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acH YEAR for the next few years
E -—and as far ahead as we can
see — more than a million young
men and women will be uprooted
from their homes and their com-
munities and drafted or enlisted
into the armed forces. Another mil-
lion annually will be mustered back
into civilian life as service alumni.

A generation from now these
young men and young women will
be expected to provide the political,
the social and the economic leader-
ship of the nation. And the manner
in which they fulfill these expecta-
tions will depend to a large degree
on the imprints left upon their char-
acters by their tenure of service in
the armed forces.

This very obvious fact is the
source of increasing alarm among the
chaplains in all echelons of the
Army, the Navy, and the Air Force.
They believe that the most impor-
tant factor in building the character
of young men and women — their
spiritual life and guidance —is be-
ing badly neglected as far as those in
the armed forces are concerned.

&

A study of the situation reveals
that the armed forces themselves,
the Congress, and the public must
all share some of the blame. But, in
the opinion of the chief chaplains of
the services, the major responsibil-
ity—and the major failure —is
that of the churches themselves.

The grave apprehension of the
service chaplains is illustrated by the
retirement last month of the Chief
Chaplain of the United States Navy,
Rear Admiral S. W. Salisbury, a vig-
orous, active, outspoken man. He
announced his retirement at the
age of 62, so that he can devote his
full time to maintaining contacts
with church leaders and seminarians
throughout the nation, acquainting
them with the seriousness of the
situation, and urging them and their
churches to develop positive, detailed
programs to meet their challenge.

“We are a military state, whether
we like it or not — and most of us do
not,” he said. ‘“Nevertheless, the
fact that we have been forced into a
military state in time of peace —
or semipeace — demands that our
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churches develop new techniques
and new programs, if they are to ful-
fill their spiritual responsibilities to
our young GI men and women.”

HE Chief Chaplains of the Army
Tand the Air Force, Major Gen-
erals Ivan Loveridge Bennett and
Charles I. Carpenter, are in full
agreement with Admiral Salisbury
regarding the gravity of the chal-
lenge. And with varying degrees of
emphasis they concur in Admiral
Salisbury’s opinion, that, while most
of the churches did an excellent job
of meeting the spiritual problems
of the GI during the two World
Wars, they have failed sadly to meet
the entirely different, and unprece-
dented, problem resulting from the
mobilization of 3,500,000 men and
women in the armed forces in time
of troubled peace.

The Armed Forces Chaplains
Board, of which these three clergy-
men are members, was created by
the Secretary of Defense to advise
him on spiritual and moral problems
in the services. It is composed of
the three Chiefs of Chaplains, Army,
Navy and Air Force, and one addi-
tional representative from each
service. Its purpose is to make pos-
sible a unified approach to the moral
and spiritual and other related prob-
lems within the services.

“Many denominations have failed
miserably to keep pace with the
current needs of youth in the serv-
ice,” General Carpenter, who is
chairman of the Armed Forces

Chaplains Board, declared. *“Their
apathetic attitude is illustrated by a
recent meeting of the General As-
sembly of the National Council of
Churches, at which I spoke in behalf
of the service chaplains.

“Only 25 minutes, of a three-day
conference, was devoted to the dis-
cussion of the spiritual problems of
the men and women of the Army,
Navy and Air Force.”

Admiral Salisbury, who addressed
the conference in 1951, noted that
“it was not until two years ago that
the conference even acknowledged
that the problem existed.”

CURIOUSLY enough the three Chief
Chaplains, General Carpenter
a Methodist, General Bennett a
Southern Baptist, and Admiral Sal-
isbury a Presbyterian, agree that
the problem is predominantly a
Protestant one. They feel that the
Catholic Church and the Jewish
faiths are fully aware of the needs
of their youth in the service, and
have taken adequate steps to meet
them.

“The Catholic Church, by its
very nature, leaves it up to the in-
dividual to maintain contact with
the church — whether in or out of
the service,” Admiral Salisbury said.
“Members of the Jewish faith, in-
dividualistic in nature, are drawn
together by the tenets of their reli-
gion. Consequently, these two faiths
are not beset by the same prob-
lems which plague the Protestant
churches.”



Are the Churches Failing Our GI's? 5

Chaplains in all branches of the
service report they receive excellent
cooperation from the National Cath-
olic Welfare Conference and the
Jewish Welfare Board.

