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 (Editorial ™ : — &

Prlests Aren t Slobs e

When priests were referred to as “slobs” in a
recent Father Andrew Greeley column ‘more of tite |
laity reglstered complaints here than did priests. Thrs
is mterestrr;g for a number of -reasons.

The: remark in the ‘column is, opert to in-
terpretation’but we feel that Father Greeley himself is .
not so characterizing priests — that would be a form
of self-ilgmolation foreign to the priest-columnist.
Rather it Was a flippant characterization of how the
good Fathe&r surmises the laity feels, ;ngmg from
data collected by the National melon Research

| -Center (NOR‘) of which Father Greele\g is program

director..”

' 5.
To tefresh \nemories, Fathér Greelédy ends one
small. On the whole, the laity is willing to say we. are
trying.” Then he opens. the next paragraph, “No,
priests are not bad; they’re just slobs.” We feel he is
paraphrasing how he \thinks the public feels about
priests. :

Father Greeley is one‘of our most provocative—
and more popular — coiumnists. Because he cares
deeply about the problems\of the modern Church

. and because he is able to artitulate his thoughts and

findings, and because he is generally. unafraid of
controversy, he'is a valuable columnist — if, for no
other reason, than that he stimulates others. But in
usmE the w0rd “slob” he struck oyt jn a number of
ways.| .
* iWhen he paraphrased the alieg d sentiment of
the laity he employed slang and a word that is rather
ovenworked and shabby in itself, perhaps revealing -

_how| he judges the laity’s depth of expression. Cer-

tainly, the general laity mpst harbor varied misgivings
about the clergy but “slobs?” We hardly think so. And
judging from the response from'this neck of God’s
woods, lay people were more disturbed by the
characterlzatlon than, were the clergy.

But Beware
Of Other Insults

And while it may be healthy to indulge in such a
family fight provrded there is- no continuing vin:
dictiveness, there aré other areas where prejudice,
ignorance -and unprofessionalism combine to
constitute an effrontery that cannot be avoided.

' A case’in point is a pair of articles in a recent
Dempocrat and Chronicle (the morning newspaper in
Rochester) under the label “Religion.” Over the main
article of the two. was the headline “Sex and the
clergy — openly discussed.” Wow! Come one, come
all. ead all about the lurid lives of our Church ,
‘leaders.” And “openly’! [ yet

To give the article raison d’etre, the wrlter-

“shallowly discusses the problem of cehbacy and the

clergy. Needless to say, this is an issue of great import

. and perplex:ty, a matter for serious study by -

theofogians, canon lawyers; sociologists, and serious
writers and not to be treated superficially under what
someone feels is a luring headline.

For the article, the writer interviewed 25 former
clergy.” Someone mrght say that there are literally
hundreds of thousands of priests, Sisters and Brothers .
who| have lived within their vows and ‘whose views
should .be represented. In. this sense, however it
sho:LId be pointed out, that the purpose of the article
could be legitimate — to shed some light of why
clergy are leaving their.vocations.

But the article fell short here also. At most, it
may| have explained why some of the .25 “in-
terviewees” left. That is all. In no way-did it establish
itself as a serlous report but dallied-with phraseology
“erotic adventures” of some mysterlous
people whose stability or lack of same was never

' made clear.

Then, as if it were necessary, a companion ar-
ticld was included — presumably by the same writer
although this matter of communication was

' neglected This headlme beliéve it or not, read, “He

considered castration.” It was under an- drtist’s

- congeption of a priest — whether the subject of the

article Or just another figmentof imagination is not
clear. But if the art work is confusing, one shouldn't,
worty Th\e anonymous writer describes the fallen

ridiqulous . \-.”~we hope the latter attribute is true
because then\ he at Jeast enjoyed the.article.

So-in the face|of such articlés and without being
maudlin .we ti pink - it appropriate  to express our
resgect for, conﬁcence in, and gratrtude to all our

" clergy for the sacr\lﬁce undertaken in their vocations,
_for their devotion | &q .God and service to His people.
dnderstand and never forget their
humanness. . N . - ' )

* Uncertain,”

paraTrap’h by stating; “Anticlericalism js still very -

. controversy, the

e is a handsome man with fierce dark >
‘eyeq, a robust ‘wit] and a keen appreciation of the

| Find Out

About ERA

- Editor:

“ERA " —
" Catholic Readers Quiet, Papers

Articles titled'
Marcht 19 Courier-
Journal raises some interesting
speculation.

Conjecture as to why the '

quietness and uncertainty of
readers should neutralize the
obligation of the press to present
the facts is infriguing, In the past
| have;noted articles of the in-
terview type-on the subject of
Equal Rights Amendment which
offered little more than poorly.
informed orj§self:serving im-
pressions d¢f the proposed
amendment. e

The followmg sources of in-
formation co&ld form the basis
for an intefesting article if

reported objectively: |

* Yale Law journal, April 1971,
described by Senator Sam Ervin
as probably the definitve analysis
of the ,consequences of ERA.

Harvard Civil Rights — Givil
Liberties Law Review March 1971

_ issue by Professor Paul A. Freund,

-which is cited as an excellent
legal prognosis as to the fate of
women’s Social Sequrity benefits
under the proposed Equal Rights
Amendment.
carries another article by
Professor Philip B. Kurland of
University of Chicago. Professor
Kurland explains one of the little-
known aspects of ',.the ERA
“Hayden
Modification” orlgmalhl attached
to the proposed amendment by

" Senator Hayden, which stated:

“The provisions of tids article
shall not be construed impair
any rights, benefits, or exemp-
- tions. conferred - by law upon

persons of the female sex.” Why .

did a certain. group of women
successfully /agitate until the
Hayden modification was
removed from the Equal Rights
Amendment?” Professor Kurland
gives the answer.

