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want to silence critics

If there is any contest for
the most misused word in the
English language, ‘‘censor-
ship” ought to be the leading
contender.

The original censors in an-
cient Rome had the power to
take censuses, assess taxes
and punish people for their
behavior. In modern times,
censorship has come to mean
preventing people from freely
expressing themselves. None
of these things is involved in
new politicized definitions of
“censorship.”

In political newspeak, peo-
ple who are perfectly free to
say whatever they want to
nevertheless claim that they

_are being “censored” if other

people refuse to pay for their
words, their music or their
“art.” Such self-proclaimed
victims of “censorship’”’ go
around yelling loudly that
they are being silenced.

Unfortunately, President
Bush recently caved in to
such propaganda by saying
that he did not want federal
subsidies to artists to be cut
off when the art was obscene
because that would be “cen-
sorship.”

No one had suggested that
artists be punished. Sen. Jesse
Helms and others in Congress
simply wanted the taxpayers’
money to be withheld from
supporting some so-called
“art’” whose clear purpose
was to insult the public’s
sense of decency.

Pictures of a crucifix im-
mersed in urine, photos de-
picting homosexuality and the
placing of an American flag
on a gallery floor for people to
walk on were only some ex-
amples of such calculated in-
sults.

“Whois  Jesse Helms to
judge art?” was the battle cry
of those who thought that the.
taxpayers should-be-ferced to
pay to have their own noses
rubbed into filth.

That question makes no
sense. If senators are incom-
petent to judge art, then they
are incompetent to give the
taxpayers’ money to subsidize
it. No one guestioned their
competence when they began
handing out millions of dol-
lars in federal subsidies — omn-
ly when they reconsidere

The cry of “censorship” is
raised even against private in-
dividuals and organizations
when they don’t go along with
things that are said and done
by those who demand not on-
ly freedom but also an audi-
ence. Recently, the Sam
Goody record store chain de-
cided not to sell the music of
some group whose lyrics were
considered too gross even by
today’s loose standards. “Cen-
sorship!” was the cry once
more.

“I have a right to say what
I want to!” one musician de-
clared indignantly. It never
seemed to occur to him that
other people also have rights
— including the right not to
touch his stuff. Once you start
talking about your rights as if
they override other people's
rights, then you are really
talking about privileges.

Self-proclaimed
victims of
‘censorship’ go
around yelling
that they are
being silenced.

These are not isolated epi-
sodes. They are skirmishes in
a much larger war being
waged for the hearts and
minds of this society.

The battle to break down
the the ideals and the morals
of this country is being waged
on a thousand fronts — from
the elementary schools to the
universities, from Hollywood
to Broadway. from telesisinn
news to the art galleries and
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‘gress. ; ;
~**This is not a conspiracy.
There is simply a whole class
of people who hate what this
country stands for, who have
contempt for its people and
who exploit every opportunity
to undermine its institutions
and ideals. Any resistance, or |
even non-cooperation, with
what they are trying to do is

likely to be denounced as
: “censorship.” %
that the money might be MisY\e——n=sTo gues with YR

~ spent.

The National Endowment
for the Arts seems to be yet
another government agency
that sees its role as serving a
special interest group rather
than the public.
~ Back in the 1970s when it
was the National Endowment
for the Arts and Humanities, I
happened to serve on one of
the committees that consid-
ered applications for govern-
ment subsidies. I was amazed

wratawhat shallow and worthless
stuff the taxpayers were being
asked to support in the name
of “scholarship.”

Fortunately, there were a
couple of other like-minded
people on the committee and
we committed the unpardona-
ble sin: We did not vote to
donate all the money that was
available. I was never again
asked to serve on any com-
mittee donating money.

tandards have no qualms
about censorship that ad-
vances their ideological agen-
da. Leading colleges and
universities across this coun-
try are restricting and punish-
ing free speech in the name of
combating “homophobia” or
criticism of any other special-
ly protected groups or move-
ments. The media doesn’t call
this censorship.

The media and the intelli-
gentsia are partisans in the
cultural war. One of the few
things worse than being in a
war is being in a war and not
knowing it. When the presi-
dent of the United States
doesn’t know it, the prospects
don’t look good.-
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