gineering have brought many of the
dreams of the eugenicists within
reach.

Yet despite this, and despite the
obvious failures of Western liberalism
and the collapse of Communism;
despite all the promising implications
for the renaissance of eugenics, the
taboo remains. Today, the greatest
obstacle to eugenic thinking is the
dogma of equality. Although ine-
quality is evident everywhere, and al-
though genetic laws clearly apply to
every organ of every species, modern
liberalism can almost be said to be
founded on the notion that the human
brain is unaffected by genes.

In a multi-racial society, it is the
racial implications of the heritability
of mental traits that have forced ob-
vious truths underground. All stand-
ards of eugenic selection will fall dif-
ferently on different racial groups, so
even the most obvious and benign
measures are sure to provoke cries of
“genocide,” and “Nazism.”

We continue to pay a fantastic price
because of the fear that we cannot
afford to abandon the illusion of racial
equality. Since we deny inequality of
races, we can barely countenance ine-
quality of individuals, even among
members of the same race. Homo-
geneous societies are far less prone to

egalitarian nonsense because they
need not make racial comparisons.
China and Singapore have already in-
stituted mild eugenic measures and
future generations will reap great
benefits.

But is she intelligent?

The principles of eugenics are, of
course, racially neutral and all groups
can benefit from them. Until
Americans are prepared to accept the
reality of racial differences, they are
unlikely to accept even the most ob-
vious and beneficial eugenic
proposals —and @/l Americans of all
races will continue to suffer.

It would a great tragedy if mankind,
and in particular the white race, which
created both genetics and eugenics,
were deprived of the great oppor-
tunity that lies before us. Reclaiming
the truth about the first eugenicists

Rumors of Wars

can be a first step to winning the fu-
ture.

Mr. Crittenden is a free-lance writer
who has long been interested in geneal-
ogy and in the implications of in-
dividual and group differences.
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Two books with which to cure
a liberal.

reviewed by Thomas Jackson

A abook, The Coming Race War in
America is one of the sorriest efforts
by a major publisher in a long time. It
is incoherent, vituperative, and often
just plain stupid. However, as
evidence of the state of mind of an
influential black commentator and, by
extension, an indicator of the current
state of American race relations, it is
a fascinating piece of work.

Carl Rowan is a syndicated colum-
nist, who has had a very distinguished
career. He has been ambassador to
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Finland and director of the U.S. Infor-
mation Agency. He was the first black
to sit on the National Security Council
and he is on several corporate boards.
He has won awards for journalism and
is a frequent television commentator.
As he freely admits,

Itis so graceless and unpersuasive that
much of it reads like a skin-head
parody of a black intellectual. What is
one to make of a sentence like this:
“Or must we find blameless the
gatekeepers, the politicians, the

he has led a very
well-rewarded life.
Itis therefore all the
more surprising to

White supremacists will
soon start murdering
non-whites.

opinion-makers,
finding that we are
hating and killing
because we are
afraid and feeling

find that, first, he
has written such an incompetent book
and, second, bears so much animus
towards whites.

As for competence, there is not a
single sustained argument in the whole
book. It is largely a series of wild asser-
tions, with few facts and no footnotes.

hopeless in the face
of a terribly high crime rate, a sexual
revolution that ensnares and kills our
teenagers and makes some of us feel
dirty, and an economic revolution that
renders us insecure?”

It is still possible to scavenge from
this sort of wreckage some notion of
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what Mr. Rowan appears to believe.
The book’s main theme seems to be
that white supremacists will soon start
trying to kill off blacks and other non-
whites. Underclass blacks, who are
smoldering with righteous fury, will
then start killing whites, and the
country will be plunged into a blood
bath that will make the Civil War seem
tame. The militias, led by bigots who
are even now preparing genocide, will
play a key role in starting the killing.

How did America come to this
pass? “White supremacists” have
been encouraged— ¢
sometimes openly
sometimes covert-
ly —by just about any
powerful white per-
son whose politics do
not suit Mr. Rowan.
Richard Nixon was
“a stealth bigot” who
appealed to “the
right-wing Caucasian
soulless brothers.” Beginning with his
presidency, “appeals to racism be-
came a staple of Republican politics,”
and the nation began to slide towards
race war. The real arch fiend, though,
is Ronald Reagan, “the President who
is more responsible than any for the
fact that white racism is both tolerated
and even fashionable again in
America.” With the Gipper in office,
“every white supremacist figured that
his time in America had come again
and the bigots had a field day . .. .”
William Clinton may actually mean
well, but does not have the backbone
to fight the racists.