Congressional Record - —
March 22, 1972, pp. S4577-4578
includes legal testimony before
Senate Judiciary Committee.

If neither thé press nor the

people are inclined to examine’

the consequences of ERA, it

uld be wise to follow the ex-
cellent suggestion implied in the
Courier’'s March 19 column,
Capitol Letters. Thé second New
York State action .on this con-
stitutional amendment ' is
presently before our State Senate
Judiciary Committee pending
action. We have for the first time,
an opportunity to support a
proposition by Assemblyman Neil
Kelleher to exprore ‘the legal
implications 'of ERA by
‘establishing a task force'for this
purpose. The Capitol Letters
Column Courier March 19 reads,
“To . support’ Ass_emblyman
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KNEW

50, BROTHER FIDEUS TEHK HIE WINE RECIPE
HER SUPERIOR WHO, WITH AMAzr"rXe FORESIGHT,

T THIS WOULD SOMEHOW SOLVE THE

T MONASTERY'S FINANCIAL TROUBLES! AND? THATS
 THE WAY T WAS, 200 YEARS AGO TODAW.“ J

Kelleher's Task Force proposal,
write to him,jto Senator Bernard
CGordon, Chaitman of the Senate
Jlidiciary Comimittee, and to your
raspective dssemblymen and
é nators. Adaress for all, State

apitol, Albapy, N.Y. 12201.”

Mrs. 1. B. Newberry |
; 160 Azalea Rd.

,eague Wrong
In ‘Fables’

__~.V .

-~

dltor

7 In the Courier-Journal (3-6-75),
Celine Watking suggests that
people contact the leagle of
Women Voters fO{ a copy of the
pamphlet chlled ‘‘Fables and
acts” - about the Fqual Rights
Amendment| The pamphlet lists
fix so call ["fables.” The first
{fable’ accor«l[iing to the league is:

wives

" Rochester, N.Y. 14620

| The ‘ERA will fnake
legally responsible for p

50% of the

viding
financial support of

their families, and undermine the

basic Ameri

can family structure

by forcing women into the labor

market.”

This is not a fable. .

Probably the leading expert in .

the United States on the subject
of ERA is Pref. Paul Freund of the
Harvard Law School. His study of

ERA covers|

recent rese

25 vears and his
arch  has convinced

him that the| “case against ERA is

stronger tha
article entitl

n ever before.” In. an
ed ‘“The Equal Rights

Amendment Is Not the Way”,

published in
the Harvard
Freund,state

enforcing e

“March 1971 tissue of
Law Revnew, Prof.
s clearly {hat ERA, by
nuality m‘the matter

of family support, would dictate a

completely
family - sup

new principle of
port, which  weuld

invalidate the -state laws which

now place
sibility on 4

the | |primary respon-
husband to support

his wife and children. If ERA is
passed every wife and mother will
lose her right to be supported by -
her husband unless she-has pre-
schoo! children, and she even
loses the right to be supported by
her-husbarld . while she has pre-
school children if child care

centers ard available. No more
. radical piege of legislation could .

have beern

women outside the home — not.

by brute fag

fce but by economic

devised to forcej

© coersion..

Pennsylvania and Colorado
have passed a state ERA. In both
these states wives have lost the

- right to be supported. by their
husbands.

In Virgmla a Task Force Study:
on ERA |revealed that their
present faw imposing the primary
duty of support upon the father

“would not| be valid under ERA.

All of | the. remammg five
“fables” in the League pamphlet
can be sh own to be absohutely

3

true but space does not ‘permit

me to cover them all.

North Carolina is the 12th state
to reject theJNat,ional ERA this
vear, makin

possibte in 1975. Two states have
already =~ rescinded their
ratification and 12 more states

are, trying to rescind.

One of the| reasons for this is
that we can| now see what is

happening in the states that have *

passed state [ERA. The League’s
“fables” are \now coming true:
Fortunately New York can still
reject the state ERA. The Senate
judiciary Committee . will be
studying ERAl in April. Let your
views be heard. For more in-.
formation,. write to Operation
Wake Up, {107 Lapham St.,
Rochester, NJY. 14615,

Mrs. rs+ary Margaret Hober
r 101 Lapham St.
. R#ochester N.Y. 14615

Let’s Find
Editor:

Last weLk we attended
Ceneseo State College to hear a
former Vietnam prisoner of war
and a former Korean War prisoner
of war speak. We were surprised
to hear that there are still 1334
American men unaccounted for
in Vietna We believe as
American cu‘tlzens we sent them
and we are|respon5|ble for their
return.

the war we should do all we can
to find out the fate of these men

not only fortheir sakes but for the
sake of thejr families.

Whether \?e were for or. agalnst‘

One of he ways the former
POW Johu nderson of Niagara
Falls suggested-was that we write
letters to the president, senators,
congressmeh and anyone else we
think might|be able to put a little
pressure’ on, Hanoi

Mr and Mrs. Paul Miller
' . 30Fitch St.

Churchvulle,NY 14428

Other Letters
On Page 16

4

ratification im-

~ Letters mtended for
publication must be addressed
to Opinion, Courier-Journal, 67
Chestnut St., Rochester, N.Y:
14604

{than 1 1/2 pages, typed
' double-spaced, -with names
_and addresses. The

They should .be no Ionger X
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