





gain a tactical advantage. At that the ploy succeeded, but unfortunately it also confused my allies. 1 told
England what was going on and I think he understood my reasoning, but I foelishly neglected to tell Germany.
Consequentiy he thought I was a flake, so I couldn‘t really approach him ahout maybe later turning against Eng-
land. At the same time, I had determined (mistakemiy, as it turns out} that England was one of those strong-
ally type players who likes to stick with an ally and is offended by cutthroat type play, se although I general-
ly don't like to pursue Western or Eastern triples past 1903 or 1904, I decided to stick this one out. The
attack on Italy was proceeding well. Bustria had an opportunity to make a very efficient stab of Italy and he
took it. In one year we brought Italy from four centers to zero {for which the Italian player won “Best
Poland," a Peery-blah award for quick elimination). This was good and bad -- good because I was in a position
to take the Italian centers away from Austria, bad because just as I was starting to make progress, England and
Germany ran up against a solid wall of Eastern armies. So they stabbed me instead, [ was pretty vulnerable so
it didn't take long to wipe me out. I tried ta get myself in Portugal hoping to position myself between the twa
glliances so that neither would want to eliminate me, but it didn't work. I think this one ended in a AEGT

raw.

In all three of my regular games my nemesis was Italy. One was too competent; the other twa were too
incompetent. In game number two I drew Russia, After some foeling around in the Balkans it worked out that
Bustria and Turkey were ganging up on me. Noermally the recourse in such a situation would be to ask Italy for
help, but in this gawe Italy was a buzo. In fail {1 Le misordered his Ionian fleet and didn‘t get a build, and
in general he seemed pretty clueless when it came to negotiation or game strategy. So it was twe against one in
the east, England saw that I was going down 3c he figured he may as well get a piece of me, toe. In the previ-
gus round I had seen a couple of Russias reduced to War and Mos {including the one on my board), whersupon they
were supported by one side or the other for a few hours until it was time to cut them out of the draw. I had
better things te do than be a lame duck Russia. In one of many desperate attempts to break up the A-T alliance
1 had threatened to suicide against Austria, so I followed through on my threat. I'm not sure if it made a
difference. I tried to give my centers away to Turkey but she wouldn't take them. I think this one ended in an
KREGT draw also. Or maybe it was AEET.

At next year's Dipcon I think there should be a qualifying test for the tournament. Anyone wishing to play
must write a set of spring and fall 1901 orders for Italy which result in the capture of Tunis. If he can't do
it, he can't play in the tournament. Don't laugh -- two of my Italian opponents couldn't do it. In game number
three 1 was Austria. For some intangible reason, Turkey's playing style got on my nerves and I didn't feel I
could trust him, so I decided I definitely wanted to get in an alliance against him. Italy said he wanted to be
my ally and participate against Turkey, but for some goofy reason he wanted to move to Tyrolia. 1 told him that
was a stupid idea {well, I didn't say it quite like that) but he was stuck on it. The other army was going to
Apulia so I figured I may as well let him have his fun, Well, this guy didn't wait until fall to misorder his
fleet; he did it in spring. In fall he came tc me saying that since he wasn't going to get Tunis I should give
him Vienna. I told him yes, figuring that's what I'd say regardless of what I decide to do. I actually contem-
plated giving it to him, but eventually I decided that there was little point in trying to appease him, because
having a friendly bozo as a neighbor was almest as dangerous as having an unfriendly bogo -- after all, here he
was, supposedly my ally, giving me more grief than any enemy was. In consultation with Russia I was fretting
over having to fight a two-front war when he suggested that we put off the attack on Turkey for a while. Look-
ing hack I think it w2z a2 big mistske, but I agreed. Iu 130Z, Russia got himseif involved in some action up
north, I had bad memories of the last time I was invelved in a triple alliance, so I started to worry that I'd
be the odd man out. Russia had built a northern fleet and was in no position to pursue the attack on Turkey
which was supposedly only postpened, so I reluctantly ailied with Turkey to stab Russia. Locking at the beard,
it Jooked like an ideal alliance. We stomped over our enemies and got to about 10 centers each., The Western
powers had failed to organize against us and their stalemate line was collapsing on land and at sea. It locked
like it would be a 17-17 draw or, more likely, a race for the win. However, the chemistry between us was very
bad. He was very pushy and had me on edge all the time. I was aiways paranoid and I think that annoyed him.

He kept insisting on little favors and gave nothing in return, but it never seemed worth stabbing him over.
After a few years I felt like the dependent partner in an alliance I never really wanted in the first place.

One fall turn, England pointed out to me that Turkey was in a good position to stab me. I looked at the board
and decided it was true. He was due to get two builds and I was due to get one. Most of his units were nowhere
near me, but he had one army in Greece which could take Serbia unopposed. That would give him three huilds
against zero for me with all my home centers empty. 1 figured if I were in his position 1'd stab. He was
already in the Atlantic. He could hold his current positicn plus Serbia against me and still pick up a few
builds in the discrganized west and have a reasonable shot at a win. I couldn't stop the move to Serbia, but I
figured I could at least move my forces hack to prepare for the upcoming war. I still don't regret pulling
back, but as it turnmed out he didn't stab me. He didn't profess any moral outrage, as I expected, he merely
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tald me 1 was stupid to have allowed my parancia to make me give up a tactical advantage. He asked if I wanted

to resume the alliance and I said okay, but by this time I was so frustrated and resentful that I kept after him
anyway. Germany wasn't going to bother me, so I figured I could handle a long drawn-out war with Turkey.
Thereupon he got frustrated and lost interest in the game. Somecne proposed a many-way draw. Turkey said he
hated big draws and wanted no part in it, but he'd concede to one, so we passed something excluding him. I
forget ezactly what it was.

I played in four gunboat games, cne of which didn't count for the tournament. I don't know of anyone else
who had three games counted in the gunboat tournament though I'm sure there were a few. As I mentioned, the
tournament was scored so that being in many games was helpful. Well, it worked for me. I won the gunboat tour-
nament. I know of two others who had a single win, and I know there was at least one more, but apparently I had
the best score in my second-best game. How 'bout that,

The pre-tournament game was at Larry's house on Friday night. A bunch of us who had nothing better to do
were there talking and puttering around aimlessly while some others were playing Empire Builder in the other
room. All the while I was thinking, “This is stupid, why aren't we playing Diplomacy?" but at that point I was
too timid to bring it up. Most of the others must have been thinking the same thing because when someone {Hohn
Cho, who later won the tournament) finally suggested it we all agreed pretty quickly to start a game. Time was
short ss we called it gumboat, but there was no GM so we agreed not to negotiate even though we all knew who was
playing which country. I don't recall much about this game. ALl I recall is that I was Prance and ! went after
Italy right away. I don't remember how it ended. '

pfficial gunboat game number one was the best game of the weekend for me. I was Germany. F, R and A were
three L.A, area guys who had played tegether a lot. They were good players and I wish I had had a chance to
play with them more. I opened A Mun-Bur. As I later explained to Prance (who also thought this game was the
best of the weekend) unless cne ezpects France to go to Bur with support, there's no reason for Germany to do
anything else with A Mun. If Prance sends an unsupported unit to Bur, you definitely want to bounce him,
because he'll make you nervous and oblige you to cover Munich anyway, and if for some crazy France doesn't go to
Bur, you get in. Por some crazy reason Prance didn't go to Bur and I got in. I stayed there a long time but
never attacked France directly, though I certainly made his position problematic. Russia got off te a good
start and after 1902 (I think Russia grew to 10 that year) England made an almost innocuous comment about how
difficuit it is to organize an alliance against the leader in gunboat. I thought this comment was out of
bounds, but it was in my interest so I subtly encouraged England to speculate further. It was about this time
that Russia and his twe friends decided that the guy who was actually the English player was playing Germany,
and thus they later concluded that 1 was playing England. Toward the end of the game, after I had figured out
everyone's identity, Russia was making a lot of silly comments about who was playing what, trying to comfuse the
others who still didn‘t know. I assumed that he was only pretending to think I was England. Likewise he
thought I was only pretending to be Germany. After the game I was astonished to find out that all three of the
L.A. guys really did think I was England. They were pretty astonished too.