Radio personalities Rush Lim-
baugh and Howard Stern are “sophis-
ticated hatemongers,” and “a lot of the
blood of America’s race war victims
will be on [their] hands and bloated
bodies.” Bob Grant, G. Gordon
Liddy, and Oliver North are yet more
radio hosts who promote racism, and
all have large audiences because “mil-
lions of white Americans are crazed
with notions of white supremacy.”

Mr. Rowan does concede that some
blacks are in the hating business, too,
but mentions only the Nation of Islam
and Al Sharpton. Astonishingly, he
cites Patrick Buchanan and Louis Far-
rakhan as the “two most publicized
and most dangerous of a small army of
American hatemongers,” both of
whom have grown rich “by peddling
bigotry at great profit.” Mr. Buchanan
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is a “semi-lunatic,” “shamelessly anti-
Semitic, anti-black, and anti-
Hispanic,” and more of a racist than
George Wallace. His successes in the
early Republican primaries so embol-
dened him that he began to “talk like
a half-mad would-be dictator.”

As for black hatemongers, “for
every Farrakhan who riles and poisons
black America, there are twenty white
bigots who seek to take us into or-
ganized murder and mayhem.” Mr.
Rowan refrains from naming them.

All conservatives are really just

white supremacists. Newt Gingrich,

for example, “may be just as
dangerous as the old gallus-snapping,
wool-hat [?] racists
ever were.” Since
black congressman
1 Charles Wrangle says
50, Mr. Gingrich “has
a slaveowner men-
tality.”

Needless to say,
the effort to abolish
| affirmative action “is

led mostly by con-
scienceless politicians, publicity-seek-
ing bigots, whites with individual
gripes who find it easy to make trouble
in a litigious society, and a handful of
blacks who harbor doubts about their
own intellectual merits.” Affirmative
action stirs hysteria among whites who
fear to see “some of their lifelong spe-
cial privileges vanish.” The “baseless
assertion” that less-qualified blacks
might be getting preference over bet-
ter-qualified whites is “the ugliest,
most venal, most destructive part of
the affirmative action debate.” Since
Gov. Pete Wilson of California op-
poses racial preferences, he is a
“political flamethrower,” who only en-
courages violent white supremacists.

If America abandons affirmative
action, the country will take a giant
step towards race war because there
are “armies of raging blacks and
furious Hispanics who would go ballis-
tic over effectuation of the proposed
campaigns to roll back the meager
gains that nonwhites have made in
America during a cruel century.” As
for recent court decisions that
restricted some preferences:

“The Federal courts . . . sur-
rendered to racist mob psychology as
cravenly as any law officer ever did in
the Reconstruction South under pres-
sure from a lynch mob. Suddenly, mass

7-

bigotry was more dominant in the so
called halls of justice in 1995 than it
had been in 1955.”

Mr. Rowan flirts briefly with the
fashionable view that race is imagi-
nary. He points out that most
American blacks have some white
genes and adds, in his usual unfoot-
noted way, that “probably 95 percent
of ‘white’ Americans have some
‘Negroid blood.” ” This being the case,
whites had better worry that they,
themselves, could suffer from the hor-
rible ways they treat “blacks.” The
race-doesn’t-exist argument goes no
further than this, probably because it
is an obvious embarrassment in a book
preoccupied with race.

InMr,. Rowan’s view, no event in the
last 50 years has produced more “bel-
ligerent racism” than the O.J. Simpson
trial. He is quite keen on the sexual
angle:

“I knew that the stories of the two
murders would immediately grab the
glands of millions of American white
men, prejudicing them in ways they
would never admit publicly. . . . [It]
would enliven the insecurities of mil-
lions of white male psyches. The old
college girl’s chant, “Once you go
black you never go back!” surely
would take on feverish new meaning,

“A black friend of morbid wit said
to me, ‘Doesn’t O.J. know that we can
f*** ’em now but we still can’t kill
’em? ...”

