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WORSE THAN "HOGWASH" 

Those of us who seek to inform others bear a special respon-

sibility - to inform. Only an informed electorate can make repre-

sentative society work as those truly great leaders and political 

thinkers who created our form of government intended for it to 

work. This does not require perfection for perfection is neither 

human nor possible. It does require honesty and scrupulous adher-

ence to fact and it requires that we state our prejudices in 

either the expression of opinion or representation of fact. 

My own reporting experience, first print and last electronic, 

may well have begun before Roy Meachum's. It began in the late 

1920s and within a few years some of my writing was syndicated. 

My last daily reporting was of Harry Truman's election and it 

did include the successful Jewish effort to establish the state 

of Israel against the attacking armies of much greater numbers 

and more abundant equipment of the entire Arab world. For more 

than two decades, based on prior experiences that include Senate 

investigator and editor, investigative reporter and wartime intel-

ligence analyst, my writing has been about the assassinations 

of President Kennedy and Dr. King. These are controversial sub-

jects. I have received at least 15,000 letters from strangers 

and from those about whom I have written. Not one person has 

written to complain of factual error or that I treated him un-

fairly. I say this not to boast but to indicate that on even 

the most controversial subjects, those that arouse passions, it 

is possible to be both accurate and fair. The prerequisite is 

not a lack of feeling but the intent to be accurate and fair. 

One can be and still be a partisan. 

Those of Roy Meachum's columns that I have criticized have 

been neither accurate nor fair and/as recently as his The Cry 

of anti -Semitism: Hogwash!" column, all the evidence is that 
he does not intend to be. One of the common faults in all these 

columns is that he misrepresents. This one, too, is at best a 

shallow mishmash. 

And it is, from headline to conclusion, classic anti-Semitism, 

what the headline and text prate does not exist. 



It also is anti-Israeli, which is not the same as anti-

Semitism. 

Most of the column is devoted to the flap over Cardinal 

O'Connor's recent trip to the Middle East, including Isrefil, but 

that is merely a vehicle for Meachum's biases. It is self-impor-

tant and patronizing, as in, "I personally doubt that American 

Jewish leaders tried to set up the cardinal," Meachum's own straw 

man which still suggests that Jews did set the cardinal up. It 

is ignorant in stating that "the Vatican decided to exculpate 

Jews in the death [sic] of Jesus." Obviously, no living person 

could be responsible for that crucifixion and equally obviously, 

Pontius Pilate, the Roman ruler, ordered it. The most the Vatican 

could say is that Christ was not killed by a Jew. Only secret 

or overt anti-Semites have held otherwise. But even Meachum's 

formulation can be interpreted as the classic anti-Semitism -

that Jews, living, dead and yet unborn, are the "Christ-killers." 

I do not take time for the other dubious content of this portion 

of his mishmash. 

His opening sentence gives credibility to a White House fab-

rication to protect Reagan, one already exposed for what it is, 

that Israel "set up" the disgraceful, wimpish, flimflammed swap 

of weapons to Iran for the return of American hostages. From 

this Meachum attempts to justify himself and condemn letters to 

the editor criticizing him - which are mostly mine - and to defend 

himself against this criticism. He says, "We hear the familiar 

cry of 'anti-Semitism' - raised every time criticism appears of 

Israel. It appeared in Letters to the Editor..." 

I did not equate his anti-Semitism with his anti-Israeli 

writings. I was in each instance quite specific, never resorting 

to the dishonest kind of generality I quote above. I was no less 

specific in illustrating his pro-Arab propaganda and his factual 

inaccuracies. Neither then nor now has he been specific in any 

pretended defense of his writing. He did defend Abu Nidal, one 

of the major Arab terrorists, and his subordinates over their 

piracy and cold-blooded murder when they hijacked the Achille  

Laura and murdered an aged and crippled American who also hap-

pened to be a Jew. They are, to Meachum and in such barbarities, 

real "freedom fighters." In trying to apprehend Nidal when it 



captured the others, our government was wrong, accoryCIng to 

Meachum. This, no doubt, comes from his vast knowledge of the 

laws of piracy. 

Jews, he wrote, defeated Illinois liberal Republican Senator 

Charles Percy and persuaded our own Mac Mathias not to run for 

reelection. Meachum just knew this about Mac's decision because, 

he said, he had not spoken to Mac about it. In neither case was 

Meachum truthful and it is not easy to believe that one who pretends 

to his erudition and extensive personal experience and knowledge 

is not aware of the responsibility of the extremists in the 

national, Maryland and Illinois Republican parties for those 

decisions. 