In spite of the stop-the-leader hints I wasn't at all confident that the 1903 anti-Russia alliance would
coalesce, so I figured 1'd better lead it. I was in a pretty healthy position (siz, I think, with that army in
Bur), so even though I wanted to move in on France I went after Russia. Russia told me afterwards that at that
point he was hoping to work with me, and I think he meant it, bul once the war was started it wasn't so easy to
stop. Russia got his ravenge on the German player (even though I wasn't who he thought) by making an some
almost-innocuous comments of his own about how Germany was in a pesitien to grow. The subsequent war was the
highlight of the game and of the weekend. It ranged from Swe to Sil to StP to Bel and lasted about five game
years. Scandinavia is far and away the most interesting part of the board tactically, I think. The Russian
player was a very clever tactician and I enjoyed trying to outguess him by looking for hints in his orders and
his reactions. 1 was successful more often than not, maybe because {as he later suggested) my opponent was
looking for reactions from the wrong player. Eventually Russia fell apart on the home front, but he never let
up on the war with me. Instead, for some reason he tried to explain but I still didn't understand, he chose to
try to give the game to his buddy Austria. Unfortunately for me, just as he was about to be eliminated he
either lucked or finessed himself into a position where he owned Smy and Con, Rustria had an army in Bul, and
Turkey's last unit was F Ank. He removed his two units in Turkey and kept his units up north. Turkey and Aus-
tria continued to bounce in Con until the final year of the game, keeping two Russian armies alive to pester me,
Russia's armies pushed through all three of my home centers at one time or another and eventually ended up in
France, where they were finally removed when Austria toak his 18th.

In gunboat game number two once again I was Germany, once again I opened to Bur, and once again France
foolishly let me in. This time I did attack him, but not for long. I got inte Mar in 02 and in 03 he annihi-
lated me. After that France and I became ailies for the rest of the game. (Yes, you can have allies in
gunboat. It's a matter interpreting each other's intentions and positicning your units so that alliance forms
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naturally out of the board position.) England was already off to a slow start, so we wiped him out quickly. I
progressed quickly against Russia, but France got stuck against Italy. I think France should have stabbed me,
but I can see why he didn't. He was never in a good position, or even a mediocre position, to do it. XNonethe-
less, it had to be dome if a German win was to be stopped, but France and the Southern powers never managed to
organize themselves in such a way that an alliance would be possible. This game almost got ugly toward the end.
It was almost time for the pext round of the regular tournament to begin. Everyone but Turkey wanted to concede
to me. Turkey thought I could be stopped. If it were a regular game, he would have been right, but he wasn't
considering the nature of gunboat. I think it really was teo late for them to stop me without aepen tactical
coordination. We all yelled at him a bit when he refused to concede, but he wouldn't budge. So we played a few
more turns and I moved on France {who was wide open to me by then) to make it quicker. France wanted to concede
to me anyway, so he assured Turkey that he'd give me all his centers. The tournament director was beginning to
assign positions for the next round. At the last minute, Turkey finally gave up but he clearly wasn't happy
about it,

Gunboat game number three was crucial for me, tournament-wise, though I didn't know it at the time. I
later found out that two of the other players in the game, like me, already had one win. It was only because I
accidentally outscored them that I won the gunboat tournament. 1 was England and I opened to the Channel. This
move isn't quite as crucial as A Mun-Bur is for Germany, but it's prudent and besides I thought 1 could make it
in (Blready I was pretty sure who the Preach player was) so I went lor it. Sure encugh I got in, and though I
never devoted much force to the fight, I caused France a whole lot of trouble by outguessing her four times in a
row. Well, actually one of those wasn't really an cutguess. On one turn (I think it was fall 02), Prance, who
was sitting next to me, showed me her orders. I assume it was an accident, but it was done in such an obvious
way that it almost seemed intenticnal. I approve of lots of devieus tricks in gunboat, including probing the
limits of non-negotiation, but I don't consider it appropriate to look at opponents' orders (because other play-
ers never know about it, like a “cloaked” error), and I wouldn't bave done it on purpose. But the damage had
already been done. I only saw the first order written before I locked away, but although it wasn't a crucial
move, it was one relevant to my position. I hadn’'t yet decided what to do with the pertinenmt fleet so I
cotldn't make a conscience-salving agreement with myself to not change the order. 1 was left with the choice of
telling her 1 had seen the order sc she could change it -- sullying the guessing game there, letting the others
know that I knew what country she was playing, and possibly opening up an irregularity debate -- or I could keep
my mouth shut and move my fleet into the space left open., 1 chose the latter.

Also attacking Prance -- more determinedly than I was, in fact -- was Germany. Germany and 1 had great
alliance potential. We had identified each other and were in a pesition to move against both Prance and Russia.
He was clearly sending cooperative signals to me and I intended to follow up, but unfortunately in spring 03 I
misinterpreted his intentions and moved in such a way that got our units in uncomplementary positicns and we got
stuck in a war that neither of us really wanted. In the confusion Russia had gotten control of Nwy, Swe and StP
all at once and since he hadn't built a fleet on the north coast of StP I made peace with him and went after
Germany. Later, Prance, who had gotten off to a terrible start, was recovering and had the semse to work out a
peaceful position with Germany who by this time was falling apart. An ART alliance was forming on the other
side of the board, so I managed to get into an EPG alliance, even as I parked a fleet in Bel, In the subsequent
east vs. west battle, Germany took mest of the heat. When Germany collapsed, we moved in to take our share of
the spoils -- rather. I moved in. BRecauee of that fleet I hed im Del, everything frow Bel on up vas in the
English sphere of influence. France was too busy fighting over the remains of Italy to contest it.

This game had started very late, at almost midnight. But my motto was “"dip till you drop," se¢ I joined
anyway. Well, now it was 2:30 and I was ready to drop, and so were Prance, Germany and Italy. The latter two
were eliminated socon enough, but Prance and I still had units on the board, so we had to play on. Around now I
was the biggest on the board, having made some progress against Russia (I can't remember if I made it all the
way to StP). MNevertheless, I wanted to end the game so 1 started voting for all the draws which were being
proposed. Someone was vetoing them, presumabiy Russia., After a while Russia found an opportunity to stab Tur-
key and did so. Russia told me after the game that that was supposed tc inspire me to stab Prance. As I told
him the pext morning {later that same merning, that is), I might well have done so had I been attentive, but by
that time I wasn't thinking much, Prance and I were just ordering units, hoping the game would end soon so we
could go to bed. Eventually it entered our feeble minds to propose a draw excluding France and England. (I
later discovered that we both made the propesal on the same turn.) I guess it was an AR draw. I had thought
that we let Turkey in on it, but we must not have because he was one of the guys who had a win from another
gunboat game. If he were in the draw, his one-center draw would have beat my 10-or-so-center survival and he'd
be the gunbeat champ. -



SCRABBLE

I have some new observers, so let me reiterate the runles: There are two racks. BRach has sn assigned
_player, but all speetators are invited to suggest a play on any tura. If & kibitzer's play is clearly superior
to the one sabmitted by the player, that play is used and the kibitzer takes over as player of that rack. What
constitotes "clearly superior® is up the GM's judgment. [ have made a point of construiag "clearly" very
gtrietly.