“Black people would in private say
that Nicole was ‘white trash,’ using her
blond hair, her big breasts, her
teenage pussy to woo a famous, rich,
middle-aged black man away from the
black woman who had sustained and
nurtured him through the toughest
years of his life.”

Mr. Rowan says he watched all but
a few hours of the Simpson trial and
concludes that the jury had good
reason to acquit. Whites, blinded by
racial prejudice, convinced themsel-
ves that it was the jury that acted out
of prejudice. As for Mark Fuhrman,
the white detective whose “racism” so
hurt the prosecution, “the interracial
sex taboo that poisoned the psyches of
so many men had also poisoned him.”

It goes without saying that virtually
every white man who wears a uniform
is a danger to blacks:

“[T]he upsurge of violent racism in
armed groups in America involves
more than the United States Army,
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Navy, and Marine Corps. It now in-
cludes every police force in any city
and county in America, the National
Guard, federal agencies, and even
some private ‘protective’ groups.”

So, what can be done to save
America? Mr. Rowan sees a faint pos-
sibility that race war can be avoided,
but only if the country takes his advice:
First, we must relaunch every possible
liberal program, from the Works
Progress Administration to midnight
basketball. Next, we must disarm all
Americans, starting with the militias.
He concedes that this might justify the
fears that prompted the militia move-
ment in the first place, but guns simply
cannot be left in the hands of white
supremacists.

Mr. Rowan has opposed private
gun ownership for years, but those
with long memories will recall that he
means it only for other people. In 1988,
he opened fire with an unregistered
weapon on a young white man who
decided to take an uninvited dip in the
Rowan swimming pool.

A book like this is actually very use-
ful. Carl Rowan is many times a mil-
lionaire, has hobnobbed with Presi-
dents, and is in great demand as a
speaker and commentator. That
someone like him can loose such wild,
unsubstantiated tirades is immensely
instructive for whites. It would be
good if every liberal in America were
made to read this book. Some would
beat their breasts and resolve to be
such consummate toadies that even
Carl Rowan might pronounce them
free of “racism.” Probably many more
would quietly conclude that race rela-
tions are beyond salvaging, that
decades of preferential treatment
have left blacks angrier than ever, that
blacks will never be satisfied, no mat-
ter what whites do. This book will open
at least a few eyes.

Mr. Rowan offers a prescription for
“saving” America, but why should he
want to save it? Since whites are such
miserable bigots and are getting worse
by the year, why not call the multi-ra-
cial experiment a failure and separate
the races? If Mr. Rowan believes what
he says, separation is the only solution.
Of course, in his bones, he probably
knows that an all-black nation would
soon begin to look like Haiti. It is vastly
better to live well in white America,
pretend to be oppressed, and throw
profitable tantrums.
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A Different Flavor of Medicine

Charles Delgado’s The Coming
Race War? is considerably more intel-
ligent and better written than Mr.
Rowan’s book. It is just as anti-white,
but it’s calm justification of double
standards and the destruction of white
America make it less comical and
more disturbing.

Unfortunately, Prof. Delgado has
written a series of dialogues rather
than a proper essay. The result is a
plotless novel of long conversations
over meals, and a book that is twice as
long as it should be. Moreover, since
all the ideas are expressed by “fiction-
al” characters, the author can
presumably deny they are his own
views. Finally, the book is mistitled,
since the possibility of race war is
evoked only briefly.

The conversations wander
over many topics, but the
most consistently developed
theme is that “merit” and
“neutral principles” are
simply tricks for maintaining
white supremacy. Whites
have arranged all the stand-
ards in such a way that only
they can meet them. In a
suitably lickspittal introduc-
tion, white author Andrew

implication that the mere presence of
blacks as second-class citizens has
been a tremendous source of wealth
and power for whites, all of whom have
prospered because of slavery, segre-
gation, and Jim Crow. According to
Prof. Delgado, the idea of merit was
not even necessary before legal dis-
crimination was ended in 1964. Until
then, white men could exploit blacks
and women, and this enabled them all
to get rich without bothering with
merit,

