
mate successfully among themselves.
These are well-known signs of an un-
relatedness that is so vast as to be
verging on separation into different
species .

Indeed, according to Dr. Baker, in
the prehistoric past different races
and sub-races probably avoided cross-
breeding and behaved as if they were
different species . He points out that
in nature, animals that are no more
different from each other than north-
ern Europeans and southern
Europeans never breed with each
other. It is only in domestication that
a horse, for example, can be made to
mate with a donkey. Man is, of course,

The New Right in Europe
has struck the opening
blows.

reviewed by Thomas Jackson

In America today, those
who see the fundamental
problems the nation faces
live almost in an intellec-
tual vacuum. This is be-
cause the United States
does not even recognize its
most dangerous enemies :
racial and cultural dispos-
session, growing hatred of
our European heritage,
and the fatal loss of nerve
that has permitted this to
happen.

When public discourse
touches on these subjects
at all, it is to celebrate them
as signs of a new, better
America. Thus, for those
who see the road to the new America
as the road to oblivion, it is easy to
think that they are alone, and that their
country faces a unique horror that no
one else ever imagined or thought
about .

Of course, this is not true . Against
Democracy and Equality by Tomislav
Sunic not only traces the distinguished
history of "revolutionary conser-
vatism" but introduces a contem-
porary school of European writers

American Renaissance

the most domesticated of animals . As
the French anthropologist Paul Broca
remarked, "Man, especially civilized
man, is of all the animals the least
exclusive in his amours."

Separate development is, to use
Charles Darwin's phrase, the origin of
species. Apes and humans once had a
common ancestor but are now distinct
species. Likewise, racial differences
are nature's first steps towards the
creation of new species. Left to them-
selves for long enough, the different
races of man would have become so
different that they could no longer
produce fertile young . This might well
have happened if the domesticating

The Struggle to Save the West
Tomislav Sunic,Against Democracy and Equality, Peter Lang, 1990,196 pp ., $39.95

who are struggling to find answers to
the questions that, in America, are not
yet being asked . As Professor Paul
Gottfried writes in the preface to this
little volume, Dr . Sunic has given us
the first book-length introduction in

English to the European
New Right.

The very title suggests
how boldly the New Right is
prepared to defy the most
cherished liberal assump-
tions. If this group of
thinkers can be said to have
one central tenet, it is that
the essential nature of man
lies not in equality but in in-
equality . Individuals, races,
cultures, and nations are dif-
ferent and unequal ; any at-
tempt to treat them as
equals is a form of tyranny.

Thus, the thinkers of the
New Right are adamantly
opposed to anything that

imposes a universalistic equality . For
them, Communism has been the most

The essential nature of
man lies not in equality

but in inequality.
ruthless form of egalitarian
totalitarianism but, in one of their
most provocative insights, they see
modern Western liberalism as a form
of "soft" totalitarianism that is achiev-
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effects of civilization had come later,
or if discovery and travel had not
brought isolated peoples into contact
with each other .

One of the great ironies of today's
quest for "diversity," -the forcible
mixing of peoples as unlike each other
as possible- is that it is a destroyer of
diversity. It is only through separation
that nature can produce that culmina-
tion of true diversity : a new species .

This is the second of a series of ar-
ticles on racial differences. The con-
cluding article will discuss why it is im-
portant that these differences be ac-
knowledged.

ing its goals without the violence of
concentration camps and secret
police. In its ultimate form-which
we can see developing in the United
States-there is no need for violent
repression because each man be-
comes his own censor and his own jail
keeper .

The most prominent leaders of the
European New Right are Frenchmen .
Alain de Benoist is the best known
figure, along with such men as Guil-
laume Faye, and Julien Freund. They
have been prominent since the 1970s,
and have played a central role in dis-
lodging Marxism as the unack-
nowledged religion of European intel-
lectuals. In America, where their
ideas are even more of an anathema
than in Europe, they are studiously
ignored .

Antecedents

As Dr. Sunic explains, the New
Right finds inspiration in thinkers who
were influential before the Second
World War, but who have since been
repudiated because the Nazis en-
dorsed some of their views . As part of
his introduction to the New Right, Dr .
Sunic briefly outlines the thinking of
Carl Schmitt (1888-1982), Oswald
Spengler (1880-1936), and Vilfredo
Pareto (1848-1923) . These men clear-
ly saw the rush towards universal
brotherhood and saw that the conse-
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quences would be that Europe would
voluntarily give up its prominence and
even its distinctiveness.