Thie is an open game. Tiles -in racks are oot kept secret, but a rack is replenished only before its tura.
All commentary and suggested plays are likely to be printed. After a play, the G will comment om the game,
frequently at length, {Mote that I comment only before tiles are drawn for the mext turn.) Dictionmary of
authority is Selchow & Righter's Official Scrabble Players Dictionary. Consulting it for ideas is not
discouraged.

Mike Barno checks in this time, saying, "I can't seem to find a biogo, but maybe one is possible. I thimk
the blank is too valuable to give away in a six-letter batch of onme-pointers (even with double-word) {e.g.,
K8:TIDIER, TINIER, TIERCE or TIERED), so I vote for KB:TIRE;GOAT,LATI=1T, or its near-equivalent K8:T/ER."

Chuff, who is playing the rack, says, "Por the firet time, I'm sacrificing points for position.
3B:VETIVER;EL,TI,IF scores 31, but it leaves open the triple-word Hl. (Lower-case letter is the blank.) So
instead 1'11 play 14B:EyE;HOE,OXy,DEE for a were 29 points. Since I'm going to lose wy blank on this play. I
might as well take advantage of that X -- both Y¥'s are gone and nothing else will play there, A asice score for
three letters, as opposed to six for

VETIVER." 1 2 3 4 5 6 T 8 9§ 10 11 12 13 14 15
I'm inclined to agree with Mykey on A sy == %
this ome. I don't think a 29-point play £k A w === ﬁﬁ
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justifies using the blank in this position, B §, \’
egpecially when KB:TIER ig available as a

reasonable alternative. For 12 poiats less
it leaves the board no more open and leavee N
JE¥ in the rack rather than than }IRT with
that difficylt double I. 3till, the dif-
ference has much to do with playing style, E
so I don't consider it "clearly superior”
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Ope interesting aspect of 148:EYE .
bears noting. {And Chuff's going to hate a8 Izz I==
e for peinting this out. Judging from
some cryptic comments he made to me I'm H
stre he saw this but dida't tell me, hoping
that I'd mise it.) By playing the E at t =2
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D14, Chuff hae opened up the possibility of
a play going down from 15D to the triple- Jh I}I f1
word score. (DER can be followed by D, N,
P, Ror 8.) Presumably, he is figuring
that, even after I revealed the posaibil-
ity, he's more likely to be able to use it
thao his opponent, because rack A aiready i e
holds a letter which can be played at Di§ M \\\ == S
aod rack B does not, and even if rack B
draws ome (I calculate 57.57% that he will: N \ iii I}}
eight tiles out of 43, with four chanmces to
get one), the excess of vowels there makes 0 3?3 :i2 EE§ Iz Eig
it likely that it won't be possible to make :
a five-letter word there.

) ) : Triple | Double Triple Doubie
Lexicology Department: Yetiver, @ Word E Yord E Letter Letter
uncommon even in Scrabble games, is a type B score Score | Score | Score

of grass grown ia tropical India, used most
notably for perfume derived from its oils.
The word is Tawil; 1n Hindi the grass is
called khuskbus. Oxy describes a chemical
containing oxygen. Apparently the word can
stand alone as an adjective, though I've
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only seen it used as a prefix. Tierce is one of many variatioss of the Latin word for three, In this spelliag,
it is still used for some specific terms, in card games and in music for instance. Lati 1g the plural of lat,
which last turn we learned was the wmometary unit of the short-lived Latvian Republic.

The score is now 240-157. Mark Larzelere 1s the current player for rack B. Rack & contains IIRT. Mark
draws four tiles apd rack B now contains |1JNPTU.

MONOPOLY

Apparently, the NMR situation on the monopoly games wasn't quite as bad as ! thought. It seems that many
players figure that if they aren't eligible toc buy any property on a turn, there's no reason to send in orders,
since the rents and stuff are going to be paid anyway. OK, that makes sense (though I still prefer that you
check in each tutn). I've concluded that my usual lammess won't do in the monopoly games, so I'm going to be a
bit more strict with the deadlines, even if that means NMRing some players.

Not everyone responded to the suggestions for speeding the games by combining turms. In Geest, Melinda H
and Mark L indicated interest in switching to two simultaneous moves per turm; Chris and Pete made no indica-
tion. In DeBeers, Mike B indicated acquiescence to any of the speed-up proposals, with a preference for three
simu}taneous moves per turn; the other players made no indicatian. Mykey's preference is my prefersnce too, but
of course I won't change the rules of the game unless every agrees to it,

GEEST

Turn Three Activity: No deals. PJG gets his salary and dividend {$250 total). CC mortgages Boardwalk for
$200, M3 pays hospital §100. Mo rents.

CC buys Indiana for $220 and Ventnor for 5260. ML buys New York for $200, Nothing goes to auction.

Turn Four Movement; CC lands oo Pennsylvania Ave., ML lands on Atlantie. PJ6 lands on Virgionia. MH lands
on Chance #2 (blue). MH's card says, "Advance to Go," so she does.

MH will get $200 salary. CC is eligible to buy Pennsylvania Ave. ML is eligible to buy Atlastic. PJG is
eligible to buy Virginia,

Summary of Position:

GG oL PJG .|
Windfalls coming (from): - - - $200
Debts owed (to): -- -~ - --
Purchase eligibility: Pen Ati Vir --
Current poeition: Pen Atl Vir Ga
Current possessions: $58:0ri,StC, Ind $1,050;Bal,StJ,NY $1,650;Ver $1,200;Rea
Yen, (Boa},EC

Gards Discarded: CC: Inh,Hosp. Ch: AdvBoa,Div,Advdo.
Properties listed in parentheses in the chart are mortgaged. Deadline is Saturday, September 2.

DeBEERS

Turn Two Activity: No deals. BW pays §6 rent to MLB. MPB pays $14 remt to RABW.

E¥ buys Reading for $200. RB¥ buys New York for 5200. HNothing goes to auction.

Turn Three Movement: B¥ heate his last thresz rolls added together by roliling doubie fives which lands Bim
on Tennessee {sorry Brad), then he's back in form with snake eyes to land on Free Parking, and finally he lands
on Yentnor. MPB lands on Chance #2, ML3 lands on Community Chest #3. RB¥ lands on Indiana.

MPB's card iz "Advance to Go,” so he does. MLR's card is "Pay Nospitzl," so he owes $100. Both cards have
been drawn by Melinda Halley in the other game, but I really did reshuffle the deck. EW is eligible to buy
Tenpessee and Ventnor. RBW is eligible to buy Indiama. MPB will collect his salary. No, you don't get aumy
money for landing on Free Parking. Read the rules if you don't believe me.

Summary of Position: R — ML ane
Windfalls cowing (from): -- $200 -- --
Debts owed (to): -~ -- $100 --
Purchase eligibility: Ten, Yan - -- ind
Current position! Yen Go cc3 Ind
Current possessions: $1,234;Bal ,Rea $1,486 $1,115;Ver PRR $1,134;5t0,NY

Cards Discarded: Ch: Repair,Adv@o. CC: Hosp.

Deadline is Sauturday, September 2,
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LETTERS

My sister tells me that the script type is too bard to read and I should print letters in ordinary italic
instead. Is she right?

{This first one was supposed ta go ip last issue, but it got out of order, Sorry.)

Brad Wilson (Jan. 20): "The kind of vitrniolic mbuse of Bush and most Republicans that surnprised you i4
common -- even gospel -- on most college campused, im most editonial board rooms, and in most white urbam meigh-
borhoods. Blachs don't care os much. [ Live in o university, White, wrben area, and not o week goes by without
some hystenical {nenzy about some GOP policy, Reagam, ox 'faseism.' Of courde it's 0K for Loftists to call
GOPerd {ascists, but the converde i4 calied Melarthyidm.

