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CARROLL:

Today is July 15, 1997, and I am speaking with Jeffrey Hart,
Class of ʻ51 and Professor of English, Emeritus. I am curious
how you came to choose Dartmouth as the institution for
undergraduate learning.

HART:

It was chosen for me. My father went to Dartmouth, Class of 1921
[Clifford F. Brown ʻ21]. Then he went to Columbia School of
Architecture and got his Bachelor of Architecture there; but he was
extremely loyal to Dartmouth and I felt that his four years at
Dartmouth were probably the happiest of his life. He always
seemed to be seriously connected with Dartmouth and I was, as a
matter of fact, registered or enrolled in the Class of whatever,
enrolled at Dartmouth when I was born.
So I grew up
understanding that I would go to Dartmouth. However there was a
bump in that road since I got heavily involved with junior
competitive tennis and felt that I probably would like to go to
Stanford. His position was that I could go to Stanford. That would
be fine, but he wouldnʼt pay for it. [Laughter] I could go to
Dartmouth or I could go to Harvard if I got a scholarship. I did get
some kind of tuition break at Dartmouth and that was the best deal,
and I was perfectly happy to go to Dartmouth.
CARROLL:

Did you play tennis here, then?

HART:

Yes. I played on the freshman team and then played varsity tennis.
Then I left Dartmouth and took a year off. I worked for a publisher
in New York. Dual, Sloan and Pearce and began writing fiction
and, as a matter of fact, decided that I would not continue with

2

Jeffrey Hart Interview
college education because, with the exception of two or three
professors, [Thomas] Tom Vance in English and [Eugen]
Rosenstock-Huessy in philosophy and one or two others, I felt that I
was not learning anything much. I recall a course on the novel
where much of the time was taken up by putting up plot diagrams
on the blackboard. After all, if you had read the novel, you didnʼt
need to have the plot diagrammed. It was like putting a "Hi Marx"
outline up there.
So one day I sat down and said, at the end of sophomore year, “Is it
worth it?” I was perfectly happy with the environment and had
decided “No.” If I wanted to write, I would go back to New York and
then do that. Why not learn to write by writing? So I worked for
Dual, Sloan and Pearce as a sort of office boy and junior editor. A
jack of all trades. Then I was persuaded...one step back...as
connected with the publisher, I went to book parties and that kind of
thing and met people from Columbia who said “Why arenʼt you in
college?” And I said exactly what I have said to you. So they said
“Give Columbia College a chance.” I did and that worked out very
well. The professors were...I suspect that Columbia had the best
English Department in the country from the end of the
war...probably before the war... but at least from the end of the war
through about 1965, ʻ68, in there, when people retired and then it
changed. But it certainly was a very good department when I was
there and when I taught there.
CARROLL:

You actually ended up getting your degree from Columbia.

HART:

Class of ʻ52 and Ph.D.

CARROLL:

From there, as well?

HART:

Yes.

CARROLL:

What I am curious is what Dartmouth was like when you arrived in
ʻ47, which is really the post-war years. Was it a different place than
it had been and turned out to be?

HART:

Yes. I think this was probably true of all colleges at the time.
Dartmouth was very heavily veterans and one of my roommates
had run a small aircraft carrier in the Pacific War...the kind of ship
that was basically just slapping flight decks on tankers and sending
them out. On this kind of carrier, it was pretty easy to take off, but
landing on them was another question. So...Ed Kelly, his name
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was, had come back. He must have been in his late twenties
anyway and I was seventeen. So I was surrounded by people who
were much older and had a totally different kind of experience.
CARROLL:

Did that influence you at all in your feel for the College or how you
responded to it?

HART:

Well, it did, I think. In the first place, Dartmouth, not only because
of the veterans, but I felt it was extremely violent. They had an
outfit called...I forget what it was called. We can fill that in…but it
was an organization designed to enforce hazing rules. Wearing
your beanie, carrying luggage for upper class men...multiple things
that you had to do. And, if you didnʼt, you could be pretty seriously
abused. Now I think what killed that, although it was very much
alive in my freshman year, was the veterans. I mean, they were not
going to be hazed. They were not going to carry anybodyʼs
luggage. They were, by the way, not going to observe parietals
rules with women in the rooms, so that demolished that. It was
simply unenforceable. So the College was in a certain flux then,
but it was pretty, I thought, rough.