Prof. Delgado then undercuts his
own argument by claiming that whites
would be vastly better off if they would
only unleash non-white genius. “We
could teach whites lessons of incalcul-
able value, ones that might help arrest
the country’s decline. But they deny
and reject, demonizing the very thing
that could save them.” Whites have
grown rich by oppressing
blacks but can now save
themselves only by seeking
black wisdom. Hmm,

Prof. Delgado even toys
with the idea that the con-
cept of “demerit” is as false
as that of “merit.” Since
society has loaded the dice
to make whites seem to be
deserving, blacks may also
only seem the be undeserv-

Hacker agrees that the con- Yo thatswhatitsays. ;0 Thys our disapproval of

cept of merit is a fraud because “the
very format of [standardized] tests
reflects a culture that is essentially
European,” and the only thing tests do
is “emphasize linear rationalistic
thought.” Huge numbers of non-
whites are kept down because their
distinctive gifts (eliptical and irration-
al?) go unrecognized. The “linear
structure of the multiple-choice
mode” simply fails to recognize non-
white genius.

As one of the characters puts it (the
book’s ideas are hereafter attributed
to Prof. Delgado), “add items like
love, compassion, or intercultural
awareness and you have a completely
different SAT,” on which blacks
would presumably outscore whites.
Because merit is a rigged game, it “is
basically, white people’s affirmative
action” and “up-to-date bigotry.”
Prof. Delgado makes no attempt to
explain why Asians outscore whites on
standardized tests.

One of the most hilarious ideas en-
countered in books of this kind is the

high rates of black crime, drug addic-
tion, illegitimacy, etc. may only reflect
artificial values promoted by whites.

Richard Delgado is a professor of
law, but sees law as nothing more than
a tool for advancing black interests.
Law cannot be a set of consistent prin-
ciples under which justice is sought for
all people, for like the concept of
merit, “nentral principles fail miserab-
ly, except as a justification for white
supremacy.” For that reason “mino-
rities should invoke and follow the law
when it benefits them and break or
ignore it otherwise.” It is common for
blacks to be utterly unprincipled in
promoting racial interests, but rare to
admit that they are.

In practical terms, “colorblind
jurisprudence simply maintains
racism and the status quo,” so the law
must include built-in racial preferen-
ces. Furthermore, plaintiffs in civil
rights cases should be exempted from
“rules of evidence, relevancy, cross-
examination, and so on” because such
formalities prevent oppressed people
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from “telling their stories” in an
authentic way. Oppressed people
should not have to be made to describe
the behavior and motives of their op-
pressors in order to establish guilt;
once they have described their own
suffering the question of guilt answers
itself.

Part of the problem is that there are
too few black, lesbian, disabled, and
working-class judges. For this reason
“courts are ill-equipped to hear and
act on the stories they need most ur-
gently to hear.”

Prof. Delgado favors laws prohibit-
ing derogatory remarks about
minorities and cannot understand why
“our friends in the ACLU” oppose
them. He argues that all kinds of
speech is already prohibited — per-
jury, false advertising, violation of
copyright, conspiracy, death threats —
50 banning words that would hurt the
feelings of non-whites would cause lit-
tle additional injury to the First
Amendment.

Like most writers of this kind, Prof.
Delgado belicves that there has been
very little progress in civil rights, and
that it is important for blacks to under-
stand this. Otherwise they might begin
to think they were responsible for their
own failures. Whites, he explains,
routinely convince themselves that
much has improved for blacks, since
this is the only way they can shirk
responsibility for black misery.

As for the possibility of further
progress in civil rights, blacks should
set aside the naive view that blacks and
whites can have common goals. Oc-
casionally whites do something for
blacks but only if it happens to be good
for whites. As an example, Prof. Del-
gado cites the abolition of formal
segregation during the 1950s and 60s.
Whites did this only because of the
Cold War; the United States was
trying to recruit allies among non-
white Third-World countries, so could
no longer afford blatant discrimina-
tion. “Interest convergence” of this
kind is rare and fleeting, like an
eclipse, and not to be counted on.

0Oddly, Prof. Delgado seems to
recognize that there are some whites
who sincerely want to help non-whites.
However, this is “false empathy,” be-
cause the best that whites can do is
“visualize themselves in our places
and ask what they, themselves, would
want.” The golden rule is inadequate
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here because whites cannot possibly
know or imagine what non-whites
want. Therefore “their help, if any, is
likely to be misguided, paternalistic,
mistaken, and unhelpful.” “False em-
pathy is worse than indifference,” and
the assistance of white liberals “some-
times can amount to outright
betrayal.”

