
uine bad-asses. Even the folks who get 
most het up about date rape don't seem 
ready to do much about it. A couple of 
years ago, for instance, Donna Shalala, 
the politically correct chancellor of the 
University of Wisconsin, was asked by 
Time magazine what her school was do
ing about the problem. After some con
ventional blather about preventing it by 
education, communication, and coun
seling. President Shalala said this: "If it 
occurs, you've got to be as tough as pos
sible. In some cases throw someone out 
of school, force him into some kind of 
education program." Right. At my own 
school, in 1989, rape was made a viola
tion of the Student Code. Big deal. 

President Shalala's idea of how to get 
tough with rapists illustrates the sort of 
vvooly-mindedness and sentimentality 
that we encounter all the time on mod
ern college campuses. Why, after all, 
should a university have a policy about 
rape? We don't have one about homi
cide. If we're really dealing with rape, 
not just second thoughts the next morn
ing, we're talking about crime. "Throw 
someone out of school"? Naw, let him 
stay in school—if he can figure out how 
to do it while pulling, say, ten to twenty 
years of hard time. And there's an "ed
ucation program" for you. From what I 
hear about our prisons, chances are the 
swine will acquire a better understand
ing of rape from the victim's point of 
view than he ever imagined was possi
ble. 

Incidentally, just a couple of months 
after the Tar Heel reported that a quarter 
of our female students will be assault
ed, a letter-writer to the weekly Spectator 
upped the ante. "In a college town such 
as Chapel Hill," he wrote, "one-third of 
the women will face a rape or sexual as
sault situation during their residency." 
If that rate of increase keeps up, we'll 
hit 100 percent in a little over a year and 
a half. 

]ohn Shelton Reed teaches at the 
University of North CaroUna, in Chapel 
Hill, and has two daughters. 

Letter From Austria, 
Part II 

by Donald Warren 

A New European Identity 

In Europe today there is a youthful 
yearning for a new genesis and a desire 
to overcome the legacy of World War 
II. While a facile model of one genera
tion rejecting the last is a tempting one 
to offer as explanation, in fact, the 
emerging "New Right" seeks both a con
nection and a rejection to provide both 
an identity with and autonomy from the 
past. Its goal: independence from Amer
ican "occupation," a striving to shape a 
special place for Europe on a planet that 
no longer places her at the center of eco
nomics, culture, and politics. 

Diverse and multistranded, the New 
Right movement draws its strength from 
the energy and idealism of European 
youth. It seeks a return to a peoplehood 
not tied to a nationalized and bureau-
cratized mass society, and celebrates an 
ethnically based multinational Europe. 
In central Europe this means the in
evitable economic dominance of Ger
many. For the French and British fac
tions, the latter point is omitted. 

Who are the cultural enemies of the 
New Right? French Revolutionary ideals 
and their modern expression in state-
initiated liberalism, including both the 
New World exports of North America 
and the more clearly socialist versions 
of Western and Eastern Europe. With 
the fall of the Marxist-created states, the 
battle is to win over the hearts and 
minds of Europeans from the American-
style consumer colonialism lying to the 
west and perhaps soon to be enthroned 
in the east. 

Imposing no new false uniformity of 
self, this movement celebrates its intel
lectual openness and pluralistic Euro
pean fullness. Its adherents possess an 
elan born of affluent societies that are 
regarded as corrupt and "soft," offering 
nothing to its youth but flaccid popular 
culture, a consumption madness sym
bolized by the peripatetic golden arches 
of the "local" McDonald's. They seek a 
mobilization of the will to throw off 
New World domination. While recog
nizing that it has a "marketing problem" 
based on the heritage derived from the 

"old right," its anti-establishment ac
tivists believe that they have surpassed 
these vestigial remains of a failed and 
repudiated (by them and the world at 
large) National Socialism that they see 
as having distorted and perverted the 
values they share. The consensus today: 
"We shall do it right this time." 

Rejecting a world devoid of struggle 
against evil, the youthful intellectuals of 
the New Right prime themselves for a 
long struggle and visualize playing a vital 
role in political restructuring. The ulti
mate enemy is American mass culture. 
The lone foe stands at the gates, provid
ing the imperative for a legion of youth
ful intellectuals determined to defend 
their fortress, Europe. 

