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. April 14, 1986, Judicial Notice, Page Five 

Liberty: Casualty of the Sexual 
Revolution 

In the country that I come from we have places called universities: seats of 
great learning where men go to think great thoughts, with no more.brains 
than you. The only difference is that they have a diploma. 

- The Wizard of Oz 

Very often thinkers of great 
thoughts at this great seat of learn­
ing couch their ideas inartfully 
among briers of invective that con­
tribute nothing to enlightened dis­
cussion of current issues of im­
portance. Such epithets direct 
arguments about as well as the 
Scarecrow's directions to Dorothy: 
"This way is a very nice way; that 
way is a very nice way as well." 

There exists among those on the 
left side of the spectrum, a distinct 
and unreasonable tendency to de­
pict those who disagree with them 
in terms of Hitler, huns, hobgob­
bl ins, and hobnail boots. This 
characterization bears I ittle re­
semblence to reality and is utterly 
useless as an argumentive com­
pass. This manner of argument im­
plies that those who disagree with 
the Left's "contemporary social 
philosophy" (whatever that is) are 
enemies of liberty by the very act of 
exercising liberty to disagree. For 
this reason I avoid applying the 
term "liberal" to those who hold 
this view. Linda Langhorst's article 
"Smeal and the Sexual Revolu­
tion" Uudicial Notice 3/17/86) not 
only depicts me as the worst fiend 

By Joseph T. Corradino 

since the fall of the Third Reich, but 
also drowns in shrill rhetoric the 
issues in which we obviously 
agree: liberty as the great casualty 
of the "sexual revolution ." 

Liberty and its meaning are the 
genuine articles of concern for 
both myself and Miss Langhorst (if I 
read her article correctly), and 

. those who examine contemporary 
mores generally and the "sexual 
revolution" particularly. I think we 
would all agree that liberty is a 
good. I assert, and I am certain that 
most everyone would agree, that 
an action claiming to be liberty 
must be directed toward achieving 
some objective good (as opposed 
to some individual's subjective 
perception of good). If what pur­
ports to be liberty is not directed to 
an objective good, it is not a good ' 

· at all and hence not real libertv. 
Take as an example a �s�w�e�a�t�s�h�~�p� 
owner who acts in the name of 
liberty to set employee wages at 
the bare minimum to maximize his 
own earnings. This is a subjective 
"good" to the owner, but he is not 
really free because his greed has 
made him a slave to money. He 
has foreclosed the options open to 

Letters 
Improvement Now 

To the Editor: 
It was with mixed emotions that I 

read of the approval of the $10 Mil­
lion law school addition. While 
the improvement of the physical 
facilities here should be of the 
highest priority, it occurred to me 
that none of the students presently 
attending Catholic, those of us 
paying for the construction with 
our escalating tuition bills, will 
benefit from this improvement. 

use of Lexis. Part of our 7% tuition 
increase can be earmarked for 
such a purpose so that we, the 
classes of 1987 and 1988 can re­
ceive some benefit from the overall 
improvement plan. I see no logical 
reason why the law school should 
postpone purchase of word pro­
cessors until after the present first 
year class graduates. 

the man who is less impelled by the 
love of money. If he paid his em­
ployees a living wage and retained 
less for himself he would have re­
tained more freedom. 

If liberty must be good and good 
is synonymous with morality (for 
who would not call the sweatshop 
owner immoral?), then liberty is, in 
fact, morality. In concluding that 
liberty is morality, we are still left 
with a non self-defining term; still 
no definition for liberty . We know 
that liberty exists where there is 
rule of law. This conclusion flows 
readily from the observation of 
contemporary history. Nazi Ger­
many lacked and Communist Rus­
sia lacks liberty. Liberty does not 
exist in such circumstances be­
causethe rule of law does not exist. 
The statutes by which these powers 
rule are open to constant change at 
the caprice of the despot and wit­
hout consistency there can be no 
rule of law. The rule of law requires 
an elernent of stability. In America 
we have some approximation of 
the rule of law because of the rela­
tive consistency of our gov­
ernmental system. The consistency 
in the rule of law may be termed 

WLC Responds 
To the Editor: 

Concerning tlie Eleanor Smeal 
controversy, we would like to 
make the following points in re­
sponse to Professor Clifford Fish­
man's Judicial Notice editorial of 
March 17, 1986: 

natural law (e.g. murder is looked 
on as wrong by all societies, at 
least in some narrow common cir­
cumstance). The Angelic Doctor 
declares "Something is said to be 
of natural law in two ways. First, if 
there is a natural inclination to it 
(as, it is wrong to injure -one's 
neighbor). Second, if nature does 
not lead us to the contrary. " I think 
that morality, or liberty, is best de­
fined as conformity to the natural 
law. 

In the example above, the owner 
of the sweatshop violates the law 
on both counts. The natural in­
clination of man is toward love of 
neighbor (Miss Langhorst's "injec­
tion of humanistic values"). Na­
ture leads us to the contrary of the 
owner's action ("What man would 
give his son a snake when he asks 
for an egg?"). Hence we conclude 
that the immoral action of a person 
violates the natural law and thus 
deprives him of liberty. 

