i UNION LEADER, MANCHESTER, N.H, — rrigay peanuary w1 T e

W LIAM LOEB, President and Pubiisher, 194&-15%8)
MACKEY 5, LOEE, President ond Publisher

é@@w @Mm@ Vietnam

e Tom ristie, le.x‘.[.\'.ng m
Convord Wen esday before the
House Execu! Departments and
Adgministration Comnutles inosup-
port of & slate nnliday to honor Dr,
l.uther g Jr., crystailized
tnis debte s actually all
about”
[1is import. 11 Lo note the context
“hristie’s +* tement. which was

fion
L. KING

loudly applaug it hy supporters of
state [Represcroslive Linda Long's
BT CHT LH9) ns omibled in lepresen-
tatives Hall

In contex:
“right' in beiny
War”

.aLs‘ what o

s said that King was
inst the Vietnam

# Lhat mean?
icized Ring for
Lothe Vietim

Is & 1

[zl Lhal the

WWAT Wids unpopu-
imberef Americans.
w1 thnse whn fell, as
i newspaper, that
e send America's
vouth 1o fight a war ofattrition under
rules that allowed them to die but net
Lo win, 1o those wnose all-out support
lor the enemy wonld have constituled
iegal grounds for the charge of
treason had this been an officially
declared war

The reason why King's radical
speeches and acviaons allying-the civil
righis movemen: wilh thecause of the
Viel Congwere « controversial al the
ume, and so v adly condemned by
prominentwhit+ and blacks, liberals
andd conservativies (sce editorial he-
low), 15 not beeo ae e was "against
the Vieinam W:.

Itis because ¢ notonly portrayed
America as “the reatest purveyor of
violence in 1tk world" but also
vilifed Americe:s - sent to fight that
war

wal
conduct of ..
larwith alarge!
They ranged 17
did the editors ..

11 was immora!

Wlhiat are we Lo believe?

That Christie amnd 1hose whe
applauded him are unaware of Lha
fact, even Lhough it was clearly set
forth. and thoroughly documented. in
Woednesday's Lestimony by slate Rep-
resentative and Manchester School
Board member Jacquelyn Domain-
gue?

Or are we 1o helieve that,
unknown to Christie. those who
applauded him o agreed  then. anl
onow. with ling s viciously ise
cliarpeterizations of those brave men

~ett Do fight o noewin war Tadway
wd the  workd  while  bredason
nisqueraded as Cdissent” at home?

Is that what sume proponents of
the King holiday, determined 1o
ye-light the Vietnam War, are sceking
to accomplish?

I'a have New Hampshire, the
l.ive Free Or Die state, inferentially
legiimize King's role in public burn-
ings of the American fag and his
contemplible wartime charge (hat
American Gls in Vietnam were killers
af mostly children,” sadisis who
degraded young people as they begged
Tur Towd, rapists who turned young
girls' mothers into prostitutes?

To have New Hampshire blindly
ratify Wing's portrayal of those Gls as
e moral equivalent of the Nazis who

rested out our lutest weap-
wis ... just as the Germauans wested
nut new medicine and new tortares in
ertfineentration camps of Furope'?

It is an appalling display ol
intellectual dishonesty when not even
v Wing holiday  proponent e
dressed these historical facts,

Not one conlirmed them.

Not one denied them.

Not one was forthright enough Lo
siiv whether he or she agrees or
disagrees with King's characleriza-
tion of America and her fighling
mie,

pr Dpenon. c‘ }].1.’. 1(19 .nwy"
imack, that

ishon r*:\}rourcuuﬁlr?'.

3 ‘Sorry, Chrislie, Rlchards-Stower
¢t al, bul we — and we're sure.-mosl
yvelerans of Vietnam and olher wars
—Lnow that Martin Luther King was
wreng, and that, in refusing to honor
ling, New Hampshire honors the
truth.

—Jim Finnegan

Nancy worked hard to enact
Dr. Martin Luther King Day
in New Hampshire --

——-and the Union Leader
didn't like it a bit, as noted
in this February 10, 1989
editorial.




