
4 «••
». t•^,^ *.

THE COURIER-JOURNAL
LOUISVILLE. KY.
SUNDAY,
APRIL 26. 1992
TIUVIL,I»M^» FORUM

r T\

KMor
BY WENDELL BERRY
Thta wttel* I* Mtaptsd trom th« >p»cft Mr.
Battv dtMvfd ct Um Untvtrstty of Loult*
vUto April • wtwn IMr*o*tv«dth« 1M2 Vto-
loryai SpWtl award. Mr. Barry, of Port Roy>
al, Ky., la an mow, poat, larmar and anvh
ronmairtallaL Ttw LouUvlUa Community
Foundation hW aoon pubHah a tult text of
tha apaactk Fraa ooplaa can ba ordarad by
wnttlna tha foundatton at 1404 Kantucky
HoflM Ufa Btdg.. LoulavUa, KY40202. or by
eaWng BIB *a<>,

^ HESEXUAL harassment
phase of theClarence Thomas
neaiiiig was bandied by the
news media at if it were

anomalous and surprising. In fact, it
was only an unusu^y spectacular rev>
elation of the destructiveness of a pro
cess that has been well-established and
well-respected for at least 200 years —
the process, that Is. of community disin*
tegration—

The surprise and dismay occasioned
by the Thomas hearing were not caused
by the gossip involved (for that, the
media has prepared us very well), but
by the inescaf^le message that this
process of disintegration, so Uttle ac
knowledged by politicians and com-
mentaton, can be severely and perhaps
iUimiubly destructive.

In the government-sponsored quarrel
between Clarence Thomas and Anita
Hill, public life collided with private life
in a way that could not have Wn re
solved and that could only have been
damaging. The event was depressing
and fear& both because of its viola
tions of diM process and Justice, and
because It wm an attempt to deal pub
licly with a problem for which there is
no public solution.... it was a public
pnM(^ that degenerated into a pri
vate |t was• private quarrel
that bea6*Ni^Uc catastrophe—

Does thki IBM thtU seiual conduct
la private ttltv Merest and mean
ing? ft «Bitaloly doet not. For If there is
no satUlMlDiywayto dealpublicly with
sexual UaMBi^tiiafe is also ao satisfac-

tham in mere

To oiakB sense of sexual issues, or of
sax liyeK a lU^i tenn, a third entity.

public and
privnle. Fbr aev to not, and cannot be,
any indbidual't "own business"; nor is
it nlerely theprivate coaccra ofany
couple S«3f, UMany other necessary,
)reaoitf and volatile power,commonly
leld, is everybody's business

Theindispensable interest, and the
indispcflsaye tenn, Intervening between
public and private Interests, is that of
community. The concerns of public and
private, republic and citizen, necessa^*
as they are, are not adMuate for the
shaping of human life. Community
alone, as principle and as fact, can raise
the standards c« local health (ecologi
cal, economic, sodai and spirihial) with
out whidi the other two interests will
destroy each other.

T

Y COMMUNHY, 1 mean the
commonwealth and common
interests, commonly underB stood. pfpeople living together

in a place, and wishing to continue to
do so. To put it another way, it isa
locally unoeretood interdependence of
local people, local culture, local econo
my and local nature.

Lacking the interest of or in such a
community, private life becomes a sort
of reserve in which individuals defend
their "right" toact as they please and
attempt to limit or destroy me "rights"
of other indtviduals to act as they
please. (Community, of course, is an
idea that can extend itself beyond the
local,but it does so metaphorically. The

idea ofa national or^obal community
is meaningless apart Irom the realiza>
tion of local communities.)

A community identifies itself by an
understood mutuality of interests. But it
lives and acts by the common vimies of
(rust, goodwill, forbearance, self-re-
straint, compassion and forgiveness. If it
hopes to continue long as a community,
it will wish to — and will have to —
encourage respect for all its members,
human and natural. It will encourage
respect for all stations and o^patioos.

Such a community has the power —
not invariably, but as a rule — to en>
force decency without litigation. It has
the power, that is, to influence behav
ior. And it exercises this power, not-h>
coercion or violence but by letJching the:
young, and by preserving stories and
songs that tell (among other things)
what works and what does not work in
a given place.

