
The Nomenklatura calls
for a Referendum on the
Sexual Revolution

Nelson Algren once summed up
what hehadlearned in life bysaying
that you should never play cards
with a man named Doc or eat at a

restaurant called Mom's. Editors of

monthly magazines might add to
that list: never cover a daily storyat
30 day intervals. But as of this writ
ing a milestone of sort has been
reached. William Jefferson Clinton
has now become one of three presi
dents impeached by the Congress of
the United States. The man who

used to worryabout his place in his
tory need worry no longer. His
place in history is secure, even if it
maynot be the placehe wanted. For
a while it looked as if the Great Pre

varicator might resign, but those
hopes faded in theearly days ofSep
tember. President Clinton is deter

mined to hang on to the bitter end,
and just how bitter it will be is
anyone's guess at this point. Like
Pharaoh, Clinton has hardened his
heart, and, like Pharaoh, the presi
dent seems determined to accom

plish some hidden providential plan
in spite of himself.

Resigning would, in many ways,
have been the easy way out for the
nation. It would have fastened all of

the opprobrium on one person,

who by being cast into the outer
darkness, would have been forgot
ten along with his transgressions.
Resignation would have also been
the honorable thing to do, to spare
thecountry, asRichard Nixon did, a
long period of paralysis. But
Clinton is not an honorable man,
and the country which elected him
to the office of President twice

doesn't deserve to be spared, cer
tainly not from the consequences of
a course of behavior which it so av-

idly chose. President Clinton also
can't afford to resign. His grip on
the levers ofpower is the only thing
keeping him out of jail right now.
And so by holding on, Clinton has
transformed an incident into a con

stitutional crisis, but even more
than that he has transformed that

crisis into a referendum on the

sexual revolution.

This Nemesis is of his own mak

ing, all generated within the past
few months. He could have settled
the Paula Jones case, but he chose to
lie about it instead. Then the Paula
Jones case led to the Monica
Lewinsky affair, and here he chose
to lie as well. What other choices

can you expect a liar to make? And
yet all his lying has only served to
make the truth more apparent.

The nomenclatura has now taken

to airing ads defending the presi
dent aswell as thepresident's behav
ior. People like Desmond Tutu and
Sophia Loren Plato are now com
plaining about "inquisitorial harass
ment." The pundits are talking as if
the sky is falling, as if the course of
events is out of control, and of

course they are in a way — out of
their control, at least. When I
wrote on I'affaire Lewinsky in
March, the stock market was still at

the top of its bubble, and Clinton
was the major beneficiary of that
fact. By the fall, the bubble had
burst, and William Raspberry was
claiming "We're headed for disaster
and the brakes don't work." Even

Michael Kelly, who is no friend of
the president, caught the mood of
impending disaster aswell and came
up, as a result, with his version of
the big picture, namely, that "chaos
is the natural order; chaos rules, ex
cept when order is imposed upon it
by brute (and often quite stupid)
force. It is thesheriff who keeps the
peace, not the scholar. It was mur-
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derous and overwhelming might
that stopped Hitler."

If things get any more chaotic,
Kelly will most probably call for a
dictator to restore order. That is the

classical trajectory. It is in Plato; it is
what brought Hitler to power after
the chaos of the Weimar Republic,
although Kelly seems unaware of
that fact. He is also unaware of the

fact that the universe is suffused
with reason, and that and not chaos
is its fundamental law, from the mo
ment of creation, when God sepa
rated the sea from the dry land and
said that everything was good,
which is another way of saying or
derly. Chaos is something we have
introduced into our own form of
government, a form which worked
fairly well, but a form which was
predicated on certain realities,
moral and spiritual, upon which it
has depended and which it did not
create.