" If whites want to be helpful, they
should become traitors to the white
race and adopt the motto “Treason to
whiteness is loyalty to humanity.”
Whites should “reject racial privilege
and challenge manifestations of
racism that they observe. . . . And if
enough people do this, the system will
collapse, because whites will never be
sure which other whites are disloyal to
the white race in the sense of refusing
unearned privilege and declining to
cooperate in the myriad ways society
keeps blacks down.”

In the long run, whites might as well
fade away, for it is only out of ig-
norance that they think they prefer
their own societies:

“A person may be a good liberal,
may think he or she is genuinely fair
and open-minded about blacks, race,
Critical [sic] ideas, socialism, and so
on. But simply by virtue of having
grown up in a white enclave in a world
that is dominantly black, brown, or
Asian, the person has had a skewed
experience. Give that person a vote,
ask him what sort of society he wants,
and it is absolutely predictable what he
will say.”

The preference of such a person for
a white society is irrelevant because

The cure for all
America’s woes is
yet more
non-whites.

“the most basic political question for
a democracy, then, is not, what do we
in fact want, but what should we want.”
Of course, Prof. Delgado knows what
we should want: “The cure for the
United States’ stagnation is new ideas
from minority, Latino, Asian, and
non-Western sources.” Resistance to
the non-white influx is immoral be-
cause “an appeal in today’s climate to
national unity, assimilation, or against
balkanization is deeply racist.”

As for the race war of the book’s
title, Prof. Delgado proposes that this

may be the conservative white plan.
He notes that some whites actually
seem determined to abolish affirm-
ative action and wonders why. After
all, railing against reverse discrimina-
tion is (he says) a sure vote-getter and
even lets conservatives pose as morally
superior champions of color-blind-
ness. It is such a good thing for them,
they must have some ulterior motive
for abolishing it (the fact that they
might think it unjust is not, apparently,
reason enough).

The plan, Prof. Delgado suggests, is
to abolish preferences, cut welfare,
and climinate racially gerrymandered
voting districts, thereby provoking
long-suffering blacks into a violent
uprising. This would then be put down
with great bloodshed, by armed forces
that are being kept strong for no other
purpose. After blacks and Hispanics
are smashed, the Constitution can be
amended to return them to permanent
second-class status. Prof. Delgado
wonders if the popularity of militias as
well as calls for a return to “traditional
values” are not part of this plan. He
detects an upsurge of interest in the
American Civil War, which may be
unconscious preparation for another
one.

‘We Have Been Warned

Books of this kind reveal much
about black thinking. Prof. Delgado
appears to believe that apart from a
handful of useless, “false empathy”
liberals, whites are constantly conniv-
ing to keep non-whites down. What
whites pass off as principled behavior
is a deliberate fraud that only main-
tains white supremacy. Civil rights
reforms were a mere Cold War tactic.
Prof. Delgado and blacks like him are
so preoccupied with their own racial
interests that they cannot believe
whites are not equally preoccupied
with theirs.

For the good professor, law, prin-
ciple, and standards of all kinds are to
be maintained or flouted strictly ac-
cording to whether they further black
interests. Finally, whites, who are just
a small minority of earth’s population,
might as well be phased out for their
own good.

We should be grateful for the
professor’s candor just as we should
be for Carl Rowan’s vituperations. We
cannot say we were not warned. @
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O Tempora, O Mores!

What You Say?

Everyone has now heard that the
QOakland School Board voted to recog-
nize the fractured English spoken by
uneducated blacks—now given the
grand name of “Ebonics” —as a
legitimate language. This has driven
the liberals into a frenzy, not least be-
cause the board described Ebonics as
“a genetically based language struc-
ture.” Even Jesse Jackson at first said
the plan was crazy, but has since sof-
tened his criticism.

‘What was the school board trying to
do? As they pointed out, nothing
seems to help black children do better
in school. As one member explained,
“whatever we are using now is not
working.” The theory is that teachers
should perhaps be trained to under-
stand “Ebonics” so they can com-
municate better with students, just as
teachers trained in Spanish can better
understand immigrant children.