"Why should any public official coddle the press? HMost aren't thoughtfuld people -- the TV types are
Thaireuts,’ no brains, aoll {lash, while the print types are generally Left-Leaning cynicsd. I'd Like to se2 2
sanaton on govewton tell reponterd to go fuch themsleves, just to watek the reaetion! {Didn't Joho LeBoutillier
do something like that?]

"You're Langely coxxect about [George] Mitechefl -- in gemexal, 'Nontheditenn Liberal’' exciuded monthern New
Froland a4 a whole (maybe not Vermont these days, bub even Vewnmont i4 more {rugal and sensibie that 'Noatheast-
e Liberxal' wouwld impdy}.

"I thought the Demecrats would be betten off with a Southerner ad majority Leader, Like JTohnston.

*tontainly the agifroad industry -- which [ {ollow protty closely, being a aail fan -- {Llustrated your
point that Labor and management have more im commop than L4 commondy thought. On dome caaniend, fzbor and man-
agement have been quite good, and they’'xe the profitabie ones [Sowthenn, BN, UP). The oned with constant fabox
Atrife are maaginal {CEMG, MEC) ox bamkaupt (DEH, PELE).

"Your anabysis of the Did-Quayfe-make-people-vote/not-vote-{ox-Bush question is absolutely brilliont, I
agree with youx comclusion. [My point, briefly, was that all the fuss over Quayle was & trivial problem and
gerved to draw atteption away from a lot of non-trivial problems which could have given Bush real trouble
(B2#46, p 11).] A Lot of my centnist/moderate {riends who voted {on Busk said they wished Semtsen had been the
Democratic mominee. These people might well have voted {ox Gore, itoo, and centaindy {or Bradley on Numn. I
thinh the Democrats misded a chance to pick up the White Howse by predictably going Left, but I also am begin-
ning to wonder if Gore, Bxadley, Nunn ox any othexr non-Left Democrat ([Fla. Sen.) Bob Graham on [Nev. Sen.]

Dick Bayar, io name two {uture Democrnatic hopefuls) can win the primeried,

"The only Cabinet pick that reafly made me smile wad -- gueds who -- Jack Kemp. He'll be o breath of {reth
airn, {resh idead, and emeagy {im the stagrant houding bureaucracy, i he sunvives the beating the predd L& s
£0 give him a4 o conservative. MNotice that the preds went after RR'4 most condexvetiive Cadinet memberd while
giving the otheré {ree rides....

"Glad to see you debunk the 'imtentional' checks and balamees vote theory [that voters choose a Repuhlican
president and Democratic Congress to balance each other]. It'a uttenly silly, becawde most U.5. voiers don't
have neandy that subtle an appreciation of their goverwnment, if, indeed, they have any at ofl. And people tend
to vote {ox whoever's promising the biggex bribe -- in this cade, the incumbent congressman with his laurday
List of 'I brought this xxx to our distaict.’

"The presidenticd vote comtest [Bruce Linsey's betting pool] wad embarrasdingly emsy. I['m taken abzch when
I nead about how mich time you and Cownien put into Lt and T hnow you two {ollow politiss g £itile closen than [
do. [ got most of my ideas {xom an early October Melaughlin Report and a couple of Waél Strcet Jouwnals. I
sent just one entry in that took 15 minutes, maybe, Lo prepare. A cade of fuck, I'm afraid, not shill, overcom-
ing hand work. Twad mnice, though!®

[it's not as if Chris and | took time out of our busy schedules to do it. Even if Brux hadn't run a
contest, | know | would have spent a few hours coming up with my guesses anyway, just because such games amuse
me, | suspect the same is true for Chris. | remember that Mclaughlin episode, but the gang split their
predictions 3-2 on seven or eight states, so you still had to pick which panelists to trust.

[Nunn can't win the primary. The others you mention are (or in Gore's case, were) sufficiently unknown to
the public that any one of them could present himself as a 1iberal and have a chance to win the primary. The
question isn't whether some specific individual can win the primary, but whether any candidate can do 5o without
running as a liberal {and thus putting himself at a disadvantage for the general election). There are some pre-
dictions of a showdown in the party in 1390, which could make a difference if it results in changes in the rules
for campaign financing and delegate selection. Otherwise it Jooks to me like ‘92 will be a rerun of '84 and '88.

[You mentioned on the phone that you think Sen. Chuck Robb (va.) is in a good position to win the primary.
Oh? Do you think he'11 have a chance in the general? How do you expect him to portray himseif in the primary?]



Chuft Aftlerbach (April 19): "Boy i4 my {ace xed, thanks to Ted Tumner's colorization prosess, Yed
indeed, ke has actuaily re-colonized Gome with the Wind. Evidently it wad fading ox domething. But now it's
better thar new. But ! AtilL say it’s ¢ great joke....” :

{1'm glad my comment turned out to be accurate after all, but | still think | was confusing GwTW with some
other classic Ted was colorizing.]

Mark Larzelere (Barly April): "Your odds on the 1992 race were interedbting. What about Ted Kemmedy! (I
think the odds are about 1-3 he aanounces early that he's not aunning zgein). Aldo, 1 think Dukahis's shameesd
have got to be much befter tham 500-1. He'a Atill got Jome nich {riends.

"How about odds {ox Bush and Quayle?

"Re: Marlboro Man. [ recall that in eartier advertiéement he had o horde, but mow I'm seeimg him without o
horse. [ tudpect that the hoxde died from the effects of second-hand cigarette smohe.”

{f recall reading the the Mariboro Man campaign was directed at young women. That seems odd to me, but if
there's a horse it starts to make more sense.

[Quayle's chance to repeat as running mate is wall above 50%. If you know 2ny Quayls-bashers who like to
bat, you can make a few easy bucks -~ if you're willing to wait three years to collect, that is,

[Kennedy is not relevant, |f nothing else, Chappaquiddick will be brought up again if he ever Tooks !ike
ha's going to run. But even without that, | don't think he'd have a chance. 500-1 for Dukakis was ganerous.
He doesn't have rich friends. The big money came to him only after he had already raised a lot of small money.
Most of the small money came from lawyers, developers, and other professionals in Massachusetts who had zn
interest in networking with the Dukskis organization because, win or Tose, he was still governor of a highly
bureaucratized state in which they wanted to do business. Dukakis almost certainly won't run for re-elaction as
governor, and if he does he'll lose in the primary, becasuse his popularity is way down even in his own party,
due to his state’'s economic woes. (The New Republic reports that Massachusetts' credit rating is now 49th in
the nation. Only Louisiana’s is worse.) Most of the rest of Dukakis's small money came from the Greek commu-
nity. They'va had their opportunity to show their ethnic pride; | doubt they'il do it as devotedly agsin.
There's & solid minority of the national population {maybe about 30%) that has a strongly positive opinicn of
Dukakis, but most of that sentiment could be easily redirected to a similarly marketed candidate. Those who
really matter -- Tocal party organizers and fund raisers -- ses Dukakis as a known loser with almost nothing
going for him.

[By the way, it's now almost certain that Gephardt won't run. | now rate Biden even higher than | did
before, and | rate Bradley a little lower and Cuomo a lot lower. Frangois C wants me to do & write-up on the
Tikely candidates for Passchendaeie. 1| intend to get around to it sometime, but i've bean procrastinating. |
may as well wait for the new Almanac of American Politics (highly recommended) and fiich most of my material
from it, as the professional political gossips do. It's due out scon, | think.]

