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The idea holding to-
gether the conserva-
tive movement since 

the 1960s was called “fusion-
ism.” The concept, which al-
ways worked better as an 
organizing principle than a 
philosophical one, was that 
freedom and virtue were in-
extricably linked. Virtue not 
freely chosen wasn’t virtu-
ous. Or as Frank Meyer, the 
foremost architect of fusion-
ism, put it: “Truth withers 
when freedom dies, how-
ever righteous the authority 
that kills it; and free individ-
ualism uninformed by moral 
value rots at its core and 
soon brings about condi-
tions that pave the way for 
surrender to tyranny.”

This idea may have 
passed its sell-by date.

The intellectual right (like 
the intellectual left) has al-
ways had more internal fault 
lines than outside observers 
realized. These cracks were 
mostly paved over by oppo-
sition to communism 
throughout the Cold War, but 
they started to re-emerge 
once the Berlin Wall fell. Pat 

Buchanan’s 1992 call to re-
vive the “Old Right” vision of 
economic protectionism and 
socially conservative statism 
was more of a harbinger of 
the un-fusing of fusionism 
than was widely appreciated 
at the time.

Today, conservative 
forces concerned with free-
dom and virtue are pulling 
apart. The catalyst is a 
sprawling coalition of 
self-described nationalists, 
Catholic integralists, protec-
tionists, economic planners 
and others who are increas-
ingly rallying around some-
thing called “post-liberal” 
conservativism. By “liberal,” 
they don’t mean contempo-
rary progressivism as repre-
sented by the Democratic 
Party. No, they mean classi-
cal liberalism, the Enlighten-
ment worldview held by the 
Founding Fathers.

What the post-liberals 
want is hard to summarize 
beyond generalities. They 
seek a federal government 
that cares more about pur-
suing the “highest good” 
than protecting the “libertar-

ian” (their word) system of 
individual rights and free 
markets.

On the other side are 
more familiar conservatives 
who, like George Will in his 
brilliant new book, “The 
Conservative Sensibility,” 
still rally to the banner of 
classical liberalism and its 
philosophy of natural rights 
and equality under the law.

“American conservatism 
has a clear mission: It is to 
conserve, by articulating and 
demonstrating the continu-
ing pertinence of, the Found-
ers’ thinking,” Will writes.

THE MATCH that lighted 
the current conflagration 
was a tweet and then an es-
say by Sohrab Ahmari, the 
Iranian-born op-ed editor of 
the New York Post, who is a 
passionate convert to Ca-
tholicism. Outraged by an ad 

for a “Drag Queen Story 
Hour” at a Sacramento-area 
library, Ahmari lashed out 
not at the event organizers, 
but at conservative writer 
David French for somehow 
representing conservatism’s 
failures to prevent such 
moral slippage in our culture.

French, for those who 
don’t know him, is a devout 
Christian conservative who, 
prior to becoming a full-time 
writer for National Review, 
spent most of his career as a 
prominent litigator fighting 
for religious liberty and free 
speech on college campuses.

French’s allies — includ-
ing me — saw Ahmari’s at-
tack in the pages of the 
journal First Things as a 
kind of character assassina-
tion. His description of 
French as a conservative 
quisling more eager to get 
along with the left than to 
fight it bore little resem-
blance to the man. French is 
an almost inexplicable bo-
geyman for the post-liberals 
save for the fact that he ob-
jects to the win-at-all-costs 
crudity of President Donald 
Trump. Post-liberals like Ah-
mari see Trump’s pugna-
ciousness as a key to victory 
in the culture wars.

L’affaire French is now in 

its third week. But this intel-
lectual mud fight really isn’t 
about either man. It’s about 
what conservatism will 
mean after Trump is gone 
from the scene.

THE POST-LIBERALS think 
that Enlightenment-based 
liberalism is the disease af-
flicting society because it 
has no answer for how peo-
ple should live. They have a 
point: It is not a religion or 
moral philosophy. But it 
wasn’t meant to be. Instead, 
as National Review’s Charles 
Cooke rightly put it, classi-
cal liberalism was a system 
designed to keep people of 
different religions from kill-
ing each other.

This framing, however, 
obscures the path to recon-
ciliation not just among the 
battling conservatives but in 
America generally.