No one has mobilized the forces

of sexual chaos more avidly than
President Clinton. Critics are fond

of accusing him of having no policy
at all, of being merely an opportun
ist.This is not true. Clinton's policy,
the one he has remained true. to

since the moment he took office
when he struck down abortion re

strictions and opened the way for
homosexuals in the military, is the
sexud revolution. He supports the
sexual revolution for obvious per
sonal reasons, but he also supports
it because it is in his political inter
est to do so. He, more than any
other president in this nation's his
tory, understands how sexual license
can be used to political advantage.
He knows that sexual liberation is a

form ofpolitical control. He knows
that a nation that spends billions a
year on pornography will not be
able to respond with indignation
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much less outrage, when the presi
dent of the United States is impli
cated in his own little X-rated per
formance. He courts the homosexu

als assiduously. He is the first presi
dent ever to speak before a group of
homosexuals, in this instance the
Human Rights Campaign. He rose
to power supporting this ideology
and he is not about to abandon it,

not now and not ever. Whether he

will call out tanks and have them

fire on the Capitol remains to be
seen. The far-fetched nature of that
scenario has less to do with

Clinton's will to power than the tra
ditions of the military he has done
his best to subvert.

But his support of sexual libera
tion, no matter how firm, does not
exempt the president from the con
sequences of his actions. Like the
man who cheats on his wife in an

Arkansas trailer park, he will find
that actions have consequences. But

women leave their looms to go off
and dance naked on the mountain

side, someone gets hurt.
The pundits are all crying thatsex

isn't the issue. They do this by
claiming that "it's only sex," that
there are more important things for
our concern, all the while blithely
disregarding the fact that the presi
dent doesn't feel that way himself,
no matter what his defenders say.
President Clinton is going to defend
Dionysos to the death; he can't af
ford to back out now; like Ahab he
is willing to take the whole country
down CO make a point. Like Gustav
Aschenbach, the aging intellectual
in Death in Venice is willing to
die rather than relinquish his illicit
desires, Bill Clinton is willing to
wreck the country to defend
Dionysos.

On September 10, Salon Maga
zine, an organ of the Clinton ad
ministration, announced "the so-

President Clinton is goingto defend
Dionysos to the death; he can't afford to
back out now; like Ahab he is willing to
take the whole countiy down to make a
point.

because he is the president of the
mostpowerful nation on earth, and
determined to hold onto that power
no matter what, he will find that the
consequences are more dire than he
imagined. Make no mistake. Bill
Clinton worships Dionysos; he got
to power by worshipping that god
and he will defend his religion to
the death — certainly to the death
of his colleagues and former busi
ness associates. Whenever the

called Doomsday scenario" one of
the options the same Clinton Ad
ministration was considering to re
tain its hold on power. This "sce
nario" was "the dreaded Armaged
don in which the personal peccadil
loes of everyone — Republican,
Democrat, journalists — are ex
posed if Clinton's infidelities are
dragged into the open." Afew days
later. Salon obligingly put the
"Doomsday scenario" into effect by



reporting on an affair which Henry-
Hyde, chairman of the judiciary
committee then considering im
peachment, had 30 years earlier.
"Everyone," said Henry Jaffe of Sa
lon, "will be punished. It will be a
total meltdown."

Here, as before, Clinton's actions
simply made the situation worse for
himself. In this instance, it certainly
didn't deter Congressman Hyde
from proceeding with impeachment
proceedings, and in retrospect it's
hard to see how tactics like this
would do anything other than
harden Hyde's resolve, if for no
other reason than for simple re
venge. Once again in this annus
mirabilis of American politics, Bill
Clinton turned out to be his own
worst enemy by following his in
temperate desires. It seems that
Aquinas was right when he said that
lust darkened the mind. Even
Clinton's supporters in the fourth

i^ws

to be bringing
about the will of the God he seems

determined to thwart. Like Pha
raoh, his determination to do his
will is bringing about his own de
mise.

In case you hadn't noticed it, a
subtle change took place among the
savants of che fourth estate when
Clinton refused to resign.
Bootlickers like Tom Teepen would
ply Clinton with advice on an al
most daily basis, even writing
apologies for the president to sign.
Manypundits called for his resigna
tion, but that was understandable in
a way. Clinton, like the politician
mocked by Churchill, was giving
sodomy a bad name. If he had re
signed, if he had gone peaceably,
then they could have labored under
che illusion that Clinton was just an
aberration. All the ruling class then
needed to do was to replace him
with someone of the moral caliber
of Mother Teresa, someone of ster

ling character willing to defend sod
omy and abortion, partial birth or
otherwise. Then all concerned could
go on living according to che En
lightenment illusion that sex is no
big deal and that the masters ofthe
universe can tinker with che moral
order — decriminalizing adulcery
and making smoking a capical of
fense — CO cheir hearts content. By
resigning, as both the Washin^on
Post and The New York Times urged
him to do, Clinton could have
saved the sexual revolution.