While recently residing in Austria, I 
had the opportunity to observe firsthand 
the emerging trends among young intel
lectuals who are creating new bases of 
political thought and organization. One 
of these young editorialists is Jurgen 
Hatzenbichler, a 23-year-old university 
student and native of the southern city 
of Klagenfurt, capital of the province of 
Carinthia. Hatzenbichler is a mainstay 
contributor to a variety of youth-orient
ed intellectual publications, including 
the Aula and Identitat magazines and 
]unge Freiheit, the monthly newspaper 
of the Ring Freiheitlicher Jugend, the stu
dent affiliate of the "Freedom Party" led 
by Jorg Haider. 

A day spent interviewing this intense
ly focused student intellectual cum po
litical polemicist provided insight into 
the mind-set of young Europeans who 
are casting off elements of a failed radi
cal left and radical right and reaching 
instead toward an ethic of individualism 
derived from 19th-century liberalism 
that shares ideas with the best of Amer
ican populist thought. Highlights of the 
interview follow. 

Q: You feel you are part of a new 
movement in Europe. Were you search
ing for something original, and if so, 
have you found it? 

A: Yes, at first it was emotional, but 
now it is on an intellectual level. For a 
short time, I went to the left after re
jecting the "old right" of National So
cialism. I am oriented to a revolutionary 
new direction of nationalism that has 
been influenced by the writers and 
thinkers of the New Right. I would say 
there is a need to have a revolution, but 
not to build a new totalitarianism that 
seeks to rule the world with hollow val
ues. To be part of a mighty intellectual 
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stream, it is necessary to clearly identify 
what is the enemy. . . . And for me, the 
main enemy is not communism, but lib
eralism. I think liberalism is very similar 
to Marxism, but the problem is that it is 
more viable than communism, and 
therefore it is more dangerous. 

Q: You identify yourself as part of the 
New Right intellectual movement in 
Europe. Does this imply that it is also a 
political movement? 

A: Not at all. It is a movement of dis
cussion groups and not of politics. Its 
purpose is to change values, to deal with 
ideas. A party is hunting voters, so [it] 
has to sell values. And I think the main 
concern of the New Right as an intel
lectual movement is that ideas are not 
to be sold out. 

Q: If New Right intellectuals like 
yourself were to become completely in
volved in politics, would they lose con
tact with the New Right as an intellec
tual movement? Is that happening here 
in Austria? 

A: I would not say so. I see this as 
prevalent with the French New Right. 
Here in Austria, there is a kind of intel
lectual vacuum within the national-lib
eral Freedom Party, the Freiheitliche 
Partei. The New Right has some possi
bility of filling this vacuum, and I think 
this is an important role. But it is not 
the future of an intellectual movement 
to be merely involved in party politics. 

Q: This experience of intellectuals 
jumping into practical politics too read
ily can result in a certain cynicism if you 
"have your fingers burned," and it leads 
one to withdraw and never enter poli
tics again. The result is that one can 
never influence the direction of politics. 

A: We [in Austria] are doing politics, 
but we are doing it with another style. 
We are doing it intellectually. Not by 
organizing masses, but by producing 
ideas. This is what is called "metapoli-
tics." 

Q: And what form does this dissemi
nation of ideas take? 

A: Practically speaking, it means pub
lishing newspapers, magazines, books. 
Writing articles. Yes, if people fail to 
read it, then they won't be influenced. 

Q: Is this the first stage of raising the 
consciousness about the ideas of the 
movement or is this a continuing stage? 
Is this step one, to create a viable politi
cal impact, or is it the only stage? 

A: Perhaps it is only stage one. You 
could say it's a long-term project. We 
are dealing with ideas and possibly 

sometime in the future a political move
ment will be able to use them, and to 
realize and achieve some of them, but 
this is not our problem as New Right in
tellectuals. This is a different self-con
cept, I believe, from what I might call 
the politically active ideologue. This is 
the more traditional way in which intel
lectuals became involved in politics. To 
have to put both feet in, or both feet 
out. We are trying to find a new way in 
which to maintain our autonomy, yet 
still have the potential to influence. 

Q: Let me indicate another danger. 
I would make the analogy between new 
ideas and giving birth to a child. As a 
parent, you may try to instill the best 
values in the child, but once they go out 
into the world, you do not have any con
trol. Is it possible that if the New Right 
gives birth to new ideas, these children 
will go out into the world without you 
knowing what mischief and trouble they 
might get into? 

A: I think this interpretation is cor
rect, but it is not our duty to bring ideas 
into the world and then leave them 
alone in a room. They must be entered 
into a social discourse and perhaps even 
old left or old right intellectuals may use 
them in a sense that we wouldn't. So 
you must always correct your ideas each 
step of the way. 