Don Del Grande (May 4): “W@hat id the Apartheid sofution, if not cconomic (and [ zgree that it isn’t that)?
How cbout ¢ 2aid on DeBeerd Lo replace their gems with 'Digmeffes'?"

[tf | could answer that 1'd be out winning a Nobel peace prize instead of editing this zeen.

[) said that the answer isn't eccnomic sanctions against the government of South Africa, not that the
answer isn't sconomic. Clearly, economic reforms are an essential part of any solution. As 1've said before,
sanctions aren't the answer because they are useful only to force a confrontation, which is still a cure worse
than the disease. The safest and most constructive thing to do now is to return some suthority over locsl
issues to Bliacks and to reintroduce them on an equal basis into the nation's economy. |f the National Party is
serious about wanting to end apartheid {(but there is evidence to indicate that it isn’t) it should immediately
set about repeaiing those laws which give Blacks unequal rights as workers and restrict their freedom to trade
and do business with each other. (f government institutions and state-supported monopolies interfere with this
poitcy, the Party should try to dismantle them. At the same time, the Party needs to begin the difficult task
of devolving its very centralized federal government to grant more responsibility and authority to councils at
the district and city level, with Blacks having full representation (i.e., majority) at those levels. This is
the easiest way to baginning handing real power over to Blacks with the least amount of danger.

[The Whites are right to not give up majority rule immediately because it would Tead to chaos. However,
they can't keep putting it off. |f they don't get started with some serious reform soon, the moment will be
forced to a crisis and there'1] be chaos anyways. Whites are afraid to give up control because over the past 40
years they have cultivated in their state a culture and a system of government which does not respect individual
rights, They fear that majority rule would lead to what they call "swart gevasr,” a vengeful black government
which would evict whites from their homes, confiscate their property, and generally traat whites rather 1ike
whites have treated blacks. Thus, before whites wiil accept majority rule, the government must be changed so
that it protects individua! rights. This requires major restructuring of the entire South African system of
government, and the best way to go about it is to call for the constitutional convention which the Progressive
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Federal and Inkaths parties have been asking for.

' [Once a convention is called there will be enormous pressure to go too far with it. There are many in
South Africa and abrpad who will be highly critical of anything short of dissolution of the government in favor
of majority rule, That can't be helped, but the government can improve it's pesition by outdoing the expecta-
tions of the more realistic observers. The government should set definite limits on what is and what isn't
subject to change. The National Party can pretend to be mors liberal than it really is by blaming any limits of
the convention's power on the necessity of getting the Conservative Party to go afong with it. 1t is crucial,
however, that on whatever issues are being considered -- this would include reducing federai authority over
Tocal jurisdictions; establishing rights of movement, association, and property; reforming the legal, tax, wel-
fare and education systems; and continuing the deregulation of government monopolies -- blacks are given genuine
authority proportionate to their numbers. Otherwise the convention will be rightly called a sham. The major
biack parties, some of which would have to be recognized and legalized, should be asked to take the lead in
designing a new government which they'd eventually inherit. The white minority should take a less creative and
more critical role, contributing mostly by saying what is and isn't tolerable. { think it'd be a good idea for
the government to state openly its motive for the constitutional convention, declaring something 1ike this:

"We, the white minority currently in power in South Africa, recognize that a change to a democratic government
with full representation for all citizens is both just and inevitable. However, given the current state of
South Africa’s system of government, we are afraid to relinquish our hold on power because we know the govern-
ment has too much power and does not sufficiently protect minority and individual rights. Therefore, in order
make a peaceful transfer of power possible, we intend in this constitutional convention, without yet acceding to
mejority rule, to reform the government in such a way that we would be comfortablie living under it even after
all citizens are enfranchised,”

[The future of South Africa will be put to a major test next month. The National Party has maintained a
parliamentary majority for decades, in part by holding a position which is sort of against apartheid but sort of
isn't really. HNow it appears that the mandate for ambivalence has dissoived and it looks very likely that the
NP will Tose its majority in the upcoming elections on Sept. 6). {f this happens, the NP will have to choose
between a coalition government with the Democrats on their left, or with the Conservatives on their right. The
former would indicate good prospects for real reform; the latter would indicate more reactionaryism, increasing
the chance of more viclence. Politically it makes more sense for the NP to go left, but their cultural roots
are with their fellow Afrikaaners on the right, and not the predominantly English-speaking Oemocrats. (That's
right, the whites have tribal divisions, too.)]

Tim Staboss (May 4): "'Super poidon puts’ are called just that because they give bondholders the right to
setl in the cvent of the company attempiing to isdue a certain amourt of additiomal debt, This aight to 'put'
the bond bach to the company {4 ’super poldon’ in the temse that it mekes the company muck moae urattractive fo
the potential coxpoxate agider, Why! Becawle the azider will very ofien waat to pay fox the buyout by having
the very corpoaztion he wanis to buy sed the junk bonds to {inance the tazkeover! Invedfons are willing to buy
the junh bondds becauwse they dect the company's Stoch price {4 undenvalued compared to its eaaningd capacity. So
the 'super poldon put' creates a problem {ox the aziden in that he wantd to ude the proceeds {rom junk bond
sales to buy out the current stochhofdens. Howewvex, he can't do this if @ bond covemant {of bonds already
issued by the company) says that he has to give the money to cuvrent bondholderd before Atochholderd. Henee,
the 'super poidon pill' mahed it quite difficult to {inamce ¢ deal, at the interedt xate on the jumk bondd {4
higher than that of the old bonds, in most cased.’

[} assume a super poison pill is the same as a super poison put. | take it that ths essence of an SPP is
an agreement by the company that it will repurchase the bond under certain conditions (notably befors a junk
bond issues), yes?]

"Whick dringd me io your smiping at F Redd Johnson, You argus that imstead of simply buying out thare-
holdends, Rosd should {ulfifl his duty a4 paesident of RIR and get the stoch priece up. [ agree with you that
there was/is o comflict of interest in these sifuationd, as Ross wed buwing to buy the company for aé cheap o
he cowld, (How could he {ulfift his duty as president to mavimize shareholder value af the same time] At the
some time, though, Ross couldn't do much efde about the fact that 'the markhet’ wed giving RIR Nabitco an unfair-
Ly Low vafue. My semde i4 that the murket put o damper on the price of RIR, ad well a4 the other tobacco compa-
Ried becaude of feard of Linbifity fawiwits [refated to 4moking, of course). [In which case the value was not
"unfairly low," yes?] I{ Ross thought that the merhet was overedtimeting this risk, and he Liked the 'won-
denful’ cash §Lows throum off the company, some would think that he was fulfilling his duty.

"'hy can't [Rosd] implement his money-saving idess without a buyout,’ you nshed. The andwer {4 that [
duppose he could have by simply having the company take on tond of debt, and then pay out the procecds to the
sharehofdens as o dividend, ox buy bach stoch with the proceeds. This surely would have increased the 4toch
velue over the shoxt aun. I gueds the problem with this i4 that a Lot of people {economists, intellectuals,
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ete.) woutd then be vilifying Ross fon meking such o solid company top-heavy mith debt. At Leadt ab it stands
now, ox at Least would have stood i Ross would have been successful, the compary would be owned by only Ross
and hi4 buddies in the {ormer management of RJR. And they'd have no shaxeholders bitching at them, at Least,
unleds they were schizeid. Not to belabon the point, I guess it comes dowe Lo the idea that Rods {igured if he
was going Lo be the butt of eniticism for 'incrcasing America’s debt Loud,’ he wes at Least going to make some
money off it. Whkethea ox mot he iaied to '4tegl’ the company inttead of taying Lo §ind o high bidden is Some-
thing I'm not exaetly sure of.”