Having established that law and 
morality and liberty are all variant 
expressions of the same idea, we 
turn to Miss Langhorst's concern 
with the ramifications of the "sex­
ual revolution". (I will avoid the 
question of whether or not the 
"Biblical partnership of Creation is 
now the sexual revolution" and 
evaluate the "sexual revolution" in 
terms of liberty.) Miss Langhorst 
rightly points to the formidible pro­
blems of teenage pregnancy, sing­
le motherhood, relaxation of sex­
ual mores, and media reinforce­
ment af sexual stereotypes and 
promiscuity. When one applies the 
standard of liberty to these results 
of the "sexual revolution" we find 
instead of a genuine revolution and 
a triumph of freedom, a coup d'etat 
in which a !yrannical junta has 
come to power to order l ives 
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toward slavery with the rhetoric of 
liberation. Miss Langhorst is cor­
rect when she recoils in horror at 
the thought of young women 
"carry(ing) the weight on their 
shoulders of the consequences of 
social ·and sexual change .... " 

The inequalities wrought by the 
"sexual revolution" are clearly not 
goods. Most certainly, the results 
of this revolution have yielded 
something other than liberty, for 
the purported victors are now the 
victims; slaves to lust and sexual­
ity. Unfortunately, the remedies 
offered by Miss Langhorst (abor­
tion on demand, federal spending 
for teenage contraception) are but 
an opiate that relieve the sym­
ptoms, not a cure for the cause of 
the malady. Quite simply, those 
now oppressed by this new sexual 
Reich can secure their freedom by 
merely opting for it. By opting for 
morality, the oppressed opt for 
liberty. 

I admit that chasing isn't easy. 
It's simple, but not easy. One 
doesn' t merely click the heels of 
ruby slippers and say " I want to go 
home" . General Washington, Dr. · 
King, and Mrs. Aquino attest to 
this. The freedom fighters of the 
sexual revolution need assistance 
in the same way those who fight 
po.litical oppression. We .owe 
those who opt for freedom from the 
" sexual revolution" our concern, 
our love, and our charity in their 
fight for I iberty-a struggle for 
morality. 

I am funny that way. I was raised 
that way by two wonderfully un­
prejudiced and patriotic people 
who instilled in me principles I la­
ter learned were those which stood 
for all that is good and honorable 
about re li gion, the .American 
dream, and constitutional rights. 
Principles later affirmed by my 
activity in the political process 
where honora blP people are 
allowed to have differences with­
out resorting personal attacks. I 
could never understand why there 
was a controversy about whether 
John F. Kennerlv �~ �h�o�u�l�d� be Presi­
dent just because he was a Catho­

The University is obviously act­
ing out of a sense of urgency that 
our facilities be brought up to par 
with the area law schools with 
whom we compete. I applaud this 
measure. However, what can be 
done immediately to improve our 
facilities so that those of us present­
ly committed to, and paying for, 
Catholic Law School can benefit? 

The present law school classes 
deserve to receive some beneift 
from our escalating tuition costs. 
The first step was recognizing that 
our facilities were lacking. The 
second step was committing to im­
proving them. The third step 
should be to improve immediately 
that which can be improved. 

His trivializing attempt to en­
lighten the academic community is 
unfortunate. W e think it was 
wrong that this university, an in­
stitution of higher learning, denied 
a prominent speaker the right to be 
heard. We sought only to open 
those channels and allow a better 
informed analysis of issues of im­
mense concern to many students at 
this university. We had not specifi ­
cally intended to advocate views 
antithetical to those of the univer­
sity: rather, we were interested 
more in providing a forum for the 
exchange of ideas. 

--------------1 lie. I couldn't understand why Hit­

I read with great interest about 
the Legal Research Center and, in 
particular, the word processing 
facilities. Word processors are 
available to many students, both 
graduate and undergraduate, 
throughout the country. I was quite 
surprised to find such facilities 
lacking here. I can see no reason 
why a temporary research center 
cannot be set-up this summer, 
avai lable to all law students by fall. 
Word processors could be in­
stalled and utilized similar to the 

I propose that this idea be sub­
mitted to the proper authorities for 
approval. 

James G.Gilbert 

·Mother 
For Choice -

To the Editor: 

It is our hope that, in the future, 
we might all rise above the mun- . 
dane prejudices that surfaced : 
throughout this debate and con- ! 

centrate on working together in 
preventing any further com­
promises of academic freedom at 
Catholic University. I may disagree with what you 

, say, but I will defend and protect 
Respectfully, 1· your right to say it; I may have dif­

ferent beliefs from you, but I will 
The Women's Law Caucus defend and protect your right to 

Catholic University believe the way you choose. You 
may be different from me, but I will 

Nancy M. Rappa 
Co-Chairperson 

respect, defend and protect you 
whatever your race, religion or 
way of life. 

ler felt the way he did about the 
Jews. I was funny like that. 

The Anti-Abortion/Pro-Choice 
debate is one in w hich people I 

· respect seem to lose sight of the 
basic principles I hdve taken for 
granted as an American; The abor­
tion issue seems to n use people, 
otherwise conversant with the 
constitutional rights thal Americans 
enjoy, to fall back to the " my way is 
right and therefore you are wrong" 
mentality. Is it hollow learning we 
absorb here? That mentality should 
be left outside these halls. 
ANOTHER MOTHER FOR 

CHOICE 
Cheryl J. King 