CARROLL:

Had you joined a fraternity?

HART:

No. I was tending to leave most of the time. [Laughter]

CARROLL:

In preparation. Had you participated in the Great Issues Course or
had you left before you could participate?

HART:

I think it was going. It was in its sort of decadence, I think. It got off
to a...I may be wrong on this. I think maybe when I came back to
teach at Dartmouth, it had begun to fizzle. Back then I think they
did have people like Reinhold Niebuhr, Paul Tillich or sort of
luminaries like Eleanor Roosevelt or William O. Douglas, the
Supreme Court Justice...people who were worth seeing. But, by
the time I came back to teach at Dartmouth, my impression was
that it had lost its original inspiration. They were listening to the
police chief of Concord, New Hampshire or something like that.
The seniors got impatient.

CARROLL:

Was [President John Sloan Dickey ʻ29] Mr. Dickey a presence on
campus?

HART:

Very much.
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CARROLL:

What were your impressions of him when you were an
undergraduate?

HART:

Very favorable. He was highly visible and friendly, though dignified.
He looked like a college president. You knew that this man would
not lie or, you know, do anything silly. He was dignified and
maintained his authority. I had no notion of his intelligence. I still
donʼt, really. I havenʼt read anything that he had written. I donʼt
know what he saw in Canada. Every time I think of Canada, I get
tired. But he apparently was fascinated by Canada.

CARROLL:

Did he address the student body? Did he have connections with
the student body, or was he more a remote figure?

HART:

Not at all remote. He shoveled snow on Main Street. He was at
football practice. He watched my tennis matches. We knew each
other, basically.

CARROLL:

Did he know most of the names of the students?

HART:

Pretty much, unless the student made a point of being reclusive or
hiding. He was around all the time.

CARROLL:

How would you characterize then his leadership style?

HART:

You would admire him, not intellectually necessarily, but as a man
of character and force, responsibility, and a consuming interest in
the College.

CARROLL:

When you research the history of Dartmouth, it is striking how
Dickey brought so many changes to the campus. Were you aware
of that, living through them?

HART:

Yes. I had a guy named [Albert Herman] Hastorf for psychology I. I
have forgotten his full name, but he was known among the students
who cared about such things to be a hot shot and he was one of
Dickeyʼs recruits. Dickey was improving the faculty which, to put it
one way, was basically in some part a prep school faculty at that
time, and making it a more...I hate to use the word “professional”,
but more academically distinguished, letʼs say.

CARROLL:

Well then, what prompted your action to go on and get a graduate
degree in English? I am curious, when you almost didnʼt get the
baccalaureate degree.
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HART:

Well, as I said, I was very interested in writing. I published some
pieces in The Jack-O-Lantern and I had a couple of good freshman
English teachers who encouraged that. I like to write. I had gone
to a high-powered high school in New York...Stuyvesant High
School...one of the three that you have to take an entrance exam
for. It was pretty literary.
As I said, I didnʼt feel my courses were up to what they should have
been. We didnʼt learn anything. If I had been learning anything, I
certainly would have continued. At Columbia, I did. We had Lionel
Trilling and Jacques Barzun and Gilbert Highet and Moses Hadass
and Quentin Anderson. Quentin Anderson and Richard Chase both
were Dartmouth graduates. And all publishing all the time in
Partisan Review and the New Republic, bringing out important
books and what that made a student, undergraduate, feel was that
it was possible to do that...to be appearing in magazines all the
time. Write books and so forth. These people were doing it and so
I moved in the direction of a Ph.D.
I went into the Navy on account of the Korean War, into Naval
Intelligence, in, I guess, late ʻ52. I got out of that in ʻ56 and came
back to Columbia. I had to chose between Harvard for a Ph.D. and
Columbia and chose Columbia. I remember walking around in
Hamilton Hall, which in essence is the main building at Columbia
College, with my cards...to get people to sign for permissions. One
of the professors, Frederick Dupee stuck his head out of his office
and it was as if I had never been in the Navy for four years. He
said “Hart. Do you want to teach Freshman English?” All right.
Thatʼs how that started.