[1'm still wondering what leads the market to undervaiue a company -- and what any management can do to
prevent it. | would assume that a stock's essential value, upon which the speculation value is built, is the
promise of dividends, so | suppose the way to keep stock value up is to offer Tots of dividends. Thus a profit-
able company has more highly valued stock, because it is capable of giving out bigger dividends. Yes?

[What were Ross Johnson's pians for RJR anyway? Do we know? You imply that it's necessary for RJR to take
on a lot of debt in order to achieve a "fair" value for its stockholders. Why is that? If & company really is
worthy to be broken up and sold of f, why don't the company’s current managers decide to do so? Why must 3
raider come along and do it for them? (s the profit potential somehow different for a raider?]

"Finelly, reganding the tax incentived that indpire taheoverd, I hnow that some fakheover fargets have beex
Losing @ Lot of momey and heace have farge 'tax-Losd carny-{oxwards,’ ox amounts of Loddeds they ean use to off-
st future profits, when the profits occun {40 that the company doedn't have to pay tax on those profits).
there o company i4 nean bamhruptcey and has virtually noc.hmo{ making it, and even in foss dire situationd, a
Realihy company mighi buy out the Rear baraupt company just o 'acquire’ the taxget company's tax-Lo44 caary-
fonwards., However, Loi me day that [ believe Congreds had restnicted this ploy, 4 vyou want to eall ii that, by
variowd revisions of the tax code, but ['m mot exactly lune how,

"There are also potential tax bemefits tied in with the double taxation of dividends, althouah [ don’'t krow
just how significant o Joeton this i4 in tzheoverd. A4 you mentioned, but dide't explein {perhapd §iguring most
aeaders alaeady know) [No, T prefer to always explain things. The real reason I left it out was because I
couldn't remember it,], coaporations are taxed on their profits when caaned. Aldo, wher thede profits are paid
out to sharcholdens in the foam of dividends, the dividends axe taxed at the individual's merginal azte -- hence
the double taxation, I§ an individual ox group could take over a corporation erd furn it iato ¢ partnerdhip, $
coxporation [7], on dole proprieionship, the double {faxation effect weuld go away, a4 all company income would
only §Low through the individugl partmer on owmern's tax retuan({s). I don't hnow how ecasy it is to switch {rom
coxporate Atatus to pantnership on sole propricltonship, i possible at all.”

({ believe the continuation of the argument is that double taxation discourages paying dividends, which
would raise a company's stock price. Any earnings deciared as profits are required to be paid as dividends
(right?) so companies are motivated to instead reinvest earnings in the company by buying subsidiaries or having
extra cash around. That makes the companies targets to be bought out and broken up for a profit.)

"Without going too muck into {t, it may be advantmgeous for ¢ coxpoxation Lo take over o company it ownd
Sshared in. Foa example, coxporgtion A, by taking over conporation B, will pay no income iaxed on the dividends
it neceiveds §rom 8. {Without tahing over 8, there ends up being, in effect, a triple taxation of dividends:
once when B caand them, the decond time when A aeceived them ad dividends (although coaporationt do get a par-
tial tax deduction of dividends neceived {rom othon coxporationtd), and {imally when A's skarcholdend are taxed
ad A distaibuted the 'goodies’ received from 8.)

- "...Feel {ree to waite if anything needs clarifying.”

"P.5. Thexre wasn't too much iy atudd in Bamyess, I leved it.7

[A few years ago, | used to read science journals on & regular basis. | found that alithough there was a
tot 1 didn't understand, by reading through it anyways and getting a vague ides of what was discussed, | came to
understand a 1ittle better with successive articles on similar subjects. That's the sort of thing i'm hoping
for here for both myself and my readers with the corporate takeovers discussion. |f you or anyone eise feel a
desire to enlighten me further, you can start with some of the questions !'ve interjected.]

Chris Carrier {5/5): “Whether we Like i% ox not, a {airty powerful government it o faet of Life that the
ovewhelming mass of the population depends on. In a totaily Libertarian socicty, Ithmhthatyoum
would baing you about half ad much income fox|in 60 h.owt. week; sure, the government wouldn’'t be taking a pizee of
your grods, but youa grosd under angrcho-Lib would be fess than your net now. Even you depend on
government to a very fange degree, (although the dependence is much fLedd than in my case, where the government
is my emploger). For example, you don't car, Are you awane that eveay public trandit system in the
United States {4 o notorious money Loser equined missive government subsidies? When you boand o bud o
BART, your fare i4 ondy 20-25% of the cost pf ing the dystem, [f thede Aubsidies did not exiid you would
have to own o cax becquse the transit 4y wld have to increase its fared by a fectox of §ive, driving
ridens awny, reducing revenuss, and n in the cofiapee of the frandit system, Alde, jou in youa can,
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_ "Now jox an explanation of the stock market: A company goed public and putd o percendage of its shares on
the common market, 04 much as 100% of the shares. [{ anyone controls 50.01% of {he thares then they can com-
pletely control the company. [Row?!] When o company good public, the founderd make @ fonfune, thid is the best
way to become a centimiflionaire in the wonld! But they tend to Lose eontrol of their compemy, which is o big
trade off. (They moxmefly only heep about 10% of the 4toch and sell off 90% of it.]

"A company’s Atoch L4 wsually valued higher than the nef assel value of the company. I§ it drops below the
net asdet value it is a great taheover tanget. Someone can dimply buy the company, sell its assets and mike a
ton of morey. The itock mirhet velue {4 highly based on expectationd. I[{ people think the compeny i4 going
dowm the tubed then its 4toch price cam drop to §0% of nef aéset value. I[{ they Love the company, it’'s price
can reach 400% of net asset value ox more! Fox example, about 10 yeard ago I8M had a Righer stoch valiue than
GM, yet GM wes about 19 Limed a4 big a4 IBM. Today IBM i4 tmice a4 big as GK 40 the expectationd were conrect
in thid case.

A company’s profits are sometimed retwwned to stockholdens i the {orm of dividends. I don’t kmow why o
company would want to do this. This is an extremely dumb practice. Companies that don't give dividends have
their stock valued just about as well as companics that do give dividemdd, I guetd that giviag dividemds has
been o way of saying that the company is doing great. Hell, if I'm doing great [’'m not going to give weay money
to my neighboxs, and I don't think companiecd should give awny money £o their stockholders.®

[Your neighbors-stockholiders comparison is not fair. The stockholders aren’t just somebody alse.
Supposedly the stockholders are the owners of the compary. So who are you talking sbout when you say the
company shouldn't give away money? |t should be the stockholders’ decision whether they take their money as
dividends or reinvast it in the compeny. |f the managers don't do as they like in that respect, they should be
able to throw them out.

[My understanding is that the rules of stock ownership require all money designated as profits is to be
given out as dividends. Companies which choose not to give dividends do so by saying their earnings arsn’t
"profits” but ere needed to pay the "expenses” of the company's expansion or whatever. |'m intrigued by your
statement that dividend size has 1ittle correlation with stock value. |Is this really so?]

“A4 to Rosd Johmson'ds attempt fo by RIR Nabisco, he id saying that the sharcholderd would mever give him ¢
big enough salary comparable to the money he could get as [100% owner of the compony. Thid {4 twe {or all pub-
Lie conporxtions, which L4 why [ would thinh twice before tumhing my company public. [4 would bHe {air to day
that Ross Johnson id ¢ gaeedy guy and that his getion is not a4 eliwiistic as it could be. [ would probably
{ire him and replace him with someone efde.”

[ agree, though |'d like to point out that one need not be altruistic to be a good manager.]