According to Pareto, for example,
it is folly for those who rule to
renounce power in the name of univer-
sal brotherhood. As Dr. Sunic
paraphrases his views, "The
downtrodden and the weak will always

appeal to the sense of justice of those
who rule, but the moment they grab
the reins of power they will become as
oppressive as their former rulers .
Moreover, if by chance some nation
happens to display signs of excessive
humanity, philanthropy, or equality, it
is a certain symptom of its terminal
illness." In Pareto's own words,
"Whoever becomes a lamb will find a
wolf to eat him ."

For liberals, this does not matter.
Let Europe be eaten by North Africa
or the United States by Mexico . Since
all peoples and cultures are equally
valid, nothing will have been lost and
resistance would be immoral .

Equality

One of the New Right's goals has
been to understand the origins of the
militant, universalist egalitarianism
that underlies liberalism . Though its
point of view offends many traditional
conservatives, the New Right finds the
source in Christianity. Unlike
polytheistic religions, monotheism
emphasized the equality of all men
before God. By the 16th and 17th cen-
turies, this equality was broadened to
include the temporal concepts of legal
and political equality.

Thomas Jefferson is a villain to the
New Right because of his assertion
that all men are created equal .
Though Jefferson did not mean these
words literally, the New Right sees
Karl Marx and his insistence on
economic equality as a direct heir to
Jefferson .

As Dr. Sunic explains, it is because
of their veneration of equality that
liberals are unable to withstand the
arguments of socialists and Com-
munists. Liberals cannot reconcile
themselves to the fact that even though
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men may be politically equal, free
competition will always result in ine-
quality. Liberals can therefore raise
no principled objection to the forced
economic equality of Communism .

The New Right therefore sees both
Communism and Nazism as reactions
to the half-way equality of liberalism .
Communists think it has not gone far
enough, whereas National Socialists
think it has gone too far .

The New Right rejects equality and
takes for granted the genetic basis of
inequality. So far, according to Dr .
Sunic, the New Right has not made
formal political proposals but it would
agree with the great British geneticist
J.B.S. Haldane that "Any satisfactory
political and economic system must be
based on the recognition of human
inequality."

Universalism

The other trait common to Chris-
tianity, liberalism, and Communism is
their insistence on their own universal
validity. In the Gospels of both Mat-
thew and Mark, Jesus makes the stag-

"Whoever becomes a
lamb will find a wolf to

eat him."
gering claim that anyone not for him is
against him. Communism's goal of
world-wide revolution was always ex-
plicit, but liberalism's projects for
uplift are just as universalist . Muslims
must be made into feminists ; Japanese
must become anti-racists; Africans
must be taught democracy-, Chinese
must eat hamburgers .

Despite its constant preachments
about "tolerance," liberalism is there-
fore as harshly intolerant as any
religious inquisition and would gladly
remake the entire world in the image
of a leftist American university .

Alain de Benoist has a completely
different view of society : "A people is
not a transitory sum of individuals . It
is not a chance aggregate . It is a
reunion of inheritors of a specific frac-
tion of human history, who, on the
basis of the sense of common ad-
herence, develop the will to pursue
their own history and give themselves
a common destiny."
As Dr. Sunic paraphrases him:

"Real `organic' democracy can only
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exist in a society in which people have
developed a firm sense of historical
and spiritual commitment to their
community. In such an organic polity
. . . the law must not derive from some
abstract preconceived principles, but
rather from the genius of the people
and its unique historical character . In
such a democracy, the sense of com-
munity . invariably preside over
individualistic and economic self-in-
terests."

Economism and Individualism

This leads to the two other great
flaws of liberalism : its emphasis on
economics and its tendency to strip
away a man's traditional, organic ties,
and leave him a solitary individual .
Once all people are seen as equal and
equivalent, parochial loyalties are
pure prejudice.

Common markets, currency unions,
and supra-national organizations like
the European Parliament are
symptoms of both the attack on par-
ticularism and the victory of pure
economics. If local loyalties no longer
matter, only economic efficiency is
left. The Deutsche Mark, the Pound
Sterling, and the traditions and
sovereignties they represent can all be
brushed aside if a single European
currency would be more efficient .

The primacy of economics also ex-
plains the relentless ugliness of
modern life -stores like warehouses,
office buildings like boxes, middle
class people who dress like tramps, the
obliteration of good manners - be-
cause the esthetic and the cultural
have no economic value .

In such societies politics is no
longer a battle of competing world
views but a form of commerce. As Dr .
Sunic paraphrases Carl Schmitt :
"Different opinions are no longer
debated; instead, social, financial, and
economic pressure groups calculate
their interests, and on the basis of
these interests they make com-
promises and coalitions." Politicians
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become rug merchants. An assertion
of genuine philosophical differences is
a nuisance that hampers trade .

