Moslems have every right to be upset, as chriqtians d;ﬂ with tﬁa"

SEan T O el -0 nﬂt Ennugh that the drug kais&r——fruen EFrom ‘making
congervatives dlove the Department of Education as he extended its
. tentacles into every Americen classroom--is in charge of drug..
.prnhihitinn ‘Ha is also advocating a host of further invagions

s of gur financial and personal privacy in the name of - fighting

‘drugs.’ The real agenda of the neo- cunservﬂtiva drug casszar has
always been -to expand what his mantor Irving Kristol calls -the
"conservative welfare state." And the warfare state.

Bennett's first action as drug cmperor was to restrict the
constiltutional rights of law-ablding Americans. This will prove,

I am efraid, an all-too- ancurarn prediotion of his futurs
cnn&uct

ThrEE uthar thmughta 1} By simply banning imported
assault riflnﬂ, drug shah Bennett has ‘given a large subsidy to

- domestit manufapturers. I wonder who gava what campaign
Coontributions?  2) Thpse who consider assault rifles ovil per se

should’ think what it would have msant if each Jewish family in

S =Germany had had such a weapon in the 1940s. 3) Every Swis

family has not a seml-auvtomatic assault rifle in their hmua
but=-=-as part of the country's defonse plan--a fully autnmatig
agsault rifla: a military machine gun. And there is virtually no

. orime in Syltmexland. , Far from it being a risk to society for
. honest pnnplu to pDEEEEE capable weapons, it is a blessing, and a
-mighty deterrent to crime. (Criminals dislike entering hHomes

whera the owner is armed.) No one But tha honest will obey gun
gontrol laws, and no one expects anything alsa, Such lows ara
designed to qiaarm the people, not the soum.

Tha Salman ﬁunhﬂﬂn nifair

It‘a easy to be for freedom of oxpression when it means -
ﬂﬂnnuncing the Ayatollah, aAnd, of course, he should be

denounced, for no ona has: the right to advaqatg killing people
with heretical wviews.. But I can't halp thinking that the Rushdie

"Efﬁﬂir has sdéme Unaxamined questions

— / F
1) How much of the whole media brouhaha is fed by people who are
ant1~raliginus, and want to, paint anyone who takes raligiun
sh:inusly as an Ayatollah-like :ealﬂt?

2} ¥What about the lost.distinction that defending someone's right
to frea speech doesn't necessarily mean agreeing with them?

Last Temptatinn of Ghrist

.....

_ijcnuld sumﬂ of thﬂ puuple hyping the Rushdie affair have other

motives? For example, to make Moslems look bad for geopolitical
reasona? ‘* ] 2 2 i

4) Why should the British' taxpavers be forced to provide a round-
the-clock army of police to a threatensd malti-millionaice whilu
refgular citizens are muggad and hurglﬂd?
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o B)-Weuld- the New Republic, which has been sickeningly pompous

on Rushdie:and in its hymns to secular humanism, defend things
it would find heretical? = The answur is no. This liberal .
magazine hag past defended Canada's "anti-hate" ‘law,. which vas
used to fine and’ jall a Canadian authnr. Ernst ﬂundﬁl who

B gquestionad the historical reality of the Holocaust. leerai

‘newspapers like the Washington Post ahd the Boston Globe have
also praised the Canadian law and this prosecution.. 111 believe’

.Establishment liberals ara really committed to free ‘speech when I .

see Norman Mailer and his cchorts wearing "I am Ernst Zundel"
huttuna and hmlding readings af his ~works.

P & paraannlly am offendod hy writinga aﬂvmcating fascism,
socialism, Communism, and other forms of special-intérest big
government. . Many people understandably find Zundel's writings .
offensive.” But his came is no different in principle from
Rushdie's, except that Eunﬂel is poor and in jail, and Rishdie is
rich and- protected.

-ﬁﬂﬂiqalﬂ as Medla Distractions

There are apparently only-a few hindrad neo-Mazi "skinhoads"
in the country, but the publicity thoy resaive would maka R !
think there wero millions.  Their slightest ridiculous activity
brings major national media coverage, with the impliad message
that anypne who disagrees with the status quo or criticlzes tnu
powar struotura isiaquﬂﬂt,

That's why inLullantually sound opponents of the status quo
will never get the same attontion as the skinhoads or the
LaRouchites. Tha modia like to attack the most palitically

Jnutiagenusﬁ L X :

ThﬂL 5 also the ﬂxplanaticn for all the uLtentiDn foousad on
.Luuisiana REpuhllman legislotdr David Duke. He holds somo
positions that froe-market poople agree with (taxzes, quotas,
foreign aid, etc.) but he.is also an adherent of the violent =
ﬂhilﬂﬂﬂphF of the ¥HK. 'So he was a parfect target for liberals
{That's ﬂhy we hava te do an end-run.around the controllead m&ﬂia

'ﬁanﬁ gat our massage onto TV curselves. )

; When ﬂliver Nn:th blamed” Ronald Reagan, and Robert McFarland
garrﬂbnrnteﬂ the testimony, tha media barely paid attention.
“Morse, while Worth is demanding that top-secret information be

..IﬂlﬂEEEﬂxﬁﬂ spare his ‘oun hide, not a =single conservative writer

has attacked this. 5
Yot Oliver North has dons much more damage.-to America than a
few scattered fascists. North lied to Congress, shredded legal
documents; cargied out illegal war-activities--sll in the name of
demnzracy and ¥ropdom. He alzso undermined any chance of an .
indigenous uprising against Daniel Ortega, corrupted the
conservative movement that bought his jingoistic sloganesring,
and Lﬂrnlahed America's r&putation ahfnaﬂ.
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