Q: Of course, there is always the ques
tion of perception. You were bringing 
up the question of what I call the "nec
essary evil" of marketing. Is there a mar
keting problem that the New Right must 
deal with in order not to fall into tradi
tional "errors" and lose its capacity to 
grow? 

A: The New Right is not a mass 
movement. It is a recent movement 
and, of course, we have to sell our ideas. 
So we have to produce newspapers, 
magazines. First these magazines try to 
reach the political class, the intellectual 
class. 

Q: Is that equivalent to the term "tar
get audience"? 

A: Of course, but it is different from 
country to country. For example, I think 
the Italian and French New Right were 
able to have very good discussions with 
the left intellectuals. Open discussions 
with a very high standard. In Germany 
this is really not possible, because of the 
antifascist content of the society. But 
it is becoming better. So from the right 
of the political spectrum, we are step
ping over the boundary to the center. 
Slowly, but we are doing it. At first, our 

ideas were only heard on the right, of 
course. On the old right. Now they 
have begun to break into the national-
liberal and the national-conservative 
groups. This is mainly with the intel
lectuals, not with the masses. But it is a 
step forward. 

Q: Now from the other side, how does 
the party see you and the movement? 
What is their perception? 

A: In general I think the party has 
tried to attract as many voters and "fans" 
as possible. They are interested in hav
ing "think tanks." But a part of the par
ty will not like our ideas, so it is some
times a struggle to coexist in the party. 
This is another reason why I am against 
the concept of parties. They may use 
our ideas, but we shouldn't be the "fans" 
of a certain party. We should see the 
whole society, and we should be criti
cal. We should be able to say what is 
right and what is wrong. Our ideas have 
to be oriented to reality, not on the side 
of a party. A [political] party is always 
separate. 

Q: You seem to be saying that the 
practical side of a social movement has 
its expression in a political movement. 
Is there some special form of organiza
tion that makes the Freiheitliche Partei 
more viable, more effective? 

A: I think it's several main principles. 
First of all, its political leader must have 
rapport with the various streams within 
the party, integration secours. While 
there are important core ideas of the 
party, the content is not as important 
as the modernity of the style. 

Q: Can you give me a good working 
example of a recent question in Austrian 
policy where there was a difference in 
the effectiveness of what would be called 
in the United States "marketing" strate
gy? 

A: Yes, for example, the Freedom Par
ty's leader is a person of content. His 
character is youthful and dynamic, and 
the [techniques of persuasion] are quite 
modern. This bears on the problem, of 
course, of American mass culture in Eu
rope or in Austria. In my own interview 
with party leader Haider, he described 
his style of the FPO as the most Ameri
canized of all Austrian parties. It is 
treating politics no longer as only some
thing that deals largely with ideology, 
but also as a thing of free time, of fun. 
When you go to some party meetings— 
not all, but some party meetings—they 
now are shows. People want to have fun 
and bread, and from the party they get 
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fun. There is also the personahzation 
[of candidates]; this is the American
ization of European politics. 

Q: Do you see the danger of this? 
A: Of course, I think there is a great 

danger. The political parties are losing 
all the ideas. They all went to a main
stream they call mitte—"middle." For 
example, Social Democrats say they are 
the party of the middle. Christian 
Democrats say they are the party of the 
middle. National-liberals once said they 
were a party of the middle. Now they 
are saying "we are middle right." And 
so, a liberal mainstream that is not ide
ologically liberal takes all political 
streams and mutilates them. All be
come the same. And this is the Ameri
canization of the European political 
style. This is one of the reasons why I 
say, as an intellectual, I do not have to 
be a man "of the party." 

Q: In the beginning of our discussion, 
you identified the target as liberalism, 
and you indicated the source was the 
"West"—America in particular. How 
do you see the relationship between the 
former East Bloc countries, in compari
son with developments of the New 
Right with the West? And when you 
think about the overall concept of the 
New Right and the framework, do you 
see it including all of the European Con
tinent, including the East, or do you see 
it in a more limited way.-̂  

A: To the first question, I think the 
New Right has the possibility to go East, 
but just because of this collapse, the ide
ological collapse in the East. The East is 
open, diffuse. They do not really know 
which values they want or need. Of 
course, democracy . . . the first step, in 
the East, is that they are becoming con
sumers. And then they will look for new 
values. So I think that the New Right 
has possibilities to win intellectuals in 
these countries. Of course, they will 
have their own view of things, an East
ern view. But it is good that a Conti
nental concept be part of the New 
Right. The East belongs to Europe. 
The East is vital to Europe. 