Such a community is (among other
things) a set of arrangements between
men and women. These arrangements
include maxriage, family structure, divi
sions of work and authority, responsi
bility for the instruction of children and
young people. These arrangements ex
ist. in part, to reduce the volatility and
the danger of sex — to preser>« its
energy, its beauty and its pleasure; to
preserve and clarify its power to Join,
not just husband and wife to one an
other, but parents to children, families
to the community, the community to

nature; to assure, so far as possible,
that the inheritors of sexuality, as they
come of age, will be worthy of it.

But the life of a community is more
vulnerable than pubUc life. A community
cannot be made or preserved apart from
the loyalty and affection of its members
and the respect and goodwill of the peo
ple outside it. And for a long time, in the
industrial countries of the West, these
conditions have not been met.

As the technological, economic and
political means of exploitation have ex
panded, communities have been more
and more victimized by opportunists
outside themselves. And as the sales
men, saleswomen, advertisers and pro
pagandists of the industrial economy
have become more ubiquitous and more
adept at seduction, communities have
lost the loyalty and affection of their
members.

f I ^H£ COMMUNITY, wherever
you look, is being destroyed by
the desires and ambitions of
both private life and public life,

which, for want of the intervention of
community interests, are also destroying
one another.

Community life is by definition a life
of cooperation and responsibility. Pri
vate life and public life, without the
disciplines of community interest, nec
essary gravitate toward competition
and exploitation. As private life casts
off ail community restraints in the in-
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tereft of ecooonic apUUta'#Wbf
tion or aelf-uiillnlliin
communal nupoit*
undercut, aM pubUc NhlMyMfl limr
ply the arena of
ambition and greed.

As our communitiei hawadiaint^nu-
ed from external predation acul internal
disaffecdon, we have «
society whose ideal of tniit
and fairness among pec^ wt^ imew
each other intoa socieQf Wtuw
justice Ispublic Utigalion,iU|eMing ^
trusteven amon^ .
each other.

Once it has shrugged off tl^ Interests
and Hnimg of the community) public
language of sexuality l^eoooMa inad:
equate to deal with the re|l iasuea and
problems^f sexuality. Tbe publicdia
logue degenerates into a stupe^iiu and
useless contest between a(HaUI^ ^lit)*
eration" and so-called "monlity."

The real issues and proUenu, as
they are experienced and fu^ved in
people's lives, cannot b« about
Hie public language can da^, bowbelt
awkwardly and pertiapa unolaiily, with
pornography, sexual bygiaiM contract
tion, h^assment, rape, etc. Ucannot
talk about respM, respoDaibilily, aeioiai
discipline, fid^ or ^ practiw ^
love....

And the conventions^ Of^oaltiQii of.
: Sv^FALL
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Continued Page D1

"liberal" and "conservative" is, here as
elsewhere, perfectly useless. The "conser
vatives" promote the faini}y as a sort of
public icon, biit they will hot promote the
economic integrity oT the household or the
community, which the mainstays of
family life. Under the sponsorship of "con
servative" presidencies, the economyof the
modem household, which once required
the father to work away from home, a de
velopment that was bad enough, now re
quires the mother as well to work away
from home.

And this development has the whole
hearted endorsement of "liberals," who see
the mother thus forced to spend her days
away from her home and children as "lib
erated" — though nobody has yet seen the
fathers thus forced
away as "liberal-
ed." Some feminists
are thus in the curi
ous position of op
posing the mistreat
ment of women and
yet advocating their
participation in an
economy in which
everything is mis
treated.

The "conserva
tives" more or less
attack homosexual
ity, abortion and
pornography, and
the "liberals" more
or less defend them.
Neither party will
oppose sexuf»l pro
miscuity. The "lib
erals" will not op
pose promiscuity
because they do not
wish to appedr intolerant of "individual li
berty." The "conservatives" will not op
pose promiscuity because sexual discipline
woula reduce the profits of corporations,
which in their advertisements and enter
tainments encourage sexual self-indul
gence as a way of selling merchandise.

