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HFRE'S A SPECIAL PREVIEW OF AN ARTICLE SCHEDULED FOR THE UPCOMING
NOVEMBER/DECEMBER ISSUE OF EXTRA! OF SPECIAL INTEREST TO OUR
PHILADELPHIA-AREA READERS.

The Philadephia Inquirer's New Spectrum:
From Centrism to Anti-Semitism
By Jim Naureckas

The Philadelphia Inquirer recently announced' a shake-up in its
editorial pages (9/10/95), dunping long—-time syndicated
contributors Jeff Greenfield, Richard Reeves and George Will in
favor of E.J. Dionne, bavid Shribman and Joseph Schran. '

Greenfield is a Beltway centrist, while Reeves is a moderate
liberal, so their replacement by two other Beltway centrists marks
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a shift to the right. There's now no syndicated columnist appearing

on the Inquirer's editorial page who can fairly be described as on
the left. (Centrists like David Broder, William Raspberry and
Richard Cohen don't count.) '

what is surprising is the replacement of Will with Sobran--and the
Inquirer's rationale for doing so. Will is a partisan, conservative
Republican--though not completely partisan, since he often
criticized George Bush for being insufficiently right-wing. The
Inguirer also features--and will coritinue to feature--the writings
of Charles Krauthammer, another pundit from the right wing of the
Republican party. None of the other columnists are anywhere near as
far left as these two are right. S

But in the new ideological climate, being to the right of George
Bush is no longer right.enough. The Inguirer quotes Sobran as
saying, "I used to think I was a conservative, but I may as well
admit I don't measure up. I'm just not liberal enough to be a
conservative." The paper then comments: "Over the years, we've
heard often from readers who complain that this kind of unvarnished
conservatism is not represented on our pages. Sobran's work should
£ill that gap.” '

Which kind of conservatism is that, exactly? Sobran, a former
senior editor at The National Review, has praised an openly racist,
Holocaust-denying - newsletter: "I know of only one magazine 1in
America that faces the harder facts about race: a little magazine
called Instauration," Sobran wrote in the New York ¢city Tribune

(5/13/86; quoted in The Nation, 6/7/86). "It is openly and almost
unremittingly hostile to blacks, Jews, and Mexicans and Oriental
immigrants," he acknowledged, but called Instauration "an often

prilliant magazine covering a beat nobody else will touch, and
doing so with intelligence, .wide-ranging observation and bitter
wit." ' '



tnstauration, for its part, praised "The Brave Pen of Joseph
Sobran" with this "endorsement (9/85): "The man has repeatedly
defended white racial pride and solidarity, despite the mounting
campaign to get him."

Tn a column on Schindler's List, Sobran decries 131l this
Holocaust-harping," explaining that the Nazi genocide was merely an
overreaction to the terror spread by nJewish-led communist
movements." (Arizona Republic, 3/24/94) The New York Times, he has
written (cited in New Republic, 8/11/86), "really ought to change
its name to Holocaust Update."

He argues that the U.S. chould have stayed out of World War 1T,
which it entered only because of president Franklin Roosevelt's
nopbeession with destroying Germany." {(Arizona Republic, 5/26/94)
and he's tired of hearing about the Inguisition, as well: nIf
Christians were sometimes hostile to Jews, that worked two ways."
(cited in New Republic, 8/11/86) :

nanti-Semitism" is the obvious term for this sort of nonsense, a
term that Sobran rejects--sort of. He has described his philosophy
(which he says he shares with Patrick Buchanan) as "counter-
Semitism": a reaction against "the excessive moral prestige Jews
have in *the media and the public square...Jews deciding - the
standards, setting the criteria of humanity. Since they set
themselves up as the arbiter, there is, if you'll pardon the
expression, a certain kill-the-umpire impulse." (quoted in New
Republic, 10/22/90)

Inquirer editorial page editor Jane Fisner has asked for comments
" on its new line—up. You might let her know what you think of a
spectrum that excludes any nynvarnished progressive—--or any
varnished ones, for that matter--while going out of its way to make
sure that anti-Semites have someone to represent them. She can be
reached at the Philadelphia Inquirer, 400 N. Broad St., P.O. BoX
8263, Philadelphia, PA 192101, or_at 215-854-4530 {(fax: 215-854~-
4483; e-mail: editpage@AOL.com).
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Dear George:

Did you see this latest development at
the Inky? I am trying to get people to raise
a protest~-this is the only language these
creeps understand, Please write and pass
along the message.

Best,
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Edward S. Herman
28 Fairview Road
Narberth, PA 19072
§ ) U@ 642-5095
¢lo Fax.(.naﬁélz -0794

FACSIMILE TRANSMI'ITAL

DATE:  Sept. 11, 95

FAX NO.:

MESSAGE: -

Friends:

The Inquirer has just displaced George Will with
one Joseph Sobran, a National Review coluknist of the
hardline right, who made a name for himself in 1986
by a friendly affiliation with the racist and pro-Na,i
publication Instauration. Details are included in the"
two Cockburn columns enclosed.