FASHION

My appreciation of my favorite magazine, The New Republic, is back up again, after having waned a bit.
This is due partly to Michael Kinsley's return as TRB, and to a recent editorial on abortion policy, in which
TNR espoused the pro-choice anti-Roe position, a seemingly mismatched point of view I had yet to find in anyone
besides myself. Now, after the Wehster decision, many pro-choicers are beginning to admit that they didn't
really like Roe but they went along with it because it seemed to serve their purpose.

Critics have been trying to discredit Webster by eloquently proclaiming a woman has a basic fundamental
right to choose whether to continue her pregnancy. 1 agree completely. Absolutely she does. However, it
doesn‘t automatically follow that that right is protected by the U.S. Comstitutiom. It's mot.

After wandering back and forth a few times, I've finally decided that I'm pretty happy with the decision.
If nothing else, for the first time I have a solid political identity on the issue. As long as the pro-choice
movement was depending on Roe, I couldn't fully agree with them because I think Roe is wrong. Now that it's a
question of whether states should allow abortion, I feel perfectly comfortable among those who say they should.

As most of my readers will recall, I had for a long time suggested that the Court could settle the issue
with a compromise position, by reaffirming the privacy right and at the same time declaring that brain activity
constitutes life, I first started questioning this pesition as a result of comments from two of my readers
about menstrual cycles which caused me to realize such a settlement wouldn't leave quite as convenient a politi-
cal situation as I had hoped for. Then it occurred to me that I was questioning my position on a legal issue
because of a political nicety -~ just the sort of thing I'm so quick to criticise others for doing -- and I
realized that the reason I liked this judicial "solution” in the first place was because it was palitically
workable, not because it was legally correct.

Reconsidering, I have to wonder if allowing the Court to declare what constitutes life is any more justifi-
able than allowing it to declare what constitutes liberty. Worse than that is the problem of deciding how far
the privacy right extends. I knew that the right was one not specified in the Constitution, but justified by
the activist Court with the reasoning that the Minth and Pourteenth Amendments indicate that Court should pro-
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tect all fundamental individual rights whether specified in the Constitutiom or not (the same reasom that the
activist pro-business Court used in 1905 to justify their right of comtract, by the way), but I figured that
somewhere there would be a reasonably specific definitiom of this right which Justice Douglas calls “a right ...
older than the Bill of Rights.” However, in my {admittedly limited) research 1 have found this not to he the
case,

Some critics of the recent Webster decisiom have talked about the “tearing down™ of legal precedent, as if
the privacy right of Griswold and Roe were some great edifice at which the Rehnquist crew had directed its
wrecking ball, My opinion mow is that, on the contrary, the makeshift privacy right is of such flimsy construc-
tion that it starts to fall apart if one simply looks at it too carefully. Suppose we grant that there is a
constitutionally protected right to privacy. Roe demonstrates that it prevemts states from prohibiting abor-
tion. What else does it prevent? To demonstrate that privacy does indeed extend to the issues at hand (contra-
ception and abortion respectively) the Griswold and Roe opinions each take a quick tour of the history of the
privacy right, citing the various ways it has been applied. They mention that it covers privacy within the
home, within marriage, and in raising one's children. Suppose some man beats his wife, and wben the state
arrests him for it he argues that his privacy of marriage has been violated. Or, somewhat more reasonably,
suppese a couple believes that the way to strengthen a child's soul is through hardship, and consequently this
couple subjects its children to a spartan regimen of nothing but their barest physical and psychological needs.
When the well-meaning state seeks to protect the children from what it deems to be abuse, the couple argues that
its privacy rights are violated, And although the Court never relied on the claim, many pro-cheice advocates
insist that the right to privacy means having the unrestricted control of one's own body. Would these activists
arque that individuals have a constitutional right to take any drug, wedicinal or recreaticnal, they choose?

Yet that is the logical extension of a body-based privacy right. If one grants that a privacy right exists, how
does one answers privacy claims such as these? This is the sort of thing I'd like to see addressed by defenders
of Roe.

One more thing. Some Webster critics have complained that the decision is unfair because it will have the
result that it will be more difficult for poor people to obtain an abortion tham it will be for rich pecple. -
Yeah, no kidding. Obtaining orthodontia iz more difficult for poor people, too, Obtaining a car is mare diffi-
cult for poor people. Obtaining nice clothes is more difficult for poor people. In fact, just about any
material good is harder to obtain for a poor person than it is for a rich person. That's not just a fact of
life, that's inherent in the definition of "poor." If poor people didn't have any trouble obtaining goods and
services, we wouldn't have any reason to call them poor.

So go ahead and urge the Court to try to compensate for this inequity, but let's stop pretending that the
Court created it.

CULTURE

In Jate summer a young man's fancy lightly turns to thoughts of....

This is the first time in a few years that 1've been ready for the football seasom to start. The last
couple of times my attentions were elsewhere and I didn't start paying attemtion until a menth or two inte the
season. This must be be-nice-to-Jim-Bob week at Benzene. Not only did I give him three pages of Dip game sum-
maries, now he's going to get another page and a half of football predictions:

Rame 11-5, New Orleans 9-7, Sam Prancisco 9-7, Atlanta 7-9; Minnesota 11-5, Chicago 10-6, Tampa Bay 7-9,
Green Bay 4-12, Detroit 3-13; Philadelphia 11-5, Washington 8-8, Phoenix 7-9, Giants 7-9, Dallas 4-12; Buffalo
12-4, Indisznapolis 11-5, Mew Emgland ©-7, Jebs 7-9, Miami 5-il; Houstom 10-6, Cinmeinmati 10-6, Cleveland 8-8,
Pittsburgh 5-11; Seattle 9-7, Denver 9-7, Raiders 8-8, Kansas City 8-8, San Diego 5-1l.

You may recall that last December (BZ}46, p.7) I boldly predicted that the Atlanta Palcons would not have
the worst record in the NPC West this year. My predictions above abandan that claim, but the consideratiams
that went into it are still there {except for the long-shot possibility that expamsion would come early and
there'd be a fifth team in the division, but that was a minor consideration). I had high expectations of the
Saints last year, but I consider most of their success to have been due to psychological advantages, Such
advantages are real, but they aren't as likely to last from season to season as things like talent and team
organization, which I think the Saints don't have quite as much of. Accordingly, I've knocked them back a bit.
1 don't pretend to know why Super Bowl champs always do poorly in the following year, but they do, and the 49ers
are definitely not the team to break the tremd. I felt that last year they snuck out a few wins on some lucky
breaks or from clumsy errors by the opponents, so their regular season standings look better tham their play
warrants. This year they won't be so lucky, and adjusting to their new coach will slow them up a bit (though
the transition is pretty smooth), leading them to do a post-Super Bowl dive much like Washington's last year.
For the last few years, the Falcons haven't been as bad as the other doormat teams. Now they're finally getting
it together after a long and slow recovery. Next year they'll be a contender, this year they're at least
respectable. The Rems are dull but solid. Their offensive line is so good that even a mediocre running back
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will perform well with it. The staff has cleverly put this phenomencn to use by playing running backs of vary-
‘ing degress of talent, making them lock better than they really are, and trading them advantageously to other
teams. As a rasult of the trades, now the Rams' defense and passing offense are good too.

In the NFC Central the interesting team is Tampa Bay. It takes a long time for a really lousy team to
rebuild, but the Bucs have been doing it and this year it'l]l begin to show. If you want to bet against the
spread, Tampa Bay is a good team to pick. The others in the divisian stay about the same. For Chicago that
means good, and for Mimnesota it means even better. For Green Bay and Detroit it means dismal (again).