Then there was his writing that Jews were killing innocent 

Arab babies, writing that omitted the exact opposite, that Arabs 

bombarded the schools and homes of Jewish children (and women 

and old people), terrorist and not military shellings. Meachum 

also did not recall all those bombings of buses and other vehicles, 

including airplanes, or the slaughters at airports, all of inno-

cents. Only that Jews (who he neglected to mention were defending 

themselves) killed Arab babies. 

And who, according to Meachum, is responsible for the fact 

that there is no peace in the Middle East? Only American Jews. 

(That after the combined Arab armies attacked the Israelis and 

were defeated; that Israelis had established and much of the 

world had recognized the state of Israel; and that not one of 

the Arab powers would sign a peace treaty or recognize its existence 

- which is directly responsible for the present situation there -

Meachum has not seen fit to mention.) 

So, Meachum now does not respond to any of specific criti-

cisms of his writing for he cannot. Instead, he launches into 

another generality - one, it happens, that is a classic formulation 

of 2000 years of anti-Semitism. It also is the classic complaint 

about other immigrants and minorities by those to whom Emma Gold- 

man's words engraved on the Statue of Liberty mean nothing -

they and they alone are responsible for all persecutions of them-

selves. 

Meachum, not uncommonly, is ambiguous. He does not say 

whether he means that my criticisms of him for his anti-Semitic 
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writings or the existence of anti-Semitism itself is "hogwash." 

From the internal evidence of this column I think he means both. 

After what I quote from him above about Letters to the Editor, 

which is where he cries "Hogwash!" he says: 

"Where anti-Semitism increases in this country, American 

Jews must look to themselves and their actions, as individuals 

and through their organizations." 

I criticize him for anti-Semitic writing and I cause anti- 

Semitism? The Anti-Defamation League exposes anti-Semites and 

that causes anti-Semitism? In this Meachum says exactly what 

Hitler said, what the Tsar's police said when they fabricated 

the famous anti-Semitic tract generally referred to as the 

Protocols of Zion. 

This was said about the Irish, the Polish, the Italian, the 

German and the Jewish immigrants, from major cities like New York 

to small hamlets throughout this land, and it was said by those 

who disliked the immigrants or who had other motives for their 

prejudices - and violences. 

Meachum repeats this in slightly different form toward the 

end of his "Hogwash," the "principal source" of anti-Semitism 

"these days is the myopia of American Jews, who are blind to every- 

thing, it seems, in their zeal to protect Israel. They make 

enemies out of friends, in their zeal." 

Here again, classic, traditional anti-Semitism: Jews are 

a monolith, they agree on everything, including Israel. It is 

difficult to believe that Meachum knows any of us and believes 

this. And if exposing anti-Semitism and unjustified criticism 

of Israel can or does make enemies out of friends, one must rede- 

fine friendship. 

As usual in his flauntings of ignorance and prejudice, if 

not hatred, Meachum is arrogant, ordaining that what is is not 

and that what is not is; he looks down on mere mortals, and in 

this remarkable, if unintended, self-portrait, after saying that, 

as quoted above, Jews are responsible for anti-Semitism, he has 

an incredible clause, referring to non-Israeli Jews as "those 

who choose to live in other nations, including the United 

States." American Jews are not American? Why should any American 

have to "choose" between living here or anywhere else? And do 



any Americans have to live anywhere else to have and express 

opinions on events in those parts of the world? Would he dare 

say this about blacks and South Africa? About Chinese Americans 

and China? Russian Americans and the Soviet Union? (His entire 

sentence suggests that American Jews think they govern Israel, 

(----another Meachum evil.) 

Meachum really means that there is no anti-Semitism. His 

reason is that "laws and the media's watchdogs prevent its exis- 

tence as official or corporate policy." Laws cannot prevent 

prejudice and hatred or indulgence of them any more than "the 

media's watchdogs" can; and, omniscient as Meachum would have 

us blighted and ignorant yokels believe he is, can he really know 

the policies of all corporations, to say nothing of their prac- 

tices? Where has he been living all these years, other than in 

his dream-world presentation of himself in his columns? 