The Inguirer has its stacked deck, with no hard-hitting
liberals, let alone leftists, hecause it only feels pressure
from the rlght. '

Let the Inky know how you feel about 1ts heorrible
bias--the important thing is to speak up, with anger!

Sincerely,

Edward S5. Herman -
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and :'The lees of Sobran

Our ethnic etrquette makes our ethmc problems pretty nearly

tinsoluble. ™ .-+ know of only orie magazine in America th
“face¢ the %’arder facis about race: a little magazing called /n
tauration., .. {1t is] an often brilliant magaz.lne covering
eat nobody’ eIse will touch, and doirg so with, mtelhgence
mde-rangmg observation and. bitter wit. It is openly an
almost unremztnngly hostﬂe to blacks ;T

Leader ‘published by “Howard Allen Enterpnses" out of a
box number in Cape Canaveral, edited pseudonymously, ac-
cordmg to Sobran, and carrying unsigned articles. ‘Its sense
“of humor recalls The American Specz'ator and The Dar
- .mouth Review. The January 1982 issue had a story title
“Rev Jerry Falwell —Majority Renegade of the Year N Thei
‘word “renegade” is explained by Falwell’s compamon i
""'the -dccompanying photograph, Menachem: Begin.-‘As So
bran said, the magazine doesn’t like Jews. tAT artrcle in-th
. same- issue announced: “‘We are pro—abomon, desplte the
aesthetic horror of it, because it is the only effective way to:
cut down on nonwhite proliferation, both here andbabroad %
Unfortunately, a greater proportion of, whites i 1n7 thxs coun-
try practice abortion than blacks.”’ . -
dnstauration for February 1984 carned a reproducnon 0
* Sully’s painting of a blond boy with a hat, with: the hne
**In Praise of Fair Children.’”” The June issue of, that year-
- hailed the war criminal Archbishop Valerian T rifa. The fol-
Iowmg year, in June, an article- denounced the . Hentage
~.Foundation. and Pol:cy Review. for. bemg run by Jews
( “most of them without any conservatwe 1dent1ty or creden-:
“tials. The table of contents exudes such names as Robert W,
Kaga.n Midge Decter, Oscar Handlin . “.~"?}; Burton Pines,™”

Her:tage vice president, is.singled out as a Jew, and the":
foundation’s director, Ed Feulner, is identified as bemg the e

usband of .““the former Miss Lmda Leventhal. 2.

'.standable, ‘but the Septeémber. 1985 issue. of - -Instauration
7y carried a three-page article on him, titled *“The Brave Pen of: -
Joseph Sobran,” in which he was praised for his. support of
- Reagan’s visit to Bitburg: “The man has repeatedly de«._,
;-fended whrte racial pride and sohdarlty. desplte the mount--

’ ‘we find racist cartoons of *Marv,"”? a. Jew,.and. L Willie,”?
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ALEXANDER COCKBURN :

- William Buckley, editor of Net:onal 'Revzew and no '
~slouch at imputing racism to others, such’ as myself may
ish 'to -have a serious word with ‘his columnist Joseph -
Sobran.;On"May. 13 The New York City Tribune, a . :
‘Moonie newspaper, camed anartlc}e by Sobran in whrch he R

4 Sobran’s modesty in failing to disclose: the fact is under-" ';;: o

Jing campaign-to get him.’* In the same issue of Instaurarzon -

K Jblack, Marv is-saying: “Not.everyone at the Last, Supper’-: 'l L
was Jewish. 1 am working on a book that wrll prove Judas: o
w‘as a goy.”’ This is the brilliance, intelligence and b1tter wit




_ The Nation:’

ALEXANDER COCKBURN

Adler never. calied my brother to compare his memory

“with hers., (And she has preached in the past against the. o

use of blind quotes, wrxtmg—correctly—m The New. York.
' Reéview of Books back in 1977, “The use of the bhnd quote;
“and _the ‘unnamed source has become an unprofessronal
i cover for various journalistic cut corners and evasions.””) But

Crrle or Sam Adams, even though her artrcles savage both
men at great length and brood harshly on Journahstrc ar

“ters fromr readers ). Adler’s presentation of courtroom ex

pon, But how does she get around the central dlfﬂculty of .
e_stmore}and s withdrawal from the suit? Easy. He didn’t;
are the nght lawyer The right lawyer was not Dan Burt. of
he Caprtal Legal Foundatron but David Dorsen who wﬁs
rought in to assist Burt This is not the first time that we've
rr the “1t‘ only Westy had Dorsen” lrne. For_ obvrou

salvage both Sobran and himself -have surpassed all expec

,ze ,"' had spoken in the’ hrghest terms of Instaumtron,,
acist pubhcatron which had spoken. warmly of Sobran; In
taumtzon is antl-Sermtrc, callmg the “Holohoax” a “gigan.