CARROLL:

Did you like teaching from the beginning?

HART:

Yes. I didnʼt feel any...basically, teaching English is just going in
and talking about a book or a poem. I mean, it didnʼt take much
preparation since I knew the material. I was just reading the poem
with the students.

CARROLL:

How did you get back to Dartmouth in 1963?

HART:

Can we go back to your point about Dickey? Probably, if he were
alive now, he would say that one of his main missions was to
upgrade the faculty and that was still going on in ʻ63. The English
Department had had a very bright, powerful teacher named James
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Cox who, I think had been at Dartmouth and had then gone to
Michigan...was teaching at Michigan...and I was teaching at
Columbia and I had published a great deal in my field, eighteenthcentury English literature. I published a book with Alfred Knopf and
another one at the University of Toronto...even before I had tenure.
So Dickey and I think Arthur Jensen [ʼ46], who was then Dean, had
the idea that Cox, who was supposed to be...he was a Mark Twain
scholar...he would be the American...liberal is the wrong
word...American populist or liberal Mark Twain, and I would be the
traditionalist Edmund Burke...and that would be an energizing thing
to bring to the campus. On top of that, the man ahead of me in my
field at Columbia was not old and alarmingly healthy and it was not
a promising situation. So Dartmouth looked very good and I
thought, in ʻ63, it was very definitely on the upgrade.
CARROLL:

Did you bring a family with you when you moved here?

HART:

Yes. A wife and two children.

CARROLL:

Was that...did that play at all a role about raising the children where
you wanted to because you grew up in New York.

HART:

Yeah. Morningside Heights was pretty nice except, you know,
there were muggings and so on; but, if you are streetwise, there are
things that you donʼt do in New York. You donʼt have to get
mugged.

CARROLL:

Was that a change that was rather hard to adapt to? To come from
the city with so much happening out here to a place where there
was not even an interstate at that point?

HART:

I didnʼt feel it that way. I liked that tennis was very convenient. I
loved the winter sports, skiing and so on. I thought it was pretty
good.

CARROLL:

Did the family adapt as well?

HART:

Very well.

CARROLL:

What were your...you had been here a few years ago at that
point...not quite twenty. Fifteen years ago on campus and you
came back. What had changed during those fifteen years?
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HART:

I think the Dickey program of upgrading the faculty had been a
success and that Dartmouth was...Lionel Trilling, when I left, I had
an offer to go to Virginia, too, and before that to go to Berkeley. A
parenthesis as regards Berkeley...At that period, about 1960, I donʼt
know why but the demography or the economics was such that
universities were dying to hire people and it was just the opposite
the way it is today where Ph.D.ʼs are driving taxis; but, after Iʼd
published my second book, I got a call from Henry Nash Smith, who
was chairman at Berkeley. He was recruiting...I think it was around
the time of the Modern Language Association thing...not
necessarily, though and the Berkeley English Department had a
suite in some place like the Waldorf or the Pierre, you know, and I
felt like a quarterback or a movie star. They had a bar. I wouldnʼt
have to teach for the first year. I could go to Europe or whatever I
wanted to do. But that was a little bit before the era of mass air
transport. Going to Berkeley sounded to me something like going
to Beijing or Angola, you know. Itʼs way off there somewhere. I
had this Virginia offer and then decided to take Dartmouth. Trilling
said that it was the right decision. He thought that Dartmouth had
been underrated and Virginia was overrated, so he endorsed that
decision.

CARROLL:

This is backing up a bit, but I am just sitting here wondering, what
made you decide on eighteenth-century English literature? What
attracted you?