^ HE PUBLIC discussion of sexual
issues has thus degenerated into
a poor attempt to equivocate be
tween private lusts and public

emergencies. Nowhere in public life (that
is, the public life that counts: the discus
sions of political and corporate leaders) is
there an anempt to respond to community
need in the language of community inter
est. ...

In fact, there is no one to speak for the
community interest except those people
who wish to adhere to community princi
ples. The community, in other words, must
speak in its own interest. It must learn to
defend itself. And in its self-defense it may
use the many powerful arguments provided
for it by the failures of the private and pub
lic aims that have so nearly destroyed it.

The defenders of community should
point out, for example, that for the joining
of men and women there need to be many
forms that only a community can provide.
If you destroy the ideal of the gentle man,
and remove from men all expectations of
courteb7 and con-
sideration toward
women and chil
dren, you have pre
pared the way for
an epidemic of rape
and abuse. If you
depreciate the sanc
tity and solemnity
of marriage, not
just as a bond be
tween two people,
but as a bond be
tween those two

people and their
forebears, their
children and their
neighbors, then you have prepared the
way for divorce, child neglect, community
ruin and loneliness. If you destroy the
economies of household and community,
then you destroy the bonds of mutual use
fulness and practical dependence without
which the other bonds will not hold.

If these and all other community-hiade
arrangements between men and women
are removed, if the only arrangements left
between them are those of sex and sexual
politics, instinct and polity without culture,
then sex and politics are headend, not only
toward many kinds of private and public
suffering, but toward destruction of justice,

as in the confrontation of Clarence Thomas
and Anita Hill.

T IS CERTAIN that communities are
destroyed both from within and from
without: by internal disaffection and
external exploitation. But it can be ar-

gUed that community dlsinte^tion typi
cally is begun by an aggression of some
sort from the outside, and that in modbm
times the typical aggression has been eco
nomic. The destruction of the community
begins when its economy is made, not de
pendent (for no community has ever been
entirely independent), but subjea to a larg
er external economy....

The industrialization of the Eastern Ken
tucky coal fields early in the present cen
tury [followed a pattern in which a] decen

tralized, fairly inde-
pendent local econ
omy was absorbed
and destroyed by an
aggressive, mone
tarily powerful out
side economy....
[T]he once-inde
pendent mountain
eers of Eastern Ken
tucky became the
wage-earning ser
vants of those who
had dispossessed
their parents, some
times digging the
very coal that their
family had once
own^ and had sold
for as little per acre
as the pittance the
companies paid per
day.

By now, there is
hardly a rural

neighborhood or town in the United States
that has not suffered some version of this
process. The same process is destroying lo
cal economies and cultures all over the
world.

The industrial revolution has thus made
universal the colonialist principle that haa
proved to be ruinous beyond measure: the
assumption that it is permissible to ruin
one place or culture for the sake of an
other. Thus justified or excused, the indus
trial economy grows in power, and thrives
on its damages to local economies, commu
nities and places.

And the poUticians and bureaucrats who
measure the economic prosperity of their
nations have judged according to the bur
geoning wealth of the industrial interests,
not according to the failure of-small local
economies or the reduction and often hope
less servitude of small local people. The
self-congratulation of the industrialists and
their political minions has continued un
abated to this day....

It is a public of industrially destroyed
communities that the industrialists live off
of.... The global economy does not exist
to help the communities and localities of
the globe. It exists to siphon the wealth of
those communities and places into a few
bank accounts. To this economy, democra-
^ and the values ofthe religious traditions

mean absolutely
nothing. And those
who wish to help
communities to sur

vive had better un

derstand that a
merely political
freedom means lit
tle within a totali

tarian economy....
The fall of com

munity reveals how
precious and how
necessary commu
nity is. For when
community falls, so
must fall all the

things that only conmiunity life can engen
der and protect: the care of the old, the
care and education of children, family life,
neighborly work, the handing down of
memoiyi the care of the earih, respect of
nature and the lives of wild creatures.

All ofthese thin^ have been damaged by
the ruleof industri^m, but of all the dam
aged things probably the most precious and
the most damaged is sexual love. For sexual
love is the heart, thenucleus, ofcommuni^
life. Sexual love is the force that, in our bod
ily life, connects us most intimately to the
Creation, to the fertility of the world, to
fanning and the care of animals. It brings

I

"For when community
falls, so must fall all the

things that only
community life can

engender and protect; the
care of the old, the care

and education of children,
family life, neighborly

work, the handing down of
memory, the care of the
earth, respect of nature

and the lives of wild
creatures."