He cannot resist closing his column with another slur on 

the State of Israel: "No one can seriously believe that the govern- 

ment in Jerusalem will suffer in the present White House scandals; 

they are professionals who, in fact, resent amateur bumblers." 

That is the reason the Israeli government will not suffer, that 

they are "professionals," whatever he may mean by this? Not that 

they did not, as he begins this column by suggesting they did, 

"set up" the swap of weapons to Iran for the release of our hostages. 

Meachum has every right to be blindly, uncritically pro-Arab. 

He has every right to be anti-Israeli and anti-Semitic. These 

are among the personal rights we all have. However, when Meachum 

the person becomes Meachum the writer, he does assume responsi- 

bilities and if he does not meet them he in practice subverts 

representative society. He has often enough praclaime•d his dedi- 

cation to the glorious tradition of American joutnalism and just 

as often he has hippodromed the exact opposite, as he does in 

this "Hogwash" column. That principle, decency and morality (yes, 

he did write a column on "Amorality") require the writer be truth- 

ful and fair and not the creature of his personal prejudices. 

In the absence of specific refutations of specific allega- 

tions of anti-Semitism in his columns, resort to inappropriate 

and meaningless generalities in pretended denial merely confirms 

his intent to be anti-Semitic, and that, in this country, is much 



worse, much more serious than "Hogwash." 

Meachum called Governor Shaeffer a fascist, "another 
Mussolini," 

only once from that self-conceived Olympus from which
 he looks 

down on all the rest of us. Maybe he will not repeat
 that libel 

again. But his anti-Semitism is repeated, unrepented
, without 

apology and now he has joined Hitler and so many othe
rs in saying 

what they have said to justify their anti-Semitism, t
hat Jews are 

the cause of it. 

The first amendment gives us all precious rights but 
these 

rights to not include, as the Supreme Court held, sho
uting "fire!" 

in a crowded theater. Meachum's column pretending th
at "the cry 

of anti-Semitism" is mere "hogwash" is traditional an
ti-Semitism 

and typifies his incitations to hatred that has victi
mized Jews 

for 2,000 years. One at a time such small-time evils
 do not do 

the harm of starting a riot in a theater but over the
 years they 

have accumulated into the most horrible genocide hist
ory records. 

In this stretching of the first amendment Meachum doe
s, I think 

appropriately, align himself alongside Hitler who als
o claimed 

that the Jews are responsible for anti-Semitism. Thi
s was not 

an accidental slip - Meachum said it twice. He puts 
himself where 

he is, not I. I regret that his column says he belon
gs there. 
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u
n
d
eclared

 w
ars? In

 stealin
g
 it an

d
 slid

in
g
 it 

u
n
d
e
r th

e
 ta

b
le

 to
 R

e
a
g
a
n
's m

e
rc

e
n
a
rie

s, 

th
o
se C

o
n
tras? S

trict co
n
stru

ctio
n
ist in

d
eed

! 

In
 all o

f M
each

u
m

's am
ateu

rish
 m

ish
m

ash
 

o
f p

reten
d
ed

 p
u
n
d
itry

, in
 m

o
re th

an
 a fu

ll 

co
lu

m
n
 o

f ty
p
e, n

o
t in

co
n
sid

erab
le sp

ace, 

th
ere also

 is lack
in

g
 —

 an
d
 is req

u
ired

 fo
r 

g
e
n
u
in

e
 u

n
d
e
rsta

n
d
in

g
 —

 a
sk

in
g
, if n

o
t 

re
p
o
rtin

g
, w

h
o
 c

o
n
c
e
iv

e
d
 th

is d
isa

stro
u
s 

n
ig

h
tm

arish
 affair to

 b
eg

in
 w

ith
? B

y
 w

h
o
se 

au
th

o
rity

 w
as it an

d
 th

at larg
e sp

en
d
in

g
 o

f 

p
u
b
lic m

o
n
ey

s im
p
lem

en
ted

? If it w
as n

o
t 

R
eag

an
's id

ea, w
as th

ere an
y
 au

th
o
rity

 o
th

er 

th
an

 in
 h

is n
am

e? A
n
d
 if R

eag
an

, h
av

in
g
 

p
raised

 th
o
se S

am
o
n
ista m

u
rd

erers as th
e 

m
o
ral eq

u
iv

alen
t o

f o
u
r fo

u
n
d
in

g
 fath

ers, a  d
escrip

tio
n
 in

 w
h
ich

 I tak
e n

o
 p

rid
e, d

id
 n

o
t 

co
n
ceiv

e an
d
/o

r au
th

o
rize th

is d
isg

racefu
l 

an
d
, co

n
trary

 to
 M

each
u
m

, clearly
 illeg

al 

catastro
p
h
e, w

h
en

 d
id

 h
e first k

n
o
w

 an
d
 w

h
at 

d
id

 h
e th

en
 k

n
o
w

 an
d
 d

o
 ab

o
u
t it? 

