employers, and there are more Gllp‘ltWBrI in the Natlonal Chamber of Commerde than in any
o%hér organization in America.

' You complain that the Bishops have mado recormendations which are at m-mu
with tho policies of the imericen Pederation of Labors Joll. the Bishops were suhng
their own views =nd PrOgTile wmle mthhising ﬁ%ﬂdﬂﬂn‘ the fundamentel
aims and views of lzber, theywnmmmohlisedtemptan ite opinions than those
of organlzed capitals : , 2

Tho heading of your article is not exactly complimentery te the Bishops. They
have sufficlent intelligence and sufficlent kmowlodge of social thowght and cmuim
to protm thomselves against belng "migled by mtcah.

Your statement that g certain untezwo in the program "sganis as if the Come
mittee wore somewhat regretful thot we are not more ready for revolutionary m::gu."
is é entiraly gratultous bit of iaterprotation, \

In your concluding paragraph, you say that "the chmrches sre ell controlled
tyhardnoftrﬁstm.mﬂeupmrgéwa:mmumﬂ In tho Cutholde church the
control is in the hands of tho Pope and the Bishopse

Very truly yours,

¢ Secretary
COMEITTEE OX ZRCONSTRUCTION