During the last 40 years, Europe—or 
Western Europe—was looking to the 
West as a virtual slave of the United 
States. This can now be corrected 
through the East. We have to focus our 
European tradition. When we say that 
"liberalism" is the main enemy, and at 
this moment, that means Americanism 
is the main enemy. Its ideas are chang
ing Europe—are destroying Europe. 

Europe is losing its own identity. And 
by losing its own identity, it is losing 
strength and will become merely a new 
kind of United States. I am not speak
ing of united Europe in a political, but 
rather, in a cultural sense. In this plane 
we have a structure that is different from 
that of the United States in terms of 
ethnicity and national identities and in 
its traditions. This must be saved, be
cause this is our strength. The greater 
European structure is composed of high
ly differentiated internal forms that are 
coherent in themselves. The East is an 
integral part, so that the "re-Euro-
peanization" of these former Soviet 
states is a necessary and positive goal. 

Q: You identify yourself with the in
tellectual roots of German conservative 
thought that is quite different from Na
tional Socialism.. . 

A: I think it is very important to have 
a clear understanding of German and 
European history on the main question 
of National Socialism. It contained 
many different streams of thought. 
There were socialist streams, and many 
people were executed for following this 
commitment. If the New Right had ex
isted at the t ime of the Third Reich, 
these intellectuals would have been put 
in concentration camps, just as were 
German conservatives. There is a very 
important difference between a conser
vative revolution and National 

Socialism. 
Q: You frequently write for the mag

azine Aula, which identifies with the 
young intellectuals who are concerned 
with the preservation of national identi
ty. Wha t do you see as the essence of 
this issue? 

A: We must rethink the concept of 
nation. The time of the nation-state is 
past, and the time of the regionally con
solidated nation has come. W h a t do 
boundaries and citizenship matter in 
view of the new developments within 
Europe? This is an explosive question, 
especially when we see that tomorrow 
we will be Europeans, belonging to a 
special nation in the cultural sense of 
the word. It is our duty to supply new 
ideological weapons, to enter into de
bate, to accept the challenge and make 
ourselves heard with a strong voice. And 
our voice is different. We take positions, 
and we don't mean in a vaguely liberal 
Ortlosigkeit [placelessness], but along a 
liberal-nationalist line, in a tradition that 
is conservative as well as revolutionary, 
that works for national liberation as well 
as liberation of citizens to have freedom 
of expression. We have the courage to 
be different. Long live the difference! 

Donald Warren is a political 
sociologist and author of 
The Radical Center (J 976). 
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WHITEWASH 

According to the Rocky Mountain 'News last May, Aims Community College in Gree
ley, Colorado, has refused to award a scholarship established for a "full-time Caucasian 
woman student." This decision came after a complaint from Jorge Amaya of the 
League of United Latin American Citizens. Mike Geile, president of the college's 
foundation overseeing scholarships, said "the condition of the trust limiting the 
scholarship to a Caucasian student was not appropriate to the goals and objectives of 
the foundation." The college's president, George Conger, acknowledged that "the col
lege has supported other scholarships open only to certain minorities." The donor of 
the scholarship fund, Ruth Junius Youder, intends to withdraw her money if the 
"Caucasian woman" stipulation is not met. 
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VITAL SIGNS 

My Former In-Laws 
by Thomas O. Jones 

Christopher Columbus' 
North American Descendants 

My former in-laws in the United 
States are direct descendants of 

Christopher Columbus. This is fact. It 
will now be demonstrated. No other 
family in North America can make this 
claim. These worthy people are the 
Boals. Their ancestral home in America 
is a tiny village called Boalsburg in cen
tral Pennsylvania. I'll attempt to explain, 
without the bias of a former in-law, why 
the Boals aren't better known, or known 
at all, in this quincentennial year of 
Christopher Columbus. 

In 1908, the Boals inherited the fam
ily chapel of the Christopher Columbus 
castle in Spain. The bequest included 
both the stone masonry of the chapel 
and the many priceless objects inside. 
In 1909 Theodore Boal—known as Ter
ry—brought these materials across the 
sea to Boalsburg, where he reassembled 
the chapel. In 1912 he built a small, 
stone barnlike structure to enclose the 
chapel. The only genuine Columbus 
museum in the New World had been 
established. 