P
erh

ap
s th

e m
o
st b

asic q
u
estio

n
s are: Is 

R
eag

an
 th

e m
o
st ig

n
o
ran

t p
resid

en
t w

e'v
e 

ev
er h

ad
 o

r is h
e th

e m
o
st d

ish
o
n
est o

n
e? 

"A
m

o
ral," if M

each
u
m

 p
refers. 

In
 th

is sad
 d

isp
lay

 o
f h

is eg
o
 an

d
 ig

n
o
ran

ce, 

M
each

u
m

 d
id

 fin
d
 sp

ace fo
r d

efam
in

g
 u

s all, 

in
h
e
re

n
tly

 a
n
d
 e

x
p
lic

itly
, th

e
 la

tte
r in

 

sn
eak

in
g
 in

 th
is ex

p
lan

atio
n
 o

f h
o
w

 th
ese 

u
n
n
am

ed
 Iteag

an
ite id

eo
lo

g
u
es, w

h
o
 co

n
fu

se 

id
eo

lo
g
y
 w

ith
 ru

n
n
in

g
 a g

o
v
ern

m
en

t, "fig
-

u
red

 th
em

selv
es 'sm

arter.' " an
d
 th

u
s co

u
ld

 

"co
attail th

em
selv

es in
to

 co
n
tin

u
in

g
 p

o
w

er:" 

"th
ey

 k
n
ew

 m
o
st A

m
erican

s v
iew

 all A
rab

s 

as su
b
h
u
m

an
s, u

n
w

o
rth

y
 o

f h
u
m

an
 co

n
sid

-

eratio
n
." If M

each
u
m

 actu
ally

 b
eliev

es th
is, 

th
en

 h
e liv

es in
 a p

lace o
th

er th
an

 F
red

erick
, 

a co
u
n
try

 o
th

er th
an

 th
e U

n
ited

 S
tates. B

u
t 

th
en

 th
ere is M

each
u
m

's o
th

er co
m

p
u
lsio

n
, to

 

p
ro

p
ag

an
d
ize fo

r A
rab

s o
n
 an

y
 an

d
 ev

ery
 

o
ccasio

n
, reg

ard
less o

f in
ap

p
ro

p
riaten

ess o
r 

tru
th

fu
ln

ess. 
N

o
b
o
d
y
 is safe fro

m
 M

each
u
m

's v
itrio

l. 

D
esp

ite th
is o

ft-p
ro

claim
ed

 d
ed

icatio
n
 to

 a 

free p
ress, h

e b
eg

in
s th

is flau
n
tin

g
 o

f h
is o

w
n
 

im
m

atu
rity

 an
d
 ig

n
o
ran

ce b
y
 d

en
o
u
n
cin

g
 

those w
ho had told the nation w

hat it know
s of 

th
is so

rd
id

 b
u
sin

ess, th
e p

ress —
 to

 h
im

 "th
e 

m
ed

ia p
ack

" w
h
ich

 w
ill so

o
n
 ag

ain
 "b

e in
 fu

ll 

cry
 o

n
ce m

o
re." 

I h
o
p
e so

, fo
r w

e can
 ill affo

rd
 a W

aterg
ate 

en
d
in

g
 to

 a w
o
rse-th

an
-W

aterg
ate ab

u
se o

f 

o
u
r n

atio
n
, its p

rin
cip

les an
d
 law

s, an
d
 o

f 

com
m

on decency. 
H

arold W
eisberg is a F

red
erick w

riter w
h
o
 h

a
s 

w
ritten

 o
n
 n

u
m

ero
u
s o

cca
sio

n
s a

b
o
u
t N

ew
s-P

o
st 

colum
nist R

oy M
eachum

. 