T

"Seeking to Iree' sexual
love from its old

communal restraints, we
have 'freed' it also from Its

meaning, its
responsibility, and its

exaltation. And we have
made it dangerous."



^ holdsthe conunuoily broken, all the nuplcbm to tDej^nna can*
'tsMid)en!wJ<^ to its pl^. ( not oonqMiuatt^

|UaHngaiHh communl^, Es indealing Our present lexual conduct, having llo>
widi else* the industrial econo> erated" itself of theseveral trusts of com*
mygoeeibrm nucleus. It does this'be* munl^life, Ispublic, like ourpresent econ*

it wants the all-mastering power to ' omy^tt hastoiaken trust, forit rests upon
faqff fundamental change. To make sex ..thB easy giving and breal^ng ofpromises,
the preferred bait ofcommerce may seem * And. having forsaken trust, it has pre-
netw theobvious thing to do. once gre«|d d̂ictably become political. Inprivate life, as
isgranted its now conventional priority as in pui^c. we m attempting to correct bad
a motive. ***"chai^er and low

motives by law and
by litigation.
"Losing kindness,"
as Lao Tzuk said,
"they turn to just
ness.". ..

the *difficul^ Is
that marriage, fam
ily life, Moidship,
neighborhood and
other p^nal con
nections do not de
pend exclusively or
even primari^ on
justice —thoii^ of
course,^all must
tiy for it TTwy de-
l^d on trust, pa
tience, respect, mu-
tual help, forgh^e-
ness —in otta^ words, tiie practice of love,
as opposed to tiie mere feding ofkve.

ECAUSE OF OUR determination
to separatesex fromthe practice

Iof love in marriage and in family
and community life, our public

sexual morality is connised, sentimental,
bitter, complexly destructive, and hypo
critical.

It begins with the ideaof "sexual liber
ation:" whatever people desireis "natural"
andall li^t, men andwomen are notdif
ferent but merely equal, and all desires are
equal. If a manwants to sit down while a
pregnant woman is standing, or walk
t^ugh a heavy door and letIt slam ina
woman's face, that is all right Divorce on
an epidemic scale is all ri^t; child aban

donment by one
parent or anotheris
all right,it is regret
table but still pretty
much all right if a
divorced parent ne
glects or refuses to
pay child support;
promiscuity is all
right; adulteiyis all
fight Promiscuity
among teenagers is
pretty touch all
ri^, for "tfcafs the
way it is"; abortion

as birthcontrol is all right;the prostitution
of sex in advertisements and public enter
tainment is all right

Butthen* &r down this roadof freedom,
we decide that a few lines ought to be
drawn. Child molestation, we wish to say,
isnot allright, norissexual violence, noris
sexual harassment, nor is pregnancy
among unmarried teenagers. We are also
against venereal diseases, the diseases of

', we tend to think that

But this couldhappen onlyafter a prob
ably instinctive sense of the sanctity and
digoity of body —the sense, asthe Bi
ble puts* it, fA having been "fearfully and
IvpDdaifuUy nn4f" orof having beenmade

hul been destroyed. Once
latioence had been broken

i.4QWP«' ttmi tfaa Qpmfron of the pimp could
Jm Io14 <vi tfaa promise of instant, innocent

' 8eiii||]fgiitifica|ion, **no strings attached."
Sexutf eneigy. cannot be made publicly
available for commercial use — that is,
prostH&lted —without destroying all of its
communal or cultural forms: forms of
courtship, maniage, fomily life, household
^nomy azul so on....
. In t|ie wake of the Thomas-Hill catas
trophe in Washington, The New York
T[m«s Magazine contained a skin lotion

' adwertisemeni which displayed a photo--
1flranh ^ tlM naked torso of a woman.

uc comaors wtm mav
hunted animals. ''Qye oratac^j
veiy signature of omt hiinwivHw
come a danger. *.