A man with no particularist culture
is extremely vulnerable. In a society of
pure individualism only wealth gives
identity, so the poor have nothing and
the middle classes face the threat of
nothing.

In a healthy society the individual,
whatever his economic status, can be
concerned with the greater good be-
cause it is his society and unlike any
other. He may even regret, as Nathan
Hale did, that he has but one life to
give for his country . The healthy cul-
ture thrives on what may appear to be
the sacrifices of individuals, but it
gives them meaning, history, con-
fidence, and identity, be they rich or
poor .

"Soft" Totalitarianism

The individualism of liberalism is
therefore fragmentation rather than
strength . In the view of the New Right,
it leaves men open to the "soft"
totalitarianism that has made such
headway in the United States . Even
without police-state techniques,
liberalism has so successfully enforced

its orthodoxies that men fear to say
what they believe about race, immigra-
tion, welfare, eugenics, mass
democracy, culture, or even foreign
aid. The New Right is correct in fear-
ing this form of totalitarianism as the
most dangerous and insidious .

Now that Marxism is dead there
should be a free-wheeling debate .
about the validity of its assumptions
about equality, universalism, and the
primacy of economics. In America
there is no such debate . As Alain de
Benoist says, "It is always easy [for
liberals] to avoid the debate . It suf-
fices to disqualify the adversary . . . .
One attacks the persons rather than
what they write ." Here, too, the New
Right finds the legacy of Christianity :
Disagreement with liberalism is wick-
ed, and the non-believer is con-
demned to eternal damnation .

American Renaissance

The spokesmen of the New Right
are not generally optimistic about
being able to overthrow soft totalitar-
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ianism, but they are willing to fight it
to the end. As Dr. Sunic puts it: "No
matter how dismal and decadent the

The Color of Preference
A s the nation's population chan-
ges, so does the racial mix of the
people entitled to affirmative ac-
tion. Back in 1970, 66 percent of
those who could expect advantages
because of race were black ; 27 per-
cent were Hispanic. By 1990, the
black percentage had dropped to 49
percent while His-
panics had risen to
36 percent. Asians
and American In-
dians made up the
rest .
Many blacks

think of affirmative
action as preferen-
ces for blacks, and are unhappy
about sharing . The conflict has
been most evident in California,
where the number of Hispanics has
been growing rapidly .

For example, in July 1988, the Los
Angeles County Board of Super-
visors decided on a new affirmative
action program that would make the
racial proportions of county
employees mirror the county's
population. This was bad news for
blacks, since earlier waves of affirm-
ative action had already boosted
their county employment figures to
twice their proportion of the popula-
tion. Hispanics, less practiced in
the ways of racial preferences, were
only about half as likely to be
employed by the county as to live in
it. Parity would have required ap-
proximately doubling the number of
Hispanic employees and halving the
number of blacks .

Blacks fought the plan, on the
perplexing principle that they were
for affirmative action but against
preferential treatment . Transla-
tion: They wanted special treat-
ment for blacks but not for
Hispanics .

A more recent Los Angeles battle
ground has been the Martin Luther
King-Drew Medical Center. It is in
what used to be a black neighbor-
hood and affirmative action ensured
that the staff was heavily black. Now
the neighborhood is more than half

What happens to
affirmative action
when there are no
more whites to

discriminate against?

Hispanic, as are the patients, and
black staffers must fight off
Hispanic job-seekers clamoring for
"parity." So far, they have mostly
succeeded, since many of the top
hospital administrators who make
hiring decisions are black.
Hispanics have taken their case to

Los Angeles
County, which
will have to solve
the ticklish prob-
lem of deciding
who pays the
price for affirm-
ative action
when there are

no more whites left to discriminate
against.

The racial shift in patients at
MLK-Drew has not changed the
hospital's work. The U .S . Army still
sends combat medics there for
training because emergency-room
patients come in with so many inter-
esting kinds of bullet wounds .

As the benefits of affirmative ac-
tion become more generous and
widespread, people who used to call
themselves white are changing their
minds. Tens of thousands of "In-
dians" have come out of hiding ; be-
tween 1970 and 1990 the number of
people who told the census they
were Indian went up 300 percent .
"Indian" is just about whatever
anyone says it is . There was much
huffing and puffing when it was
recently learned that a Los Angeles
company that got $19 million worth
of minority contracts was owned by
a man who is 1/64th Cherokee.

Where does all this leave the poor
bloody white man? The Hudson In-
stitute estimates that in ten years
only 15percent of all new job-seekers
will be white men, who are the only
people who never get racial
preferences . That means only 15
percent of job-seekers will pay the
freight for the other 85 percent who
will be entitled to preferences be-
cause of race or sex-or by then will
white men be able to claim
"minority" status, too?
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