HART:

Well, in Stuyvesant, I just was rattling around the library and began
to read [Edward] Gibbonsʼ Decline and Fall and, liked the prose,
namely, itʼs assurance. Itʼs a sense of civilization. Itʼs a sense of
earned achievement as body of the Roman Empire. And then I
read [Edmund] Burke, who had the same perspective on England
and felt an affinity for that prose, and went on from there. But I
branched out rapidly. You have to have a base and my base has
always been the eighteenth century; but a lot of courses that I have
taught have been in modern. I am writing a book now called
Smiling Through the Cultural Catastrophe, about education, and it
begins with Genesis and goes through Dostoyevsky.

CARROLL:

I had a professor...this is an aside. I had a professor once who
explains that the most masterful opening sentence that one could
ever read was the beginning that Gibbons uses in his series of The
Decline and that has always stuck with me.

HART:

Well, he could write.
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CARROLL:

Clearly. What were the students like when you returned in ʻ63?

HART:

It was all male, of course, and I thought they were as good as the
Columbia students, but a little different in tonality. At Columbia, you
were more likely to get the mad, often Jewish, neurotic but with
surprising touches of genius type person; and Dartmouth did not
ordinarily have that kind of person. Though I would say that, across
the board, the Dartmouth students were the same as Columbia. I
would assume Virginia or, you know, Cornell...all very good
students. It is always on a bell curve, really. You have 5-10%
excellent students and then more and then you have people
who...but everyone can do the work. The people who fail do so for
reasons of character or disease or something.

CARROLL:

You describe very nicely the kind of quirky personality one can get
at Columbia. How would you describe then the typical or the
stereotypical, perhaps, student at Dartmouth in ʻ63?

HART:

Again, things were in transition. When I was a freshman, I had the
feeling that all Princeton students had sort of brushed forward
crewcuts and tortoise shell glasses, and that all Yale students had
a sweater turned inside out and a “Y” on the chest. They all
belonged to at least eight singing groups. Harvard students were
sort of moles. Probably this is true, but I think the S.A.T.s and the
Merit System began to homogenize the student population. So they
are pretty much the same.

CARROLL:

The S.A.T.s were instituted in ʻ57, I was told.

HART:

Yes. What we had was the New York State Regentʼs Exams, which
where...I mean, they were standardized tests and colleges put a
whole lot of weight on those.

CARROLL:

What were the most popular courses when you first started here?

HART:

Well...Do you mean the ones the students talked about, letʼs say.

CARROLL:

Yes.

HART:

[Eugen] Rosenstock-Huessyʼs philosophy courses were very
exciting. In this book that I mentioned, I have a chapter called
“Four Great Professors at Work” and he is one of them. Then, at
Columbia, Mark van Doren and Lionel Trilling and then Cleanth
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Brooks at Yale. So the book is about education...different ways of
behaving in the classroom. So, Rosenstock-Huessy was talked
about by the students who cared about ideas. Tom Vance had
come from Yale, I believe, and taught American Poetry. That was
important. He was very good at it. Herb West [ʻ22] was a
showman, really. I went to some of his lectures. I didnʼt learn a
thing, but enjoyed the spectacle. A very good professor of
philosophy named [Francis W.] Gramlich taught here. We had a
good Shakespeare teacher. He would not go over well today.
Francis Childs. He was a great reader of the speeches. Histrionic.
Quite sentimental. He would cry and so on; but it was amazing. He
was considered a frustrated actor.
CARROLL:

Was the emphasis on entertainment or on ideas in ʻ63?

HART:

You have to, whatever your mode, persuade the students that you
are interested in the material. If you are not interested, why should
they be interested? I donʼt think that is being entertaining. I think it
is putting your cards on the table. Now you can do that in many
ways; by moment-to-moment brilliance or...For example, Marjorie
Nicholson at Columbia, had spent her life on Milton. She was
chairman of the graduate department and her demonstration was
that she could teach “Paradise Lost” without the text in front of her.
She knew it. “Turn to line on 285 in Book 3.” You know, she talked
about that passage. You knew that if she spent her life on it, it must
matter to her. That was powerful.