The meetmg ground between mto
women, whldi oughtto be , ^
trust, has become a place oflntvlclon,'^
competition, and violence. One no loi^

Lged in ekecSra and loyalty, ram^yiri^
many ways; oow

fl . fitinct may beito-"The marriage of two duit^.
iovei* loins than, to one
another, tofor^tears,to sec^to-^

descMidantSitothe
comimailty, to Heaven ami

EartkHlsthe
fundamental comwction,
' withoutDrtitBh nothing

boMs,andtiustlslts
necessity."

sexual love froif}>itif
old communal re*,
stralnts, we' have
"freed" it also ffam
its meaning' itrnB-
sponsibility, and hs
exaltation; Md^we
have made it daitr
gerous. "Sexual lib
eration" is as nyKh
a fraud, and:^
great a f^ure,"*«8

• I the "peacafW*.
atom. '

Weare nowUving in a sexualatmosphere
so polluted and embittered that women
must look upon virtually W oian as aipp-
tential Rssailnnr, anda man must look t^oa-
virtual^ any vroman as a pcrtential acousv.
The idea that this situation can be ouxeofbdi
by the courts and the police only ex
pounds the disorder and the danger.

And in the midst of this add rainfall 'of
predationand recrimination we prfiSume:tQ.
teach our young people that sex can.-be
made "safe" —by the use, inevitably; of
purchased drugs and devices. What t
Sexwasnever safe, and it is lesss^.aiiw'
than it has ever been. • " '.*•

Whatweare actuallyteaching the young
is an illusion of thou^tless freedom tad
purchaseable safety, wh^ encoura^
themto tamperpremature^, dlsreqMctRd-
ly, and dangennisly with a great l^«r.
Just as the public economy^ enoouiagai ,
people fo spend monay aM waste jb^,
worid, so the public sexual code encqvr;
ages people to bespeiuttiirifta and

. a feminist point ofview, this head
lessandfootleu body represents thesex-
uaTideal of the worst sort of man: a wom
an ^0 cannot think and cannot escape..
From a point of view somewhat more
comprehensive, the point of viewof com-

•mum^, it represents also the commercial
ideal of Uie industrial economy: the com
pletely s^udble consumer, unable either
tojif(|gOor tonsist....IFTHEY had only themselves to ton-

sicjer, lovers would notneed to mar-
ty,(?ut th^ must think ofothers and
p other tmngs. They saytheir vows

Mo conununity as much ^ to onean
other, and the communitygathers around
them to hear and to wish*them well, on

' their behalf and on'
Ub own. It gathers
around! titain be-

' cause ' It' under
stands how neces-
saiy, how Joyful.
and how fearful
this joining is.

These 'lovers,
,pledging them-
'selves to one an
other "until
death," are giving
themselves away,
and they are Joined
|w this as na,'law or contract could ever
join them. Lovers, then, "die" into their
union with one another as a soul "dies'"
into its union with God.
' Ajidsohere,attheveiyheartofcommu-
ni^life, we fii^ not something to sell asin
tto pul^-narket, but this momentous giv
ing. If the opinmunity cannot protect this
dyj^g it (jta protect nothing —and our
toeu pfwing that this is so.
^WQtbuf cansee that there are two kinds
of humao economy. There is the kind of
economy AjSit exists to protect the "right"
of as doesour presentpublic econo
my:and this soit ofeconomy willinevitably

-^tate towanl protection of the "rights'̂ '
oftl^ profit most. Our present pub
lictconoT"y is reaUy a political system that
safeguards <ha prirate exploitation of the
public wealth and h^th.

;

"Perhaps tiMcinrant
revulsion againstMxual
harassment may b« the

beginningofa MMwalof
sexual responsiitilltifwmI

8ei^respsot"

they are
not ours.

