
Members or the Blinded Veterans Association

Their wives and families, and 

Their Honored Guests: 

The talk, which, I am giving you today, is not the one, which, I had originally planned to give. In fact another whole talk is outlined in my room on a subject, which I thought and still think an important one for you. The title of that other talk is "Adjustment is a Delicate Thing". I think that other talk needs to be given -- by me or by another at some future time. 

Yet I have changed the talk -- decided to talk on something else again -- something that perhaps in the main is so old hat to you that perhaps I should not even dare to mention it. 

If I tell you the reason I hope that you will not misunderstand. I am not suggesting that there is anything wrong with my health -- not suggesting that I do not hope to be around next year.

But it becomes more and more clear that there is a strong likelihood that this may be the last talk I will be giving to a BVA convention. 

If we go back over more many years to your first convention, we might discover that I said there that no sighted person has all the answers in this field. I said then, and I say now, that I hope if the day ever comes when I think I do, that I will quit. 

Now I haven't come to the point where I think I have all or the answers. But the time has arrived when at least a small minority of the BVA, and perhaps more than a small one, thinks that I think I have. As that happens, the time comes when it is probably no longer fair for me to be given this platform to express in somewhat apodictical fashion ideas, which are not shared by those who have no such platform. 

It is my opinion -- one man’s opinion -- that BVA is in a period of crisis. I am not speaking simply of financial crisis. I rather feel that there has been a certain drift in the policies of the organization, which has somewhere to be met head on, or BVA will no longer be the BVA, which we have known. I have seen such crises before, and I have seen you weather them. I do not feel that it is hopeless -- I think there is a strong possibility that you will do it again. 

Whatever the outcome, I have too long felt a part of BVA to want to be one whose ideas or whose voicing of them will in the future be a threat to any group which represents the BVA. 

Today, then, I am simply going to restate and clarify some or my positions. 

First of all, I have been in somewhat or an embarrassing position in these annual talks, and you as a group have been kind to listen to me -- for I am very conscious of the fact that I am neither blind nor a veteran. 

I have enjoyed the title that you have given me of the "blind priest". I glory in the stories of Valley Forge and Avon and the Philadelphia Naval Hospital -- the sign on the back of the car -- the wire that told her husband that he shouldn't be riding with a blind priest -- and all the rest. But I am always conscious of the fact that you have an experience, which I do not have -- and that that continuing traumatic experience is with you, while I can escape the whole subject or blindness is I so wish. I am always conscious of the fact that as I lay it on the line to you about blindness -- about reactions to it and reorganization around it, you can always say with the deepest justification: "Who is he to talk?" 

Nor am I a veteran. I was not in service, when all of you were. I was only an auxiliary chaplain. (I was an Ofch in WW II.) There were no beachheads for me. The so-called battle of Beaver Dam was a figment of the Avon imagination. The Burma Road was the truck drivers name for the old road over Pope Hill outside or Hartford. And the ETI was the Elm Tree Inn. 

Yet for fifteen years I have had the nerve to talk to you about false ideas on blindness and about veteran’s gimme legislation. Those then who are upset or disgusted about it have their justification. 

For the record, then in what could be my last such talk to you let me set a few things straight, even though it means a wearying recapitulation for some of you 

WHERE DO I STAND ON VETERANS LEGISLATION? 

I believe strongly in veterans rights -- especially for the man disabled as a result of war service. I strongly feel that the wounded Tommy Atkins has the same rights in peace as in the war years. 

I am not talking about the days when everybody in the bar wanted to buy you a drink. I am not talking about the atmosphere where stupid and blundering people saw you blind and in uniform, and came up to slip a fiver or a ten spot into your hand. I remember too well the pain of that approach. I speak rather of the attitude of the country as reflected in Congress, in the actions of government.

1. That your compensation (special awards or what will you) be tied to an escalator clause -- so that you don't have to go back again and again to congress every time the price or living increases. 

2. That equivalent to the "aid and attendance" money given by the VA, there might well be an additional fund for the "purchase of sight" -- for reader services, etc. And I don't think that is gimme legislation. 

3. I even believe that there is a period in life which is the normal "high earning period", that this period can be easily ascertained by government statistics -- and that it would be fitting and proper if there were an increase in compensation for these years (whether such an increase be paid in cash of in US Savings Bonds). And that is not gimme legislation -- but an equalizer. 