_ progress Suntil someone tells us’ how you can. get insid
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stauratron is ¢an often brilliant magazme, covenng a bea
nobody etse wﬂI touch and domg S0 with mtelhgence, wide
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'ew's: ahd' the Pope; seems‘on‘ her account of it to have ‘o'ee
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- that was a matter ofa paragraph .She’ never called. George !
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i'h1b1ts and testrmony is - misleading and. cannot be relied

43 wThe Amerzcan Lawyer., He wasronce on- the staff of the
' Watergate Specral prosecutor whrch is presumably where i

tatlons You’ll recall from my column here of. June . that

Sobran never respondcd to Decter, but Buckley wrote
back defending Sobran and denymg that he was a “crypto

or even a latént anti-Semite,’”’ statmg, “If 1 thought h1m en
antr-Sermte, I would ask for his resignation from: Natronal
- Review,”’ He added that if Décter. had addressed her letter

7 to someone who truly was at “crude antr-Semrte, then you

-f _cast doubt,over the ]udgment of a: large company of s€
sitive. men and women; who colIaborate Joyfully and a
»prec1at1ve1y w1th Joe [Sobran] in the anti- commumst entet-

S

prise in which you play so, vitala role.’_’ Decter wrote back'm

jmolhfred terms and, ever gentle to fellow conservatrve g
xmtted the erTor. of havmg addrcssed Sobran s person rather

: 'You’li note that what started as _a d1scusston of Sobran’s

Semltrsm is forgrven Just as. long

government or of Zromst pohcres is; regarded

used 1t to get raore mrleage out of therr own antt-Sermtrs
or antr-Zromsm whrchever is. more useful at the mornent




Ms. Jane Eisner, Editor Sept. 12, 1995
Philadelphia Inquirer | 28 Fairview Road
400 North Broad Street Narberth, Pa. 19072
Phila. Pa 19101 '

Dear Ms. Eilsner:

I am afraid that you didn't do your homework in selecting Joseph
Sobran as your new regular columnist. His outbursts and warn
affiliation with the pro-Nazi, antisemitic and racist Instauration
in the mid 1980s caused Chicago Tribune columnist Stephen Chapman
to say "It is impossible top escape the conclusion that Scobran is
an anti-Semite and a racist," and forced even William Buckley
briefly to distance himself from him. The hypocrisy of today's
editorial on antisemitism is remarkable--maybe you cught to get
Farrakan on board to balance off Sobran.

. Your accommodation to the rightwing and know-nothings has gone
beyond the pale and is going to hurt you and damage the Inguirer.
In Krauthammer vyou already have a hardline rightist, and a
thoroughly ideological, dishonest and.mlndlessly'predlctable one to
boot; and you also have David Boldt, Mark Randall, and Cathy Young
as well. And the Op Ed columns are wonderfully receptlve to every
new rightwing outburst and trend of thought--Robert Rector, Charles
Lichenstein, Rob Nelson, Michael Silverstein, Gregg Easterbrook,
Rush Limbaugh, the peddler of each new antifeminist line.

You are getting rid of the mildly liberal Richard Reeves, while
keeping David Broder, who specializes in "horse race" commentary
and evades (or takes conservative positions on) all important
issues. As I pointed out in an article on Broder in EXTRA!, after
analysing his positions on numerous issues, "David Broder is an
ideal 'Leftist' for a media and political establishment that can't
abide a serious liberal challenge."

It was illustrative of the profound bias of the editorial page
that while Limbaugh was given Op Ed column space, Jeff Cchen, the
head of Fairness and Accuracy in Media, and co-author of a highly
factual book on Limbaugh, The Way Things Aren't: Rush Limbaugh's
Reign of Error, was recently denied space to address Limbaugh's
errors. This rejection occurred at the same time as the Inquirer
ombudsman, John Bull, wrote an editorial column to apologize to
Limbaugh supporters for a front page picture of Limbaugh that
showed him grimacing. The picture had accompanied an article by Joe
Logan that was pure boiler plate and de facto apologetics--deep in
the article Logan had mentioned that Limbaugh had been accused of
making errors, but Logan failed to cite any sources or specify any
errors (which run into the hundreds). This catering to Limbaugh and
his supporters--and protection of his errors and demagoguery--was
cowardly news and editorial policy.

The absence of even a challenging liberal--let alone a radical--
among the regular columnists explains why the editorial page has
had no sustained analysis of the fall in real wages (from 1973, but




continuing in the recent prosperity), the growth in temporary work
and widespread economic insecurity, the failure of the political
parties to respond to this crisis, the controlling influence of
money in politics, the dubiousness of the c¢laim that the
Republicans have a "mandate" to eviscerate environmental law and
welfare state, and the issues involved in preservation of the Cold
War military budget while gutting outlays for poor people.

During the 1980s, Will and Krauthammer maintained a steady stream
of articles supporting the wars in Nicaragua and E1 Salvador, and
no syndicated columnist provided an opposing view--which served the
war party well. Your conservatives today can maintain sustained
attention. to Whitewater, and the alleged need to cut welfare,
social security, and dismantle affirmative action programs, but
nobody is in place to steadily address the neglected issues I
mention above or to contest the propaganda themes c¢f your
conservatives. ' o '

This regular accommodation to an aggressive right, and refusal to
allow a sustained critical analysis of the central issues facing
our society, constitutes an editorial page moral and political
failure of the first order.

Sincerely,

Edward S. Herman

cc: King, Hall, Jim Nauréckas, Jeff Cohen, George Gerbner