H
a
ro

ld
 W

eisb
erg

 

U
n

d
e

r' ta
n

d
in

g
 th

e
 'w

is
e

r th
a

n
 tru

th
' 

H
o

w
 fo

rtu
n

ate are w
e v

o
k

els to
 h

av
e th

e 
sett-d

ep
icted

 O
m

n
iscien

ce, R
esid

en
ce, R

o
y

 
M

each
u
m

, to
 g

iv
e u

s h
is u

n
iq

u
e u

n
d
erstan

d
-

in
g

 o
f co

m
p

licated
 p

o
litical affairs, fo

reig
n

 
an

d
 d

o
m

estic, to
 teach

 u
s th

at. u
p
 is d

o
w

n
, 

b
lack

 is w
h

ite, in
 is o

u
t. A

n
d

 w
ith

 h
is u

su
al 

m
o
d
esty

, so
 lu

cid
ly

 ex
p
ressed

 in
 h

is say
in

g
 

th
a
t "L

o
rd

 A
c
to

n
 w

a
s w

ro
n

g
" —

 w
ith

o
u

t 
rep

eatin
g

 w
h

at L
o

rd
 A

cto
n

 said
. It is, after 

a
ll, m

e
re

ly
 o

n
e
 o

f th
e
 m

o
st e

n
d

u
rin

g
 a

n
d

 
w

id
ely

 b
eliev

ed
 w

ise say
in

g
s o

f th
e ag

es, an
d
 

h
o
w

 c
a
n
 its u

n
iv

e
rsa

l a
c
c
e
p
ta

n
c
e
 a

n
d
 

c
o

n
firm

a
tio

n
 b

y
 so

 m
u
c
h
 o

f m
a
n
's m

o
st 

p
ain

fu
l ex

p
erien

ces b
eg

in
 to

 co
m

p
are w

ith
 

th
e sim

p
listic id

eas th
at p

o
p

 in
 an

d
 o

u
t o

f th
e 

m
u
rk

 o
f M

each
u

m
's m

in
d

, in
 fro

m
 n

o
w

h
ere 

an
d
 o

u
t in

 th
e n

ew
sp

ap
er's p

ag
es? 

"P
o

w
er co

rru
p

ts; ab
so

lu
te p

o
w

er co
rru

p
ts 

ab
so

lu
tely

," w
h

at L
o

rd
 A

cto
n

 said
, is w

h
at 

M
e
a
c
h
u
m

 sa
y
s is w

ro
n
g
: a

n
d
 fe

a
r th

a
t it 

m
ig

h
t b

e lo
st is m

o
re co

rru
p
tin

g
 th

an
 h

av
in

g
 

a
n

d
 w

ie
ld

in
g

 a
b

so
lu

te
 p

o
w

e
r is w

h
a
t 

M
e
a
c
h
u
m

 sa
y
s in

 h
is c

o
lu

m
n
, "A

m
o
ra

l 
A

cts." 
T

h
is

 a
b

s
o

lu
te

 p
o

w
e
r, a

c
c
o

rd
in

g
 to

 
M

each
u

m
, is n

o
t R

eag
an

's. In
 h

is "A
m

o
ral 

A
c
t" c

o
lu

m
n
's le

n
g
th

y
 p

o
rtra

y
a
l o

f th
e
 

p
re

se
n
t in

c
re

d
ib

le
 sc

a
n
d
a
l, R

e
a
g
a
n
 is 

d
etach

ed
 fro

m
 all o

f it. T
h
is ab

so
lu

te p
o
w

er, 
M

e
a
c
h
u
m

 v
e
rsio

n
, is R

e
a
g
a
n
's flu

n
k
ie

s', 
th

o
se "W

h
ite H

o
u

se m
en

" w
h

o
 are " 'w

h
ite 

k
n

ig
h

ts' in
 A

m
erican

 ey
es." 

M
each

u
m

's w
iser-th

an
-tru

th
 v

ersio
n

 lim
its 

th
is scan

d
al to

 R
eag

an
's b

ack
fired

 an
d

 in
. 