The liberalism of the 
Founders focused on free-
dom for individuals — but 
also encompassed institu-
tions and communities. In 
the early days of the repub-
lic, for instance, some states 
had established churches 
and others didn’t. What the 
Founders opposed was a 
one-size-fits-all approach 
from the top.

As far as I can tell, the so-
called post-liberals now 
want Washington to dictate 
how we should all pursue 
happiness, just so long as 
it’s from the right. In a coun-
try of nearly 330 million peo-
ple, however, it is impossible 
to define the “highest good” 
for everybody.

Where the post-liberals 
have a point is that humans 
are happiest in communi-
ties, families and institutions 
of faith. The solution to the 
culture wars is to allow 
more freedom for these “lit-
tle platoons” of civil society 
from which people draw a 
sense of meaning and be-
longing. If Sacramento wants 
Drag Queen Story Hour, so 
be it. If some other commu-
nity holds a socially conser-
vative version of the same, 
that’s fine too.

What America needs is 
less talk of national unity — 
from the left or the right — 
and more freedom to let 
people live the way they 
want to live, not just as indi-
viduals, but as members of 
local communities. We don’t 
need to move past liberal-
ism, we need to return to it.
———
Jonah Goldberg writes for  
Tribune Content Agency.
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Liberalism of the Founders 
points the right way forward

By Wendell Hosea

On June 11, we celebrated the 
birth of our alii, King Kamehameha. 
Before that, June 8 was another 
special day to recognize King 
Kamehameha and Hawaii’s host 
kanaka maoli natives at the annual 
King Kamehameha Day Parade.

I was in Waikiki from 10 a.m. Sat-
urday to observe the annual pa-
rade, with a start time of 9 a.m. 
from downtown Honolulu to its 
end at Kapiolani Park. The parade 
did not arrive at Kalakaua and Pa-
okalani avenues until 11:14 a.m. It 
was a long interlude. I found the 
parade commendable, with so 
many participants and volunteers 
who woke up early showing perse-
verance and dedication.

Why, though, did it take the mo-
torized units over two hours to 
pass through Waikiki on Kalakaua 
Avenue?

But here’s a more important 
question: Should we dismantle the 
parade and honor our beloved 
king in another way?

Is it time to honor our 
king with another 
venue? The 10- to 
22-minute gaps between 
parade units were an 
embarrassment. I was a 
parade float chairman 
for numerous years in 
the 1970s. My sister was 
the King Kamehameha 
Day Commission chair-
person.

It was a disservice to 
the hours of pre-plan-
ning, hours of float preparation 
and actual parade inclusion. If you 
disagree, step back and see it from 
a viewer’s vantage point.

In contrast, the following eve-
ning’s parade with the Pan-Pacific 
Festival parade was tightly con-
trolled and minimized delay — 
now that’s a parade crowd-pleaser.

In the past, the Kamehameha 
Day Parade was a small-town cele-
bration. Waikiki is no longer a small-
town venue to tie up traffic, place 
police manpower away from its 
main mission, disturb the ingress 

and egress of beachgo-
ers and visitors. Either 
speed up the time pe-
riod it takes to go the 
length from King and 
Richards streets to Kap-
ahulu and Kalakaua ave-
nues, or find other 
worthy ways to honor 
our first king like our 
neighbor island breth-
ren have done.

Confine the Kame-
hameha Day celebra-

tion to his statue area — or, raise 
scholarship funds for Leeward, 
Windward and Honolulu col-
lege-bound and vocational-learn-
ing Hawaiians, which may be a 
more meaningful way to perpetu-
ate King Kamehameha’s legacy.

Our June 8 parade may be good 
for those Saturday participants, 
but perhaps it’s outlived its pur-
pose if we really seek to honor 
King Kamehameha into the future.

I am of 67% Hawaiian ancestry 
and want the best that will not em-
barrass the intent and mission to 

ensure that the host Native Hawai-
ians revere our world-renowned 
alii. Let us join and examine if we 
should pursue more venerable 
and equitable solutions.

Should we do an a shortened 
Kamehameha Day Parade in 
Waikiki from Saratoga Street to the 

Honolulu Zoo for tourist and local 
citizens? And should we honor our 
King Kamehameha with a celebra-
tion in the vicinity of the alii statue 
and adjacent Iolani Palace with an 
early-morning event on June 11 as 
a true Hawaiian celebration?