Many Catholic high schools and
universities have established excel-
lent pre-induction courses for their
students. In these courses, the pros-
pective recruit is advised that mili-
tary service is a part of life, not a
detached period in which the moral
standards he adheres to at home can
be temporarily suspended. He is
counselled to prepare himself men-
tally, physically and spiritually for
his new experience. He is informed
of the various programs in the armed
forces in which he can participate
to the advantage of his chosen ca-
reer. He is given lectures, illustrated
by motion pictures, to guide him in
such problems as marriage and his re-
lations with men and women of
other races, creeds and nationalities,
of other habits and customs.

Similar programs have been
adopted by a few nonsectarian
schools, Protestant churches and
isolated communities. But they are
all too few.

it a few notable exceptions

the Protestant sects have
fallen down on the job. They have
failed to indoctrinate their young on
the spiritual problems and respon-
sibilities they will face on entering
the service. They have failed to main-
tain contact with their members

after they have been called to duty.

They have ignored the spiritual and
social requirements of members of
their faiths stationed in nearby
Army, Navy and Air Force installa-
tions.

And, probably most important
of all, many denominations have
refused to make their best young
ministers available for chaplain duty.
Some faiths have even failed to pro-
vide enough ministers to fill the
modest quotas of chaplains assigned
to them, quotas which are based on
the number of men and women of
their faith in the services.

“Many of the churches are saying
that they cannot give us their best
men,”’” said General Carpenter.
“Most of them are saying that they
can’t give us more men because the
demand for them in civilian life is
too great. Church leaders are giving
us all kinds of alibis to evade their
obligation of providing an ade-
quate number of competent young
ministers for chaplain duty.”

One of the paradoxes of the prob-
lem is that, while the churches are
actively fighting Communism and
are a bulwark against this threat to
our liberty and freedom, they are
overlooking an opportunity to en-
gage this godless enemy directly by
ministering to the spiritual needs of
their young men and women on
military duty.

“All churches deplore the inroads
of Communism,” General Carpen-
ter said, “yet many of them are
shortsighted, failing to realize that,
while we are actively fighting Com-
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munism overseas, they are indiffer-
ent to the influence of godlessness at
home.

“We have reached the place, as
we approach this entire new concept
of militarism in American life, where
1t isn’t enough to sit down and argue
about peace and war and what
Christ said about military service.

“That isn’t our problem. Our
problem is — what are we going to
do with the kids who are on duty in
the service of the Kingdom of God,
today?”’

pMIRAL SaLisBURY deplored the
A. attitude of many churchmen
and educators who put forward the
idea that a tour of military duty is
something to be “stoically endured,”
that it is simply two years out of
the life of the young men.

“Nonsense,” said Admiral Salis-
bury. “It is a time of growth and
development, during which they
need proper guidance. These young
men can’t develop if they have the
attitude that they can drop the
church for two years, and then go
back again when they return home;
that they can ignore their moral
training until their tour of duty is
over; or that after a spiritual vaca-
tion they will suddenly become men
of character in their own communi-
ties, when their military service is
ended.”

The military spiritual heads were
reluctant to discuss recent disclo-
sures of widespread desertions. How-
ever, one chaplain remarked that

the record showed that many de-
serters were unable to adjust them-
selves to a new mode of life, because
of a lack of spiritual and moral dis-
cipline at home.

For example, General Carpenter
said that, at one Air Force indoctri-
nation center, a recent check showed
the startling fact that “religious
illiteracy” of young men entering
the center ranged between 15 and
28 per cent. He explained that these
young men had no background of
religious training or spiritual guid-
ance to the extent that it had im-
pressed itself upon their characters.

He feels that 1t is just as important
for the churches to develop programs
to reach these young men as it is to
maintain their contacts with those
who are being separated from their
regular church for the first time in
their lives.

The Chief Chaplains found con-
siderable irony in a recent state-
ment issued by the Kremlin, express-
ing alarm at the drift of Russian
young people toward the church.
Steps would be taken, the Soviet
leaders warned ominously, to end
this dangerous trend.

“We bhave warned the heads of
the U. S. churches,” General Car-
penter said, “‘that continued neglect
of their responsibility to the youth
now 1n service is producing the same
results that the Kremlin seeks, but
without such a frank statement of
purpose.

