
stateinents on..
devised ftom,,as

his slsiaun gcritique of rNoam,
Chofltkyps tesét work, Neressaty
Iuions.

The wo#kis lah anayisof media,
so Mr. Staples should flot have
beei•îoo surprised to find a healthy
number of quotatiorîs within- he
was. The rebuke handed Mr.~
Chomnsky forquoting-himrseif seems
a little nmisguided as well., entral
Amenica is a toplc Chomsky has
written on etensively and knows
well. Should a scholar be chastised
foîr referring to wbat he or she bas
sad beforé?

But the greatèst fading of'this
review is tis coftpet fisréýPrésený-
tation of thelinment of the woek. The
lunacy of the following statement.
made by Staples, Is net apparett
unesyou have read the book : he
never adequately attempts to show
active coertion of the pres. by thé
powerful.!' Neoessary Illusion$
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The rnuddied confusion, which
the revi ewer of Noam Chomsky's
Necessary' Illusions suffers under
due to "Chômsky's style», may be
cleared up quite easily. tJnlke thie
media, whkh are nver required to
nanie their sources {eg. *govêrn-
ment sources irulicate", 'one cWb
server noted">. artkicls or books
which go against or beyond the
~general or accepted view of thé
world must back everytbfng tbqy
write wtib evidence, iycludh*g
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