The Columbus chapel can hold only 
35 people. Any visitor with a historic 
sense will stare in wonder at the objects 
inside. It even has the trunk Columbus 

took on his voyages, where it functioned 
as a desk and in which he stored his nau
tical studies. There is also a large silver 
cross that Columbus owned. If he did 
not hold this particular cross when first 
stepping onto the new land, he carried a 
similar one. Also transported from 
Spain were swords belonging to the 
Columbus family, other personal heir
looms of the great explorer, a small cas
ket containing relics (a gift to the 
Columbus castle in Spain in 1817), a 
church maniple more than five-centuries 
old, and carved Renaissance statues of 
saints. To enter the Boalsburg chapel is 
to enter the Spanish Renaissance. Mas
terpieces of oil painting adorn the walls, 
including the Pieta by Ambrosius Ben
son (circa 1535) and The Sacrifice of 
Isaac by Ribera (circa 1615). 

Terry Boal, an international adven
turer and war hero had brought home to 
the tiny town bearing his name the only 
collection of personal belongings of 
Christopher Columbus on this conti
nent. He had been studying architec
ture in Paris in 1894— ĥis stone encasing 
around the Columbus chapel was done 
by an experienced hand—and in a whirl
wind courtship he met and married the 
lovely Mathilde Denis de Lagarde. 
Mathilde provided the family-tree con
nection with Columbus. When she in
herited the Columbus chapel and trea
sures in 1908, Terry brought this 
collection, stones, mortar, and paintings 
to Boalsburg the following year. 

I encountered a pleasant, well-
educated, hardworking, middle-class 
Boal family in the early 1960's, in a 
growing suburb outside Los Angeles. 
These Boals lived a short drive on un-
crowded freeways from Pasadena, Cali
fornia, home of the Rose Bowl football 
game. The Boal family living nearby 
was not notorious (or acclaimed) for 
their puns, but they did name their el
dest daughter Rose Boal. Rose became 
my wife for three years, from 1969 to 
1972, and this brief young marriage al
lowed my only connection with world 
history on a grand scale. 

I must mention that "Rose" was her 
middle name, though this did not pre
vent her from the same teasing I receive 
for being baptized Tom Jones. We at 
least started off with something in com
mon. Today Rose's desire for anonymi

ty from the Columbus spotlight could 
be intense, and her fondness for me 
small, so I'll kindly refrain from men
tioning her first name or other identify
ing facts—with the exception that she 
did like to sail. She was a tall, graceful, 
athletic woman. She could sail a small 
unmotored craft over turbulent waters 
with skill and ease. Her father was also 
an expert sailor, and found shipboard 
life more challenging and exciting than 
his house in the suburbs. Rose affec
tionately called him Pilot. Today my 
former father-in-law lives on his boat, 
docked somewhere on the California 
coast, and applies for honorary seaman's 
titles. To insist Christopher Columbus 
was the source of these traits, which Pilot 
Boal passed on to Rose, would be ludi
crous, though it has given me occasion 
to ponder, especially during this quin
centennial year. Rose and I didn't have 
children, but it's likely they'd have been 
introduced early to toy boats. 

I also can't avoid letting red hair enter 
the discussion. The Christopher Colum
bus of Cenoa had red hair, as did many 
of his descendants, including remote de
scendants, like my in-laws. Other com
mon factors? All were stubborn. All 
were too widely read not to believe they 
could sail off into any direction without 
falling off an edge. 

I do not expect to be even a tiny foot
note to history, though my all-too-brief 
connection with the discoverer of my 
native land interests me. Sixty years af
ter Terry and Mathilde Boal inherited 
the Columbus chapel in Spain, I began 
my own whirlwind courtship of Rose 
Boal near Pasadena, and 61 years after 
Terry Boal brought home the Columbus 
treasures, I married his descendant. The 
guests at our wedding chuckled and gig
gled at the most solemn part of the cer
emony due to our hilarious names— 
"Tom Jones, do you take Rose Boal to 
be your..." Back then Rose and I were 
young 60's people, baby boomers from 
the lily-white suburbs, intensely involved 
with reading about the social injustices 
around us, two generous and caring peo
ple, defining our politics of compassion 
by our hair-lengths and the number of 
decals and patches on our jeans. Yet we 
cared enough for our families to wed in 
traditional attire, like the little plastic 
bride and groom figures on our cake, 
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