“The future of the churches of
America 1s being sabotaged by their
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own apparent unwillingness to meet
the spiritual needs of the men and
women who are wearing their coun-
try’s uniform today.”

uE chaplains of all ranks and all
T denominations point out that
the problem the nation faces on the
spiritual front today is far different
from that in World War II, when a
total of 22,000,000 young men and
women served varying periods in
the Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine
Corps, Coast Guard and Merchant
Marine,

“The very existence of war pro-
vided a certain spiritual exultation
to many young men and women,”
one young chaplain remarked.
“Then, too, the issues were brought
into sharper focus, the need for great
personal sacrifice more clearly de-
fined. More important, we were a
nation united in a single, recogniz-
able purpose, and nearly everybody
played his part — the churches, the
communities and the individuals.

“The problems of the peacetime
army are far different. There is little
if any spiritual uplift felt by the
young men and women who are
drafted, or reluctantly enlisted into
the armed forces. Many of them find
military life, at its best, an irksome
duty; at its worst, an intolerable
existence. The issues at stake are no
longer so clearly defined. And, most
unfortunate, there is division among
their elders as to the purpose and
need of the sacrifices they are mak-
ing. Their need for spiritval direc-

tion and strength is even greater
than the needs of their elder brothers
and sisters a few years ago, or their
fathers during World War 1.”

Yet it is this greater need that is
being so sorely neglected by church
and community — both of which re-
sponded so splendidly to the lesser
challenges of two world wars — in
the opinions of the chaplains. Within
a few vears more than 1o million
young men and women will have
spent an average of two years in
service — and spiritual isolation.
When they return to civilian life, as
Admiral Salisbury pointed out,
“they will bring back with them the
imprint of their service life, their ob-
servations and their experiences
in countries in which they have
served.”

General Bennett, who has served
31 years in the Army, and recently
completed a three-year tour of duty
as Command Chaplain, Far East
Command, put it this way:

“We cannot afford to neglect the
problems resulting from the large
increase of our military establish-
ment — a situation that has no fore-
seeable end. It is almost trite, but
obviously true, to say that the life
of the church of tomorrow depends
on the men in the service today.”

The same thought was expressed
in different words by Capt. E. L.
Ackiss, Chief Chaplain, USN, Re-
tired:

“Strong measures by our theo-
logical seminaries, our churches and
our synagogues, and by our religious
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communities to meet this continu-
ing emergency in the lives of our
young people, are an absolute neces-
sity for the survival both of our
religion and of our nation.”

AFEW of the Protestant sects are
taking steps in the right direc-
tion. The Chief Chaplains agree that
the Armed Forces Commission of
the Lutheran Church, Missouri Sy-
nod, is doing an outstanding job.
The Southern Baptists recently em-
barked on a comprehensive pro-
gram to keep in touch with their
young men and women in the armed
forces. The Presbyterian Church has
started a similar program, but on
only a limited and experimental
basts. The American Bible Society
was praised for providing a million
and a quarter Bibles to troops in
Korea. All these programs are ex-
cellent, the chaplains say, but they
are too limited in scope, and too few
in number.

One particularly vexing problem
in maintaining the morale — and
the morals — of large armed forces
in peacetime is that of providing
proper recreational facilities and so-
cial activities, particularly to troops
away from their posts. Military au-
thorities have little trouble with the
Gl as long as he is within the confines
of the military establishment. There,
recreational and social opportunities
are provided.

Obviously, however, there is a
limit to the time that American
young men and women outside the

combat areas can be restricted to the
limits of their military posts, with-
out a scrious loss of morale. It is
when the young GI, man or woman,
is “out on the town” that trouble
is usually encountered.

And here again, the chaplains be-
lieve, the churches must accept a full
share of the responsibility. For a
substantial proportion of the trouble
that members of our armed forces
get into would be avoided if the
churches in the communities near
military posts would develop rec-
reational and social programs for
the service people of their faith,

“The opportunity for young serv-
icemen to join in church-sponsored
recreational groups is an integral
part of their spiritual training,”
General Carpenter said. “This is
particularly true of Protestant youth
which has always looked to the
church to provide social activities.