I'm thrilled to discover that the Cardinals will continue to have one of my favorite quarterbacks in the
league. At his peak, Neil Lomax was the best in the league, I thought. Unfortumately, he never had a good
enough offense to showcase his talent, But he's on the far side of his career now, and his health -- never the
best -- is worsening. I expect the coach to alternate him and Gary Hogeboom as starter with the clear intention
of preparing Hogeboom as the new leader. Philadelphia performed very well last year and I see no reasom why
their success won't continue, Washington is a team that is so well organized that even when it's bad it amly
falls so far. A 7-9 season would be pretty good for a team like Green Bay, but for the Redskins it's a slump,
and they're still in it. Unlike the Redskins, the @ients are capable of going all the way down, and they're on
their way. They've been gradually deteriorating since their Super Bowl win, and they'll slip a few more notches
this year. The Cowboys have hit bottom and now they'll start to recover. It'll be gradual, but not as slow as
it is for some teams. In a few years Dallas wiil be back in contention with a new team bearing little resem-
blance to the teams of the Landry era.

indianapolis began last year at 1-5 and proceeded to win eight out of the last 10 games. This indicates to
me that in spite of missing the playoffs last season, the Colts can be ezpected to do well. Unfortunately for
them, they are in the same conference as Buffalo, considered by many to be the best team in the AFC. 1 expect
both teams to go to the playoffs this year, but unlike many of the professional predicters, I dem't think the
Bills are going to the Super Bowl. I think they still lack the maturity required to do weil in post-season
play. The other teams in this conference are hard for me to figure out. Both the Patriots and the Jets arem't
very good but aren‘t really bad either, and they aren't clearly headed in ome direction or the other. ¥y not-
very-educated guess is that the Jets will start the season well and then slump, while the Patriots will do just
the opposite. I'm also not sure if Miami will reverse it's decline or if Shula will follow Landry's lead and
vatch his team go into its first really bad slump in decades. I'm inclined to expect the latter.

Cincinnati isn't quite as good as its record indicates. No one took them seriously last year because the
year before they had finished 4-11. Sam Wyche got much of his success from some clever offensive tricks, but
the rest of the league has caught on. Now that the Bengals have gone to the Super Bewl he'll have a harder time
being so clever. The Oilers aren't quite great but they're pretty good and I think they'll stay that way for a
few years yet. Twice now they've just barely missed winning their division. This year I think they'll make it.
I expect to see them in the Super Bowl by '92 -- but not this year, I've been a Cleveland fan for many years
now and I keep thinking they should make the Super Bowl but they never quite do. Now it's too late. Serry, but
Art Modell blew it by not letting Marty Schottenheimer run the show his own way. Now Marty has defected to the
Chiefs and taken half the coaching staff and even a few players with him, and Art is left with what -- Bernie
Fosar and a few defensive backs? Big deal. Cleveland had the best defensive secondary in the league, but the
reason Minnifield and Dixzon kept going to tbe Pro Bowl was because of Schottenheimer's defsnsive gemius. There
are other good defensive backs in the league -- Kansas City's Deran Cherry comes quickiy to mind, Pittsburgh
will be back eventually, but mot quite yet.

Generally teams follow an up-and-down cycle. Scmetimes a special talent will prolong a team's stay at its
zenith and sometimes a special flaw will prolong a team's stay at its nadir, but usually a team can be classi-
fied as good, bad, getting better, or getting worse. For a few years now Seattle hasn't fallen into any such
category. The Seahawks never lived up to the promise that had journaiists predicting their Super Bowl victory a
few years ago, but they haven't really deteriorated either. (Quarterback Dave Krieg still has a lot of poten-
tial, in his goofy and erratic way. Considering the problems in the other teams, it wouldn't be asking too much
for Seattle to win the division again. Some are predicting greatness for the Raiders this year, but I dan't buy
it at all. I was unimpressed by their play last year. Their new coach may have settled in by now, but other
than that I don't see what has changed for the better, The Raiders are a disorganized team, and the potential
fuss over whether they'll be moving to a new stadium will only exacerbate the problem. Denver managed to stay
among the top teams for a long time, but I they can't prelong it any lomger. Last year's bad finish was no
fluke, they're past their peak. Tear after year of being mear the end in the draft is finally catching up with
them. Dan Reeves and John Elway are still good, but the Broncos are wearing thin everywhere else. They'll miss
the playoffs again this year. San Diego is still rebuilding and they'll be the one left behind in the four-way
race for the division this year. Xansas City is the team I'm really excited about this year. I'm a big
Schottenheimer fan, so I'm convinced that any team would do well to get him as coach, but no team suits him
better than Kansas City. Por a few years now I've thought that the Chiefs had some good talent which could go
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_somewhere if only they had a good coach to orgamise it, Purthermore, the Chiefs’ biggest flaw is their lousy
defense, but that's just what Schotteaheimer is best at fixing, And there's no lack of defemsive taleat, with
pro-Bowlers Deron Cherry and Albert Lewis in the secondary and their new first-round draft choice linebacker
Derrick Thomas, The only thing missing now is a mew quarterback. I'm not sure who it will be, but it's very
promising that the Chiefs have veteran Steve DeBerg, famous for having trained Joe Montana and Johm Elway.
I1t*1] be a few years before the Chiefs become great. Por now, they at least have a chance in this muddled
division.

In the playoffs, all of the NFC and none of the APC division champs look Super Bow! bound to me, 1I'll
guess that Buffalo loses its playoff game in an upset (to Seattle, in my scenario), and wild card Indianapolis
squeaks past Houston to go to the big game. Once again the NFC championship will be the toughest game, 1'll
guess that Minnesota wins it, and goes on to win the Super Bowl, As for next year's Super Bowl (the one in
January 1991, that is), the APC finally breaks its losing streak and wins one. Most likely candidate to do the
honors: Buffale.

FILLER

I had planned to end the issue there, but since I have to pay Kinke's for this entire page I may as well
£ill it with something. Let's see what I have om file...,

A few months a ago, when a family died in a little plane crash near L.A., the local newspaper has a
story about it with the kicker, "It was an ideal family, so full of love.” MNaybe it was, and maybe it wasp't,
but how could the newspaper report it amy other way? A reporter goes out asking the victims' friends amd
acquaintances what they were like. What do you ezpect them to say? That they were a bumch of jerks and it's ne
great loss that they died? Of course mot. So disaster victims are portrayed much more nicely than are others
we read about, giving the impression that bad things happen disproportiomately to good people -- that fate
doesn't merely leave virtue unrewarded, but actually punishes it. I wonder how mmch this adds to the anomic
feeling that being good isn't worth the trouble.

There's a platitude which says, "Common sense isn't common.” True
enough, but not the paradox it appears to be. 1 haven't researched this,
but I think you'll find that the other meaning of “common" is used to modify
“zenae™ here. Church property belongs to the church, private property
belengs to an individual, and common property belongs to everybody; business
sense helps you in business, street sense helps you on the street, and
common sense helps you everywhere,

In case anyone cares, these are the tokens I use when I set up the board in the momopoly games: Berch,
thimble; Mykey, dog; Chris, hat; Ed Wheebel, wrobelbarrow; Melinda, shoe; Bradley, car; Mark L, iron; Pete G,
cowboy.

Middle Names Dept.: James Claude Wright Jr., Thomas Stephen Poley, Newton LeRoy Gingrich, William Hubbs
Rehnquist, Iech Ming Pei, Max Marlin Pitzwater, Thomas Boone Pickens, John Henry Sununu.
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[ T Your sub is up.
[' 1 Your sub is almsst up.
You don't have a sub,
[ 71 Your trade might be cut soon. [ ] Your trade is safe.