CARROLL:

That would be. I have read somewhere that in 1968, you worked
on Ronald Reaganʼs run for the presidency.

HART:

Yeah. Thatʼs when I became active...

CARROLL:

How did that come about?

HART:

A very interesting story. While I was at Columbia, I was teaching in
their summer school; as a matter of fact, teaching a course in
Victorian Novel. I needed the money and there was a girl in the
class who knew Ernest van den Haag who was a European
polymath. He was an expert in economics. He made a living as a
psychoanalyst. He published a book called The Fabric of Society,
which was a survey of the social sciences and actually readable.
He ended his active academic career recently as a law professor at
Fordham.
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So he knows everything. The girl saw a copy of his book lying on
my desk and she said, “Would you like to meet Ernest van den
Haag?” So, yeah. So she invited me to a cocktail party at her
place in the Village and there was our host. He was serving as a
recruiter for [William F.] Buckleyʼs National Review. He was writing
for it himself and he asked me, you know, if I liked to write. Fine.
So I started reviewing books basically for National Review, mostly
of in my own sort of academic field. I got to know Bill Buckley very
well. Went sailing with him and so on.
So it developed that, in 1966, Ronald Reagan ran for governor of
California and won over Pat Brown by a million votes and, after all,
Pat Brown had defeated [President Richard M.] Nixon in ʻ62. So
Reagan beats Pat Brown by a million votes. He obviously became
a presidential candidate. So Buckley was out there having lunch, I
believe, with Reagan at Pacific Palisades and said something like
“Look, Ron. I know you are running for President.” “Well, no. I
donʼt know.” Buckley said, “Cut it out. What you need is a
[Theodore] Sorenson…” who had been [President John F.
Kennedy] Kennedyʼs aide for speeches and what “being a
Sorenson” meant was putting quotations from Heraclitus into the
candidateʼs speeches. So Reagan finally agreed that he did need
someone who would give certain academic gloss to what he was
saying, and I turned out to be that.
I flew out to California and interviewed Spencer...I forget his first
name [Stuart "Stu"]. It was Carter, Spencer, Roberts who would
campaign...They would package a campaign and do everything; the
speeches, the scheduling, the polling, everything.
They were
working for this man who supposedly was not running for President.
So I passed the test there and came back, packed up and flew to
Sacramento and worked with Reagan doing not only speeches but
all kinds of material, propaganda, celebrations of his
accomplishments, glossy stuff for press releases and so on.
Reagan ran into the problem that he had only been elected two
years before in ʻ68 and Californians, unlike New Yorkers, donʼt think
that their governor is necessarily a presidential candidate. They
feel very California. So he did not commit himself as a candidate.
This made it hard to round up delegates. He finally...I helped write
a speech we did on national TV, CBS TV, based on a couple of
other speeches and then I rewrote it later for Nixon and he gave
that on national TV and he began to make progress. But Nixon
beat him out at Miami. I was driving back across the country,
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figured it was all over, staying in some dump in Death Valley or
somewhere and got a phone call from Nixon Headquarters, which
was 450 Park and would I care to write speeches for them. So I
wrote speeches for Nixon in the campaign against [Hubert H.]
Humphrey and George Wallace.
CARROLL:

Those must have been incredibly exciting times.

HART:

Very interesting.

CARROLL:

Did you sit down and talk to their handlers...I donʼt mean their
handlers...their advisers about what kinds of issues they wanted?

HART:

Oh, yeah.

CARROLL:

How much guidance, I guess I am asking, were you given?