But Clinton didn't resign. And as
soon as it became clear chac he was
never going to do so, a subtle
change of heart swept through the
talking class. Maureen Dowd is a
good case in point here. Dowd lam
basted Clinton as a selfish jerkweek
after week, even comparing him to
the devil. In a letter to his support
ers, Dr. James Dobson even cited
one of Dowd's columns as evidence

of a hostile press. Then, suddenly,
when the Starr report came out and
che evidence againsc Clincon be
came inescapable, Dowd changed
her mind and began attacking the
special prosecutor instead of the
president. Ic was as if this dog had
suddenly run to the end of its leash
and got jerked back co reality. Why?
Perhaps because by this point it be
came clear chat bigger issues were at
stake. By not resigning from office,
Clinton turned the Lewinsky affair
into a referendum on che sexual
revolucion. Now that he was noc go
ing togo quiedy and take che rap, ic
was time co close ranks and defend
what Clincon said he stood for.
Within hours of the release of che
Scarr Report, Dowd was attacking
the prosecutor as vehemently as she
once accacked the president.
Clinton had saved himself by wrap
ping his political fortunes in the
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mande of sexual Hberadon. A vote
against Clinton was now a vote
against the '60s, and all that that de
cade stood for in the minds of the
liberated intelligenda. Maureen
Dowd said so herself:

The avenging , evangelical
prosecutor never seems to give
a thought to how his relentless
chase is riving the nation. He
seems determined not only to
overthrow the President, but
to overturn die '60s and re
store the black-and-white
moral code that existed before
the decade of sex, drugs and
draft evasion. ^

Anthony Lewissaid much the
same thing. The attack on Clinton
would have "enormous conse
quences for our politics." (Our poli
tics?) Lewis then goes on to list the
consequences, all of which have to
do with the sexual revolution:

Abortion would be targeted for a
range of new restrictions, including
even a constitutional amendment to
oudaw it. And concern with sexual
matters would not be likely to stop
there.There would be legislation to
limit U.S. help for population con
trol efforts around the world. Fed
eral regulations to give equal treat
ment to homosexuals would be an
other target. The law forbidding
grants to"indecent" artcould be ex
panded to other fields.

Hollywood, next to the
Black population, Clintons most
avid support group, is not backing
away firom supporting Clinton any
more than die fourth estate. At a re
cent fund-raiser in Hollywood,
Marshall Herskovitz, a Democrat

who was producer of the television
series "thirtysomething" said that
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"The scandal is really a referendum
on sexual morality in the country."

The independent prosecutor, ac
cording to Lewis, would "^bring
about a fundamental change in the
political direction of this country,
effectively changing the results of
our last two elections. It would be a
coup d'etat.^

Lewis is right in a way. If Clinton
had resigned, he could have saved
the sexual revolution by focusing all •
of the blame on himself. However,
self-sacrificing altruism is not a hall
mark of those who worship
Dionysos. By joining his personal
fate to the sexual revolution,
Clinton is threatening to take the
regime down with him when he
goes, if he goes. At this point we
may all one day be thankful for
Clintons megalomania because
Clintons fall now means the f^l of
the liberal regime. Or is that just
wishful thinlting? Is that just the
paranoia of the liberals finding un
canny confirmation in the most fer
vent wishes of the conservatives?