“But in community after com-
munity the local churches have ig-
nored the recreational needs of the
men and women stationed at nearby
military and naval installations.”

s A REsuLT of this dereliction,
hundreds of thousands of un-
sophisticated young service men and
women who might otherwise be
attending church socials, are drawn
into cheap dance halls, disreputable
night clubs, clip-joints and sordid
dives. They are subjected to temp-
tations that either did not exist in
their own communities, or, if they
did exist, they were able to resist
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because of the strength of their ties
with home and church. Deprived of
that strength, they often fall easy
victim to the hordes of chiselers,
sharpers, professional gamblers and
prostitutes who prey on lonely,
restless servicemen. The results are
frequently a serious undermining of
the victim’s moral fiber; sometimes
sudden tragedy, imprisonment, and
even violent death.

Many churches feel they have
discharged their obligation to serv-
ice people when they announce,
through the chaplain, the time and
place of their services and social
functions.

In this attitude the chaplains feel
that the church is simply following
the pattern of so many communities
which regard the serviceman as
merely a source of revenue; not as a
fellow Christian to be accepted and
welcomed into the community’s so-
cial life. There are relatively few
churches, the chaplains say, which
have gone directly to the servicemen
of their faith, at nearby installations,
and invited them to become a part
of their congregation, and partici-
pate fully in all its activities.

There are some exceptions. Ad-
mira] Salisbury noted that “pitifully
few’’ churches in Washington, D. C,,
conduct sightseeing tours of the
nation’s capital for servicemen, end-
ing with church or young people’s
devotions. He mentioned Jackson-
ville, Florida, as a community which
has “Projects for Servicemen” and
provides them with maps of various

churches and other points of inter-
est in the city. The San Diego City
Federation of Churches has a
“Friends Finder Service,” which
takes servicemen into church homes
in the area and arranges for them to
attend services in the local churches
with these families.

At the top of the list of communi-
ties which have recognized the prob-
lem and in which the churches and
local businessmen have united to
meet it, is Belleville, Hl. Admiral
Salisbury said this community, which
had one of the worst records about a
year ago, is now almost a model of
what can be done to provide spirit-
ual and recreational guidance for the
servicemen stationed near there.

HE Department of Defense feels
Tit has discharged its obligations
in the spiritual field by the support
it gives through the Corps of Chap-
lains. The assistance given, however,
is in some cases limited. For exam-
ple, the Navy Chaplains last year
requested a $900,000 appropriation
for their work. By the time the
Defense Department, the Bureau of
the Budget and the Congress got
through with this request it was
slashed to less than one-third that
amount. There are about goo Navy
Chaplains. The funds made available
amounted to about $300 per chap-
lain and this broken down further
shows the ridiculously low figure of
between 35 and 40 cents per man
per year.

The Navy Chaplain’s office sub-



10 The American Mercury

mitted a budget request for $1,-
026,000 1n the current budget now
before the Congress. By the time
this request went through the Pen-
tagon and the Bureau of the Budget
the amount was reduced to $300,000.
This amounts to about $333.33 per
chaplain, which is an increase of
$33.33 per chaplain over the previ-
ous year — if the Congress does not
further reduce it. Compare this with
the $46 billion dollars requested in
the new budget for the armed
services.

In the matter of the construction
of chapels, a benevolent government
is equally remiss. For example: In
the Navy the construction of chapels
1s under the Bureau of Yards and
Docks shore development program.
Navy chaplains, who serve the Ma-
rine Corps, have been trying since
1940 to obtain funds for a suitable
and adequate chapel at Quantico
Marine Base. Recently the Chief of
Chaplains of the Navy was advised
that construction of a chapel had
finally made the shore development
list. He was exuberant. His exuber-
ance chilled somewhat when he was
further advised that the chapel was
thirty-third on the list. Thirty-third
turned out to be last on the list.
What was the thirty-second project
on the list? Construction of stables.

HiLE all three services could
use more chaplains, the Navy
seems to have less difficulty filling its
quota than do the Army and the Air
Force. General Bennett said that the

Army is presently short about 200
chaplains. The Air Force is having
difficulty in filling its quota. The
Navy is on the alert for chaplains,
but primarily to meet replacement
needs.

Admiral Salisbury has pointed out
that, while the chaplaincy in the
past has been an emergency service,
“from here on out for our genera-
tion, the military chaplaincy will
rank in the church as a regular form
of Christian service for ordained
ministers of the Gospel.”

