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FORWARD TO FREEDOM

All people everywhere are in favor of freedom, at least for
themselves. All governments speak of freedom. In this country we
are perhaps hearing more about freedom today than at any time since
1776. The rub is that not everyone is talking about the same thing.
Many are talking not about freedom but about license—the right to do
whatever they please whenever they please.

One cannot read the documents upon which this country was
founded without being struck by the responsibilities and duties which
those men who wrote laid upon themselves. The signers of the
Declaration of Independence, for example, proclaimed liberty for all
Americans, but in doing so took upon themselves the risk of losing
everything. And many of them did lose their property, their businesses,
their fortunes.

It should be obvious that they were talking about a completely
different kind of freedom than are those who argue that they have a
right to almost everything, with no corresponding duties or responsi
bilities. Let me offer a few illustrations.

A young girl decided that she wanted to be free of all the moral
restraints and sexual taboos that have marked our society for several
centuries and that were laid down by her parents. She desired freedom
and she seized it. But it led her into becoming an unwed mother, her
lover gone, facing an abortion or having a baby and then letting it
out for adoption.

A young man wanted to be free of the law. He had certain
material needs and desires and saw no reason why he should not have
everything he wanted in this affluent society. His seizure of freedom,
his scorn of any duty and responsibility that might constrain his
freedom, led him to prison and a criminal record that will remain
with him the rest of his life.

Another youth in scorn of the law and of adult admonitions
desired uninhibited freedom to experiment with drugs. His freedom
led him to a miserable existence of addiction.

Individuals can, of course, lose their freedom in many ways,
as can institutions. The president of a church related college in
the midwest acceded to faculty pressures and applied for federal aid
for new facilities and for faculty salaries, despite church policies
to the contrary. The executive order of the President covering such
grants required that the college give up its doctrinal restrictions
on staff employment and on student admissions. The school is no longer
free to live completely by the historic philosophy and mission of the
sponsoring denomination.