The regime in power now is the re
gime which came to power as a re
sult of the sexual revolution of the
'60s, which brought aboiit a fiinda-
mental break with the constitution
that was writtenby the founding fa
thers, who felt, as John Adams and
George Washington said, that the
constitution they wrote could not
function without a moral populace.^

By not resigning, the president is
doing the country a favor. He is
forcing the people to take sides. He
is forcing a referendum on the
sexual revolution. There is a risk
here, of course, because nobody re
ally knows how corrupted the
American people have become after
30 years of sexual indulgence. The
pundits have gone just about en
masse over to his side already. Now
it remains to be seen whether the

legislature has too. This^ crisis is
about the rule of law. It is a referen
dum, as Hollywood has said, on the
sexual revolution and whether that
is now going to be the law of the
land, taking precedence over the
system established by the founding
fethers. After 30 years of sexual lib
eration, the sexual revolutionaries
are not going to go peacefully. They
are going to force the issue, and the
country, through its elected repre
sentatives, is going to have to decide
whether we believe in the worship
of Dionysos or the rule of law.
What the pundits mean when they
say that "its only sex" is really that
the rule of Dionysos has hegemony
over the rule of law. Precedents have
already been established. We all
have the right toassemble peaceably
in this country, as long as we don't
assemble in firont of an abortion
clinic, in which case we have-just
committed a felony. Abortion, in
this instance, rewrote the constitu
tion. What the Clinton case will es
tablish is similar. Lying under oath
is bad, except in the case of lying
under oath about sex, then "it's only
sex." By taking sex out of the moral
code," the Nietzscheans who com
prise our ruling class have made sex
into something above the law. In
other words, the law is subservient
to sex. Sex, in other words, is the
state religion, and Bill Clinton is the
emperor, who is also a god, and
gods, we all know, are above the law.
By allowing Bill Clinton to stay in
office, we are tacidy ratifying all of
the above, a set of beliefs which we
will call the worship of Dionysos.
The pundits —give them credit —
understand this, and they are so
committed to the worship of
Dionysos diat they are willing to
junk die rule oflaw in order to pre
serve it. Indeed, people like Mr.
Lewis by claiming that the Starr in-



vestigation is a "coup d'etat"
already admitted that.

have to theAmerican experiment because
that will mean the end to the rule of
law.

Clinton and his supporters know
instinctively that they can't back
down on this issue. In fact, they are
going to make die November elec
tion a referendum on theworship of
Dionysos. They are betting that 30
years of sexual liberation has done
its work. They are betting that the

populace has been corrupted by
three decades of sexual license and
that the people who have been cor
rupted will choose President
Clinton as the guarantor of their il
licit sexual desires, even if tiiis
means accepting tyranny with open
arms

The other side in this
struggle is coming to the same con
clusion. Henry Hyde, head of the
judiciary committee and avictim of
the White House's scorched earth
policy against its enemies said that
the Congress's task was to now "de
fend the rule of law." David P.
Schippers, the chief investigative
counsel for the Judiciary Commit
tee headed byHyde, concluded his
report to that committee by citing
the line of St. Thomas More from a
Man for All Seasons: "The laws of
this country are the great barriers
that protect the citizens from the
winds of evil and tyranny. Ifweper
mit one of those laws to fall, who
will be able to stand in the winds
that follow?" The Democrats on the
committee demanded that these re
marks be stricken from the record.
Congressman Hyde obliged, noting
wryly that the Democrats in de
fending the president were express
ing their opposition to the rule of
law.

That is precisely the point which
Schippers was trying to make. If the
country's chief law enforcement of
ficer can perjure himself and flout
the law with impunity, then the rule
of law has been replaced by some
other form of government — the
form we have denominated the
worship of Dionysos — because, as
Schippers says, "the principle that
every witness inevery case must tell
the truth, thewhole truth and noth
ing but the truth is the foundation
of the American system of justice."
If President Clinton prevails in this
struggle — and make no mistake,
the fourth estate wants him to pre
vail — then that will mean the end

E. MICHAEL JONES

Early Start

Even at seven years
she knew all the visceral words
andthe proper tone ofvoice to
informus that shespoke
of genitaiia
and their manyrelations —
innuendoesand permutations
in the entire created world;
male and female He made them.

Computer highways, modern parents,
chat clubs (forbidden to minors)
soap operas and passionate TVspecials
told all, yes alland thensome,
that herpig-tailed peers
shared in whispers
with giggles andglee
when elders were absent.

The entire social landscape
was captured and sexualized
(not to mention a bit offcolor):
was completely grounded
in all that neglected divine.

So much obsession
and certain, one-sided,
bodily knowledge
for worse, not for better,
sexwas so boring!
A forgone divorce.

Charles M. Campbell
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