4. That when a man has a primary sever disability which is proved to be service connected that it is so stressful in its nature, that in the instance of any other major disability suffered in civilian life, if anything in the medical literature even hints that such a condition is sometimes stress-induced -- then the second disability should automatically be considered service-connected; and the burden or proof be on the Veterans Administration to prove that it is not. 

5. I believe that if a man has had from his service days a disability, which by its nature will cut, down his earning capacity, then the disability benefits for his dependents should be consonant with this presumed earning capacity loss. And that assistance be given for the education of the children of such disabled veterans which takes into account the loss. 

6. The old PL XVI was a great law -- and its reactivation for the severely disabled should take into account not only changes in job structure wrought by automation or a changing economy -- but also the need for trying and trying again where one is under a handicap as stressful as I believe blindness is. 

8. As for medical care, equipment to overcome the handicap o£ blindness, etc. you already know my position. 

Up to now the things, which I have said, might be things that any rabble-rouser would say to you. I am not looking for votes or running for any office here today. And I have not any intention of leaving you only with such purely positive remark. In fact, so often have I felt it necessary in the past to speak of the negative things that some o£ you have wondered if I ever had a positive thought. 

On the negative side -- my political philosophy is that these are rightly federal and not state programs. And if they were carried out to the fullest by the federal government, then I would like to see them substituted for all of the individual state monetary programs for veterans. (In other words -- state annuities.)

That however is merely a statement of my political philosophy. Something else I hold with all my heart. I believe that any program, which is based on falsehood, is wrong. I not only believe that it is wrong -- but if in my opinion it will harm the public image of blind persons (whether they be blind veterans or blind civilians) then I will fight it with everything I have. I came to this convention with the firm intention that I would not speak against any specific, which might be coming to your floor. But why be chicken? You all know that I am speaking of the phone special housing idea -- and its assumption that there is something in the nature of blindness which calls for cotton batting (or padded cells). 

To me such legislation is gimme legislation of the most destructive type -- and though I be no veteran -- and though I am not blind --I will not constraint myself from battling against it. If I did I would not be true to you or the things, which you have stood for. 

c. Also believe in veteran’s obligations 

1) Primarily the obligations of any citizen 

2) An emotional reeling that the seriously wounded have a special obligation to fight for peace 

3) See the veteran as primarily a citizen, then a veteran (not talking about old campaigns, but the things that are common to all) 

4) A reeling that the blinded veteran as the "dispossessed the subject or stupid prejudice, and irrational stereotyping has a special reason to have a reeling for civil rights. 

5) That the blinded veteran may take his rightful place in the community or his fellows and work with them for the creation or a better world -- this and your emblem speak to me or the obligations and the rights or veterans. 

3. Attitude toward Blindness. 

a. Hardly necessary for me to repear

1) you have heard it a hundred times 

2) you have seen it in the book (commercial) 

b. I believe that blindness is a repetitive, multiple trauma --a multiple handicap 

c. I believe that some or the damage, which it does, is irreparable. 

d. I believe that adjustment to it is a delicate thing, and that lire demands a thousand repeated readjustments. 
e. I believe that rehabilitation after blindness demands or those working with the problem, not mere sympathy or kindness, but consummate professional skill 

f. And so I could go on and on, as sometimes you have heard me.

g. But, among the special points which I will make, I will recall what I have said perhaps almost too many times, that one or the greatest problems in the handicap or blindness is the attitude or the sighted public. 

h. And among the worst or all the stereotypes about blindness is the stereotype or the blind beggar. 
i. Thus, in work ror the blind, I have pub my reputation on the line in one right --and I will keep it there -- against anything, which in the slightest way reinforces this stereotype. (story or poodles and tin cups)
j. I run an organization whose income has increased from less than $50m to approximately $35Om in the time I have been director. We have gone through financial crisis after financial crisis -- and we are in one now -- I am completely identified with the organization -- I am married to it --yet, I have said and I say again -- I would rather have it completely fold up -- go under -- disband, with the loss or all that I believe about rehabilitation or blind persons than raise a penny at the expense or the public image or blind people. 

This not the speech I had originally intended to give. 

In fact, have a whole talk outlined on a subject, which, I have been toying with for a BVA convention for almost ten years. 

But the BVA has come to a point, which I see as a critical one both financially and ideologically -- and if this should perchance be my last talk to the BVA that I have known -- this is the one I would prefer to have given.
� Speech given by Father Carroll on the BVA convention, Philadelphia Pennsylvania 1962.
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