The people now harrumphing
about how idiotic “Ebonics™ is are the
very ones who backed all those failed
proposals that were just as idiotic:
busing, minority role models, self-es-
teem, Afro-centric curricula, aboli-
tion of grades, nutrition programs,
Head Start, etc. etc. By refusing to
consider the real problem —low IQ —
and betting on cosmetic silliness,
blacks are doing exactly what white
liberals have taught them to do.

More on Prop 209

California’s Proposition 209, which
would ban state-sponsored affirm-
ative action, continues to face heavy
weather. Now that a black judge has
blocked implementation, the Univer-
sity of California system has an-
nounced that it will continue to use
race and sex as criteria for admitting
students. Last year, the university’s
Board of Regents ordered it to stop
the practice, and it was expected to
obey. It is using the current legal
maneuvers as an excuse to defy the
board.

In the meantime, the Clinton Jus-
tice Department has sided with Judge
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Henderson in thinking that Prop 209
is unconstitutional, and has joined the
fight to stop it. California Governor,
Pete Wilson, describes the move as “a
legal challenge that is absolutely Or-
wellian.” (Reuter, Justice Dept. Op-
poses Calif. Race Law, December 20,
1996.)

More Army “Racism”

Last month we reported that British
papers were breaking the news that
the recent army sex scandal mostly
involved black men molesting white
women. The story finally seems to
have surfaced in the United States. Of
the 12 drill instructors accused of rape
and other sex offenses at Aberdeen
Proving Ground, Md. and Fort
Leonard Wood, Mo., 11 are black. For
whatever reason, the army is
deliberately concealing the races of
their accusers. As if on cue, the presi-
dent of the NAACP chapter closest to
Aberdeen Proving Ground has ex-
pressed the suspicion that the inves-
tigations reflect a pattern of “racism.”
(Rowan Scarborough, NAACP
Suspects Racial Factor in Army Sex
Cases, Washington Times, Dec. 11,
1996, p. A1)

Not-so-special Forces

Meanwhile, the army brass has dis-
covered that its elite, Special Forces
units are overwhelmingly white, and
has decided to end this scandal. As
one inside source puts it:

“The first task was to ‘correct’ the
special operations recruiting film.
During the months of July and August
1996, army film crews spread out
around SWCS [Special Warfare Cen-
ter and School] and the ranger bat-
talions to make a new flick. But they
ran into a major problem: the flick was
too ‘white.’

“The takes were reviewed by
Generals Scott, Bowra and Tagney,
but when they counted the number of
Negro and Caucasian soldiers in each
frame the quotas DoA [Department
of the Army] told them were accept-
able were not present. The solution

-10-

was easy—shoot the film again to
reflect ‘future truth.’

“For example: During the filming of
mortar drill at Company B, 1st Bn, 1st
SWTG(A) [Special Warfare Training
Group (Airborne)] in mid July, the
politically correct one-to-two quota
was staged, but a group of real stu-
dents were standing in the back-
ground. The camera man stopped
filming. Addressing the background
students, while flagging his arm in the
direction he wanted them to move, he
said, You white guys need to move out
of the shot.”

G
‘\/

“A related incident occurred while
the film crew was shooting rangers in
action down in Georgia. Unable to
obtain the ‘correct’ quota among
available rangers they dragooned the

. support unit truck drivers, slapped

black berets on their heads, and
resumed filming. . . .”

“The GT score {General Technical
score on the army’s aptitude test] re-
quirement of 110 for special forces
candidates is being lowered to 100.

“The swimming test will still be
given, but will no longer be a must-pass
event; in other words, the swimming
test will become nothing more than a
finger wave.” (From The Resistor,
“political warfare journal of the Spe-
cial Forces Underground,” Vol. I,
Nos. 1&2. For a sample issue, send
$7.00 to Box 47095, Kansas City, MO
64188.)

Calling all Black Saxons

The Coca-Cola Foundation has es-
tablished a new, full-tuition scholar-
ship at the University of Arkansas. As
a spokesman for the university ex-
plains, it is available to “anyone other
than white Anglo-Saxons.” “The neat
part about this scholarship is that it’s
based on merit,” she adds. “We’ve
never had a minority scholarship
based on merit before. Usually, the
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