secret y
ield

in
g
 to

 Iran
ian

 b
lack

m
ail to

 p
ay

 
ran

so
m

 in
 arm

s fo
r th

e release o
f k

id
n
ap

p
ed

 
A

m
erican

s. T
h

o
se o

f u
s w

h
o

 read
 th

e n
ew

s-
p
a
p
e
rs M

e
a
c
h
u
in

 d
e
n
o
u
n
c
e
s fo

r th
e
ir 

rep
o
rtin

g
 o

f th
is w

retch
ed

 b
u
sin

ess k
n
o
w

 th
at 

th
ere is in

 it w
h
at y

o
u
r O

m
n
iscien

ce d
o
es n

o
t 

m
e
n
tio

n
, ille

g
a
l a

c
ts in

 sip
h
o
n
in

g
 o

ff  

ta
x

p
a
y

e
rs' m

o
n

e
y

 fo
r fu

rth
e
r ille

g
a
l a

c
ts, 

fin
an

cin
g

 th
e C

o
n

tras in
 th

eir effo
rt to

 o
v

er-
th

ro
w

 a g
o

v
ern

m
en

t w
ith

 w
h

ich
 th

e U
n

ited
 

S
tates m

ain
tain

s d
ip

lo
m

atic relatio
n
s an

d
 

w
h
ich

 is reco
g
n
ized

 as a leg
itim

ate g
o
v
ern

. 
m

en
t b

y
 th

e rest o
f th

e w
o
rld

, n
o
 m

atter h
o
w

 
m

u
ch

 (u
n
m

en
tio

n
ed

 in
 M

each
u
m

's "A
m

o
ral 

A
ct" v

ersio
n

) R
eag

an
 d

islik
es it. 

N
atu

rally
 M

each
u

m
 d

id
 n

o
t h

av
e sp

ace h
ad

 
h

e th
e th

o
u

g
h

t, o
v

erw
h

elm
ed

 as h
e ap

p
ears to

 
b

e
 w

ith
 h

is
 u

s
u

a
l s

h
a
llo

w
n

e
s
s
 a

n
d

 
su

p
e
rfic

ia
lity

, fo
r re

p
o

rtin
g

 a
c
tu

a
lity

. lie
 

re
q
u
ire

d
 th

a
t sp

a
c
e
 fo

r su
c
h
 so

p
h
o
m

o
ric

 
e
x

p
la

n
a
tio

n
s o

f th
is g

re
a
t n

a
tio

n
a
l a

n
d

 
in

tern
atio

n
al d

isaster as th
at th

ese "w
h

ite 
k
n
ig

h
ts," R

eag
an

's flu
n
k
ies, "h

ad
 as th

eir 
o

b
je

c
tiv

e
s fro

m
 th

e
 sta

rt, se
c
u

rin
g

 "a
n

 
en

erg
izin

g
 ad

v
an

tag
e in

 th
e selectio

n
 o

f th
e 

G
O

P
's 1

9
8

8
 p

resid
en

tial can
d

id
ate," 