“It has become a calling as valid
and as important as the foreign mis-
sionary, or the home pastorate,”
Admiral Salisbury said. “It repre-
sents a great opportunity and chal-
lenge and, by the strong support of
her chaplains, the church is ulti-
mately coatributing to the enriching
and strengthening of her own life.”

At a recent Pentagon conference
for religious leaders, delegates were
told by a Chaplains Corps spokes-
man that “there isn’t a church repre-
sented here today that isn’t throw-
ing into the mission fields of the
world everything it can throw.
In many instances you are having to
overcome the greatest obstacles to
bring the gospel into the hearts of
men. Here stands an agency of gov-
ernment — the Corps of Chaplains
— which opens its arms and says
please come and hear our words,
and the ear of the church is turned
against it and the leadership that is
needed of the church is absolutely
neglected.”
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Refuting the alibis of many
churches for their failure to provide
qualified chaplains, military leaders
believe, 1s the current emphasis
given by many denominations to
placing student pastors in institu-
tions of higher learning. Military
men contend that the armed services
today have become the greatest
educational institution in the coun-
try. Yet one denomination had less
than 200 chaplains with the military
services, and more than 400 student
pastors in colleges and universities.

In one branch of the service,
strength is about twice what it was
a year ago. In order to obtain chap-
lains, this branch called every re-
serve chaplain 48 years of age and
under, in the grade of major and
below. An official charged with this
task said, “It was like pulling teeth
to get some of the men who held
definite reserve commissions.” The
chief difficulty was not the refusal
of the chaplain himself, but that of
religious leaders, church officials,
. and even politicians who wrote let-
ters insisting that these men be
deferred to serve in their home
communities.

In discussing the church’s rela-
tionship with the Army, General
Bennett explained: “Of course the
local communities cannot be drained
of spiritual leadership by the serv-
ices, with a resulting deterioration
of morals and moral standards among
the civilian population.

“It 1s necessary to maintain a
balance between the men and

women on the home front and those
in the armed services. It takes all
these men and women to make up
the nation and we must keep in
mind the welfare of the country as
a whole.”

UNDER present procedure the serv-
ices ask the various churches to
provide chaplains, according to the
number of men and women under
arms. The quotas are allotted among
Protestant, Catholic, and Jewish re-
ligions on the basis of the number of
men of each faith in the services. In
addition to certain physical and
mental requirements, the chaplains
must meet other standards necessi-
tated by the unusual aspects of their
missions in the armed forces.

. General Bennett pointed out that
about 70 per cent of the men study-
ing for the ministry or the priest-
hood today are former servicemen.
A large percentage of the chaplains
who served in World War II were
reserve officers. Many of these have
returned to active duty status,
but many more are unavailable be-
cause of age and grade limitations.

The Chaplains Corps does not
have the responsibility of providing
chaplains. The churches do have this
responsibility.

“The churches must face the fact
that this mission field is the place in
which they need to put men,” said
General Carpenter, “not because
someone wants volumes and num-
bers but because the souls of men
depend upon whether there are
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enough chaplains to provide ade-
quate spiritual care.”

or too long ago the very exist-
N ence of the Corps of Chaplains

was threatened by persistent attacks
from many churches. In the early
thirties, when a wave of pacifism was
at its height, a leading nondenomi-
national religious weekly advocated
discontinuance of ecclesiastical en-
dorsement of chaplains by the Gen-
eral Commission or any of its afhili-
ated denominations. Many denomi-
national publications joined in the
attack. One group, The Disciples of
Christ, voted to send no more
chaplains to the armed forces, and
requested the General Commission
to sever its connection with the
military chaplaincy. In 1934, sev-
era] Methodist conferences requested
their bishops to refrain from sending
any of their members to the chap-
laincy. In 1936, the Evangelical and
Reformed Church refused further
participation. The Methodist Epis-
copal Church requested the Federal
Council to seck a method whereby
civilian ministers might render the
spiritual ministry to the armed
forces.

These efforts resulted in an “atti-
tude survey” by the Federal Coun-
cil of the armed forces chaplains.
They found a strong sense of voca-
tion among the chaplains, and learned
that uniform and rank were both
important factors in their work.

In due time, the tide of pacifism
ebbed with the coming of the shad-

ows of World War 11, and the pres-
tige of the chaplain rose again in
ecclesiastical circles.