In this culture of liberated sexuali^,
"free" ofcourtesy, ceremony, responsibil
ity, and restraint, dependent on litigation
and e]q)ert advice, there ismuch thatls hu
man. sad to say, but th^re is no sense or
sanity, "nying to draw the line where we

iDUC weaiui ano neoiui. ere tfying todrew it,^ between carelcMneM
The Wnd cteconomy exists for the and brutuity, islike insisting that falling is

protection of gilts, beginning with the "giv- flvinff W and "natural^ until you hit

government's responsibility.

fiig inmflniage," anJ this Is the economy
ofoommu^, which now has been neariy

'̂ ^Sdbere are, unsurprisingly,^two kinds
of seiuaUty that correspond to the two
kinds of economy. The sexuality of com
munity lif^. whatever its inevitable vaga
ries, is centered on marriage, which joins
two liviDg souls asclosely as, inthis worid,
theyca^joined. This joining oftwo who
know, kwe and trust one another brin^
them in ^ sanie breath.into the freedom
of consent and into the fullest earth
ly realization of the image of God.

From their joining, other living souls
•come into being, and with them great re-
8ponsi|)ilitie8 that are unending, fearful and
joyful, the marriage of two lovers joins

to we anott^r, to forebears, to de
scendants, to the community, to Heaven
and Ear^ It is tte fundamental connec-
tipn, 'without which nothing holds, and
t^ is its necessi^. Once this trust is

flying ("free" awl "natural^ until you hit
the ground, and then tiying to outlaw hit
ting the ground ^ ,

The preteitfious, fantastical and solemn
idiocy ofthe public sexual code could not
be better exemplified than by the new iniq
uitous phrase, "sexual part^r," which de
nies aU that is implied by the names of
"husband" or "wife" or "lover." It denies,
with a sort of obse^ous egalitaiianism,
anyone's responsibiuQr for the conse
quences of sex. With one's "sexual part
ner," it is now understood, one must prac
tice "safe sex" —that is, one must protect
oneself, not one's partner, or the chiUren
ttot may come ofthe "partnership."

According toitsclaims, sexual liberation
nyghr lodcallv tohave brought ina time of
ease umlto^r between men and women.
It haii, on the contraiy, filled the country
with sexual self-conscmusness, uncertain
ty, and fear. Women, thou^ they may
dress as if the ipx"**' millennium had ar
rived, hunyalong ourdlystreets andpub-

derers of sex...;

|HUS, STARTING with
brutality, we have an
ual brutality. ThoMn^.^ .
the one and depl(M<l^ otbof;

have to explain iM)W#>^wifrhf toglfii
have arrived anjnviMfe el«

But sexual loinoiaking betwfi^<
is not, and cannot be, w .,
stinctual coupling ofanhna^iltls
reation"; it is not "safe." It is the strongest ^
prompti^ and the greatest joy that yoMftf
people are likely to
Is sopowerful, it to
of tto fanu)us dangen « venereai
and "unwanted pregnancy." but all»Jl^^
cause it involves and r^uires a ghnng
away oftheself, v^iteh. Ifiwt honored ,
reciprocated, inevitabty reduces digii|]}^>f«^^
and self-respect. Hieinvitation ^ give <>0
8^ away is noi, except for tta'aitreai^
ignorant or theextremely foolii^ l|ljf
oneto accept ' -

Perhaps the current revulsion jnuyt ...
sexual harassment maybe the begimw
a renewal ofsexual responsibility aaiw
respect It must, at any rate, bethebew '̂t# ^
ning of a repudiation of tha14(MI
among us is merely natural. • " '

If menand Women are merely animw3 -
ishard tosee how sexual harassmwttwjlla ,
havebQ(»nuan issue,for such haraswlM^
is no more t^ the instinctive proceduf '̂
pinift animals, who openly harawfrauM,..
and tisually by unahftghed physical displfy
andcontact; it is theirwayofasUDg
and who is not in estius. Women
thinic such betiavior offensive If wpRao
not, for thousands of years, underetdod
ourselves as specifically human beiflw^
creatures who, if iasome ways aninijlHifc«
are in other ways God-like. '*other ways

In asking men to feel shame and to re
strain themselves — what one wcfuld not
ask of an —women are imidioitly
asking to be treated as human being|{^
that full sense, as Uving souto made io the
image ofGod. But any humans who wis^^to
be treated, and to treat others, acconU^to
that definition mustunderstand ttot thltjls
not a Idndness tiiat can be oonferred'by>f
public economy orby a public govenm^.
orby a public people. It onty can be c^
ferr^ upon its members, Iqr acopinimyy*

I umiiiiihr'ii