T
h
at th

ey
 alread

y
 

h
ave th

is "en
erg

izin
g

 
ad

v
an

tag
e" b

y
 co

n
tro

l o
f th

e p
arty

 an
d

 its 
m

ach
in

ery
 is im

m
aterial to

 M
each

u
m

 w
h
en

 
h

e g
ets o

n
e o

f th
o

se b
rillian

t flash
es in

 w
h

ich
 

h
e flau

n
ts h

is in
satiab

le eg
o
 an

d
 h

is lack
 o

f 
u
n
d
erstan

d
in

g
 o

f th
e real w

o
rld

 an
d
 h

o
w

 it 
w

o
rk

s. T
h

is Is su
ccin

ctly
 Illu

strated
 in

 h
is 

d
escrip

tio
n

 o
f w

h
at b

e n
ev

er g
ets aro

u
n

d
 to

 
ex

p
lain

in
g
 b

y
 th

o
se h

e n
ev

er g
ets aro

u
n
d
 to

 
identifying, as "th

e lead
-o

ff o
n
 th

e(ir) p
lan

 to
 

w
rest d

o
m

estic g
ain

 fro
m

 fish
in

g
 in

 'safe' 
M

id
d
le E

astern
 p

o
litical w

aters." 
N

o
w

 if th
ere is o

n
e th

in
g

 I'v
e learn

ed
 fro

m
 

m
y

 re
a
d

in
g

 o
f M

e
a
c
h

u
m

, a
sid

e
 fro

m
 h

is 
co

m
p
u
lsio

n
 to

 p
ro

claim
 h

is u
n
iq

u
e w

isd
o
m

 
an

d
 u

n
d
erstan

d
in

g
, it is th

at h
e co

n
sid

ers 
h
im

self a real ex
p
ert o

n
 th

e M
id

d
le E

ast. 
H

o
w

 in
 th

e w
o

rld
 ev

en
 a p

o
litical in

fan
t w

h
o

 
h

as an
y

 k
n

o
w

led
g

e o
f w

h
at is g

o
in

g
 o

n
 to

d
ay

 
can describe having anything at all to do w

ith 
K

h
o
m

ein
i an

d
 h

is g
o
v
ern

m
en

t as "safe" is 
n
o
t ap

p
aren

t. T
h
ere co

u
ld

 h
ard

ly
 b

e an
y
th

in
g
  

m
o
re

 th
e
 e

x
a
c
t o

p
p
o
site

 o
f "sa

fe
" fo

r a
n
 

A
m

erican
 p

resid
en

t w
h
en

 th
ey

 sto
rm

ed
 o

u
r 

em
b

assy
 an

d
 k

ep
t its staff h

o
stag

e fo
r so

 lo
n
g
 

an
d
 fo

r so
 m

u
ch

 lo
n
g
er h

av
e su

p
p
o
rted

, if n
o
t 

also
 d

irected
, th

at in
san

e crew
 o

f terro
rists 

w
h
o
, am

o
n
g
 th

eir o
th

er acco
m

p
lish

m
en

ts, 
m

u
rd

ered
 h

u
n

d
red

s o
f A

m
erican

 M
arin

es 
an

d
 fo

reig
n

.serv
ice p

erso
n

n
el. 