Now, the chaplaincy has the finest
opportunities for service; the highest
standing in the military scheme; and
the best possible equipment for pro-
fessional performance. But many
chaplains fear that some of the
churches are showing signs of re-
verting again to the attitude they
held toward the Corps of Chaplains
back in the 1930s.

Important as the chaplaincy is,
however, the Chief Chaplains agree
that without the full support and
cooperation of the churches they
cannot perform their missions. Ad-
miral Salisbury emphasizes that the
churches must bring their influence
to bear on their young men and
women ‘“‘before they go into the
service, while they are in, and when
they get home again.”

General Carpenter has suggested
that, when an inductee leaves to go
into the service, some agency of his
church should be informed by his
pastor. This agency of the church
should be responsible for maintain-
ing contact with the GI throughout
his entire period in service. General
Carpenter further suggested that
the churches name a “contact” pas-
tor from a church of the same de-
nomination located near the military
establishment where the man is sta-
tioned. The “contact” pastor could
then go into the military establish-
ment and get acquainted with the
youth and take him into the life of
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the church and the community.
There the church could substitute
its influence for that of the church
at home.

HE chaplains agree that the home
Tchurches of the men in service,
as well as their family and friends,
should keep in communication with
their servicemen while away. Ad-
miral Salisbury said this touch with
home, with associates, and with
loved ones, keeps the serviceman
conscious of “all those good and fine
things which make him a man of
character and responsibility.”

Admiral Salisbury told the Second

Annual Governor’s Conference on

Children and Youth, at Providence,
R. 1., last fall, that, while 1t is the
responsibility of the military to keep
alive those vital connections with
the home people, *it is the re-
sponsibility of the home folks, in
the schools, charches, homes and
communities, to keep in touch with
their service people.

“For within a decade, military
service of your young people will
reach with strong influence into
every institution of our national
life. You must have men and women
of character in your local communi-
ties in the days to come. We all
need them if our nation is to sur-
vive.”

&

3 The less government we have the better — the fewer laws and
the less confided power. The antidote to this abuse of formal govern-
ment is the influence of private character, the growth of the indi-

vidual. — Ralph Waldo Emerson

3 Indeed, I tremble for my country when I reflect that God is just.

— Thomas Jefferson

» Life is a foreign language: all men mispronounce it.

—~— Christopher Morley

3 The difference is slight, to the influence of an author, whether he is
read by five hundred readers, or by five hundred thousand; if he can
select the five hundred, he reaches the five hundred thousand.

— Henry Brooks Adams



from GINEMA zo CINERAMA

By Milton Klonsky

e French poet Nerval once
Timagined that Time, in the shape
of a giant wolf, would someday
pounce upon the Cathedral of Notre
Dame and bear it away by the nave,
its organ bellowing and its buttresses
flying, to be devoured like a fat
capon. Notre Dame, of course, is
still standing in the center of Paris.
But only a short while ago it seemed
that this fate would befall, instead,
our own American movie palaces —
the Alhambras, Majestics, and Taj
Mahals across the country. The pub-
lic was getting bored. Even Holly-
wood believed the day was coming
when all her gaudy temples would
either be razed or else condemned
to serve meanly as warchouscs,
garages and supermarkets.

The cry of “wolf,” however, was
premature. As everybody knows by
now, a new technique called Cine-
rama has arrived, and the whole
situation 1s changed. Cinerama pro-
jects an illusion of such depth, a
luminous space in which images
seemn carved out of solid light, that
the old “silver screen” is dim and

14

flat in comparison. The barrier be-
tween the real and the unreal, the
screen itself, seems dissolved. During
one scene, especially, showing a
roller-coaster ride, audiences hold on
to their seats as though to resist
being drawn into the depths. There
is a continual giggle of surprise and
excitement in the theatre, oohs and
ahs, and eyes interviewing other
eyes for confirmation of what they
have seen.

From the rcaction of the first
audiences, we can expect that con-
ventional movies will scem as anti-
quated in a few years as the silent
films of a generation past. The gap
between them is just as wide. There
are other tri-dimensional screen
techniques now being demonstrated,
but these require patrons to put on
large, colored plastic goggles to
achieve the stereoscopic effect. Such
a bug-eyed audience, wearing these
contraptions, like a swarm of science-
fiction insects, will be as spectacular
as anything on the screen. Cinerama,
however, does the work all by itself.

The new process employs three