Imua Native Hawaiians.

By Clifton Otto, M.D. 

Most folks probably don’t real-
ize that 19 years ago Friday, on 
June 14, the state of Hawaii ac-
cepted the medical use of canna-
bis. Unfortunately, our local media 
cannot use the phrase “accepted 
the medical use of cannabis” be-
cause it’s not in the Associated 
Press’ Stylebook. And our state 
government cannot talk about the 
state-accepted medical use of can-
nabis in Hawaii because of a subtle 
brainwashing that has left just 
about everyone believing that 
nothing can be done until there is 
a change in federal law.

However, it is important that the 
truth be told about the medical 
use of cannabis, because of the di-
rect impact that such medical use 
has upon federal law and the state 
and federal regulation of cannabis 
in Hawaii.

On June 14, 2000, 
Gov. Ben Cayetano 
signed Senate Bill 862 
(Act 228) into law, 
which amended Ha-
waii’s Uniform Con-
trolled Substances Act 
(UCSA) by adding Sec-
tion IX: “Medical Use of 
Marijuana.” As a result, 
Hawaii became the first 
state in the country to 
create a state-regulated 
medical use of cannabis 
program via the legisla-
tive process that al-
lowed for the personal 
production of cannabis for medi-
cal use under the supervision of a 
physician.

THE SIGNIFICANCE of this day 
cannot be overstated. Here is a per-
fect example of a state exercising 
its constitutionally protected au-

thority under federalism 
to accept the medical 
use of a Schedule I con-
trolled substance. 

This is significant be-
cause the federal Con-
trolled Substances Act 
(CSA) says that a sub-
stance cannot be in fed-
eral Schedule I if it has 
accepted medical use, 
which means that the 
federal regulation that 
has marijuana listed as 
a Schedule I controlled 
substance does not ap-
ply to the medical use 

of cannabis in Hawaii.
And yet, for the past 19 years, 

tens of thousands of patients in 
Hawaii have been forced to suffer 
under the false assumption that 
they are violating federal law be-
cause our state won’t go back to 
the U.S. Department of Justice and 

tell it that the medical use of can-
nabis in Hawaii is “currently ac-
cepted medical use in treatment in 
the United States.”

It makes no sense to think that 
Congress should fix a problem that 
our own state helped to create. 

It is up to the state to stand up 
for the medical use of cannabis in 
Hawaii, and it is up to the people 
of Hawaii to make sure that our 
state government listens when we 
say that we have had enough of 
living under the misconception 
that our patients and our dispen-
saries are violating federal law.

THE SOLUTION is simple: Rec-
ognize that the federal regulation 
that has marijuana listed as a 
Schedule I controlled substance 
does not apply to the medical use 
of cannabis in Hawaii, just as it 
was recognized decades ago that 
the religious use of peyote by the 

Native American Church is exempt 
from federal Schedule I.

But time is running out. 
If we wait for Congress to put an-

other Band-Aid on the current con-
flict with the federal regulation of 
cannabis, or think that recre-
ational legalization will somehow 
solve all of our problems, then we 
will miss the opportunity to pro-
tect the intra-state production of 
cannabis for medical use, and lose 
the chance to incorporate such 
medical use into a locally sustain-
able health care system that could 
benefit the entire state.

It’s time to honor the original in-
tent of our Medical Use of Canna-
bis Act, which was to promote 
Hawaii as being an international 
center for medical cannabis treat-
ment and research. 

Please join us in recognizing the 
medical use of cannabis in Hawaii. 
Happy Medical Cannabis Day!

A parade isn’t necessary to honor Kamehameha’s legacy

State’s medical cannabis users are not violating federal law

JONAH

GOLDBERG

ISLAND VOICES

Wendell Hosea is a 
small-business 
owner and commu-
nity volunteer.

ISLAND VOICES

Clifton Otto, M.D.,  
is a retina specialist 
and a certifying 
physician for 
Hawaii’s Medical 
Use of Marijuana 
Program.
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Pa‘u princess Julie Vares Smith, representing the island of Maui, 
rode a palomino named Chex at the 103rd Annual King Kame-
hameha Celebration Floral Parade held on Saturday in Waikiki.