A
s u

su
al, p

ersp
ectiv

e is also
 m

issin
g

 in
 

M
e
a
c
h

u
m

. H
e
 d

e
fin

e
s 

a
ll 

th
a
t th

e
s
e
 

R
eag

an
ites d

id
, g

al th
at is w

ro
n
g
, as "sellin

g
 

arm
s" to

 T
eb

 .ran
. A

n
d

 th
at, h

e su
g

g
ests, 

"m
ay

 n
o

t tu
rf. o

u
t to

 b
e illeg

al." (T
o

 h
u

rt o
u

r 
n

atio
n

 serio
u

sly
, as it h

as, n
eed

 it b
e o

n
ly

 
illeg

al?) T
h
ese sales o

f arm
s en

tail g
o
v
ern

. 
m

en
t p

ro
p
erty

 an
d
 p

ay
m

en
t fo

r th
o
se arm

s 
in

v
o
lv

es g
o
v
ern

m
en

t m
o
n
ey

. T
h
ere th

u
s are 

a
d
d
itio

n
a
l q

u
e
s
tio

n
s
 lo

s
t u

p
o
n
 y

o
u
r 

O
m

n
iscien

t in
 R

esid
en

ce. H
e p

ro
claim

s h
is 

"strict co
n

stru
ctio

n
ist's v

iew
 o

f th
e C

o
n

stitu
-

tio
n

," w
h

ich
 m

erely
 req

u
ires th

at all p
u

b
lic 

m
o

n
e
y

s
 b

e
 a

c
c
o

u
n

te
d

 fo
r. In

 s
e
c
re

t, 
num

bered S
w

iss bank accounts? In siphoning 
o

ff th
is p

u
b

lic m
o

n
ey

 fo
r R

eag
an

's p
riv

ate, 
u
n
d
eclared

 w
ars? In

 stealin
g
 it an

d
 slid

in
g
 it 

u
n

d
e
r th

e
 ta

b
le

 to
 R

e
a
g

a
n

's m
e
rc

e
n

a
rie

s, 
th

o
se C

o
n
tras? S

trict co
n
stru

ctio
n
ist in

d
eed

! 
In

 all o
f M

each
u

m
's am

ateu
rish

 m
ish

m
ash

 
o

f p
reten

d
ed

 p
u

n
d

itry
, in

 m
o

re th
an

 a fu
ll 

co
lu

m
n
 o

f ty
p
e, n

o
t in

co
n
sid

erab
le sp

ace, 
th

ere also
 is lack

in
g
 —

 an
d
 is req

u
ired

 fo
r 

g
e
n
u
in

e
 u

n
d
e
rsta

n
d
in

g
 —

 a
sk

in
g
, if n

o
t 

re
p

o
rtin

g
, w

h
o

 c
o

n
c
e
iv

e
d

 th
is d

isa
stro

u
s 

n
ig

h
tm

arish
 affair to

 b
eg

in
 w

ith
? B

y
 w

h
o
se 

au
th

o
rity

 w
as it an

d
 th

at larg
e sp

en
d

in
g

 o
f 

p
u
b
lic m

o
n
ey

s im
p
lem

en
ted

? II it w
as 

not 
R

eag
an

's id
ea, w

as th
ere an

y au
th

o
rity

 o
th

er 
th

an
 in

 h
is n

am
e? A

n
d

 if R
eag

an
, h

av
in

g
 

p
raised

 th
o
se S

am
o
n
ista m

u
rd

erers as th
e 

m
o

ral eq
u

iv
alen

t o
f o

u
r fo

u
n

d
in

g
 fath

ers, a  

description in w
hich I tak

e n
o

 p
rid

e, d
id

 n
o

t 
co

n
ceiv

e an
d
/o

r au
th

o
rize th

is d
isg

racefu
l 

an
d

, co
n

trary
 to

 M
each

u
m

, clearly
 illeg

al 
catastrophe, w

hen did he first know
 and w

hat 
did he then know

 and do about it? 
P

erh
ap

s th
e m

o
st b

asic q
u
estio

n
s are: Is 

R
eag

an
 th

e m
o

st ig
n

o
ran

t p
resid

en
t w

e'v
e 

ev
er h

ad
 o

r is h
e th

e m
o

st d
ish

o
n

est o
n

e? 
"A

m
o
ral," if M

each
u
m

 p
refers. 

In this sad display of his ego and ignorance, 
M

each
u
m

 d
id

 fin
d
 sp

ace fo
r d

efam
in

g
 u

s all, 
in

h
e
re

n
tly

 a
n

d
 e

x
p

lic
itly

, th
e
 la

tte
r in

 
sn

eak
in

g
 in

 th
is ex

p
lan

atio
n
 o

f h
o
w

 th
ese 

unnam
ed R

eaganite ideologues, w
ho confuse 

id
eo

lo
g

y
 w

ith
 ru

n
n

in
g

 a g
o

v
ern

m
en

t, "fig
. 

u
red

 th
em

selv
es 'sm

arter.' " an
d
 th

u
s co

u
ld

 
"co

attail th
em

selv
es in

to
 co

n
tin

u
in

g
 p

o
w

er:" 
"th

ey
 k

n
ew

 m
o

st A
m

erican
s v

iew
 all A

rab
s 

as su
b

h
u

m
an

s, u
n

w
o

rth
y

 o
f h

u
m

an
 co

n
sid

. 
eraticm

." If M
each

u
m

 actu
ally

 b
eliev

es th
is, 

th
en

 h
e liv

es in
 a p

lace o
th

er th
an

 F
red

erick
, 

a co
u
n
try

 o
th

er th
an

 th
e U

n
ited

 S
tates. B

u
t 

then there is M
eachum

's other com
pulsion, to 

p
ro

p
ag

an
d
ize fo

r A
rab

s o
n
 an

y
 an

d
 ev

ery
 

o
ccasio

n
, reg

ard
less o

f in
ap

p
ro

p
riaten

ess o
r 

tru
th

fu
ln

ess. 
N

o
b
o
d
y
 is safe fro

m
 M

each
u
m

's v
itrio

l. 
D

esp
ite th

is o
ft-p

ro
claim

ed
 d

ed
icatio

n
 to

 a 
free press, he begins this flaunting of his ow

n 
im

m
atu

rity
 an

d
 ig

n
o

ran
ce b

y
 d

en
o

u
n

cin
g

 
those w

ho had told the nation w
hat it know

s of 
th

is so
rd

id
 b

u
sin

ess, th
e p

ress —
 to

 h
im

 "th
e 

m
edia pack" w

hich w
ill soon again "be in full 

cry
 o

n
ce m

o
re." 

I h
o

p
e so

, fo
r w

e can
 iii affo

rd
 a W

aterg
ate 

en
d

in
g

 to
 a w

o
rse-L

h
an

.W
aterg

ate ab
u
se o

f 
o

u
r n

atio
n

, its p
rin

cip
les an

d
 law

s, an
d

 o
f 

com
m

on decency. 
H

a
ro

ld
 W

eisb
erg

 is a
 F

red
erick

 w
riter w

h
o

 h
a

s 
w

ritten
 o

n
 n

u
m

ero
u

s o
cca

sio
n

s a
b

o
u

t N
ew

s•P
o

st 
colu

m
n

ist R
oy M

each
u

m
.  