HART:

Well, basically, you know what the candidate has been saying. You
read what he has been saying in his speeches. More of a problem
was for me to find out what a political speech is. So I went around
to the Sacramento Public Library and took out volumes of [Winston]
Churchill, [President Abraham] Lincoln and it became clear that a
speech is not a literary object that delivers information. In other
words, it is not a lecture. It establishes communion with the
audience. They donʼt want to hear about global warming. They
want to hear that you understand their condition and you are going
to sympathize with it. You may not be able to do too much about it,
but at least you understand where they are. So thatʼs what a
speech is and I did that with both Reagan and Nixon.
Now Reaganʼs staff was much smaller, so I would get a phone call
from the Governor. The secretary would say “Okay. He is on the
phone.” Often [William] Bill Clark, his Chief of Staff, who then
became the National Security Advisor at one point. “The Governor
would like to say something on education. Maybe half an hour.
Can you do this?” “Sure.” And, of course, we wanted vouchers for
the schools and we wanted school choice and we wanted a more
traditional curriculum instead of frills. You know, it was no mystery
what we wanted and I would come up with that.

CARROLL:

Did they take and adapt it or did he try to put in some of his own
quirky sayings? In other words, still he made it more personalized?
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HART:

Yes. I would give him…what he would have to say, a pretty strong
outline of the speech. I mean, it would be a full text. He would
rewrite the whole thing on yellow pads...those legal-type pads,
putting in his own thoughts and, inevitably, some Hollywood
anecdotes. Then he would reduce the yellow draft to cards. He
liked to have cards in his hand...pretty much just topic sentences.
But, since he was used to memorizing lines, he did this and did it
very successfully.

CARROLL:

Did you write a different kind of speech for him than you did for
Nixon?

HART:

Well, I first went to 450 Park and that probably was the best
speech-writing team ever assembled for a Presidential campaign.
[James] Jim Kehoe had been editor of Time and then came over to
the Nixon campaign. He didnʼt write anything. He managed the
speechwriting. But it was [William] Bill Safire, [Patrick] Pat
Buchanan, Ray Price.
The Director of Research, Alan
Greenspan...now the Federal Reserve Chairman. I came from the
Reagan campaign.
George Gilder came from the [Nelson]
Rockefeller Campaign and Henry Kissinger was secretly, though
working for Rockefeller, coaching Nixon on foreign policy.

CARROLL:

It must have been an incredible experience.

HART:

Yeah. You like anecdotes. I guess the first or second day I was
installed at 450 Park, Nixon was up at the Pierre...thatʼs where his
office was. I went up there with Kehoe to meet the Vice-president.
He looked just like Richard Nixon. [Laughter] He said, “You know,
Mr. Hart. We are going to take the high road in this campaign. We
are going to stick to the issues, and thatʼs the way I would like to
run it.” I said, “Mr. Vice -president. You may think you are running
against Hubert Humphrey, but you are running against Lyndon
Johnson.” He said, “Oh, I didnʼt think college professors thought
that way.” [Laughter]

[End of Tape 1, Side A -- Beginning of Tape 1, Side B]

HART:

It was much like a pyramid with...depending on the speech...a
major speech like his Law and Order speech. You see, our tactical
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problem was running against Humphrey, presumably on the left,
and Wallace on the right.
So Humphrey would be saying
something like “Justice and Order”. In other words, before you can
have order, you have to have justice. Wallace was saying “Law
and Order”. So we ultimately ended up saying something like
“Order and Justice Under Law”—trying to get between the two of
them.
So, since I had done that TV speech for Reagan that he gave on
CBS, which was based on a previous speech that he gave at a big
fair ground in Minneapolis, I think...I retooled it, using Winston
Churchill after Dunkirk, “Have we come all this way from Agincourt
only to see...” So Reagan said “Have we come all this way...” and
Nixon found himself saying “Have we come all this way, just to see
our campuses burning, our streets full of riots.” You know, all those
things. So we had some proposals and I had to put...and it was a
good thing, too...because Nixon had legal advisers and
criminologists and James Q. Wilson and several judges and we
would have conference calls. [Richard] Poff, Congressman from
Virginia, was very good. Very helpful...an expert on law and crime.
Nixon offered him a Supreme Court nomination. He turned it down
for some reason.
So there would be this committee and, for example, should we say
there should be a West Point of the police to bring them up to
speed on criminal stuff. This ran into terrific opposition from
governors and local police. They didnʼt want any federal presence
in their picture. Maybe rightly so. All kinds of other proposals that
had to go through this process before they would become a
speech, because a speech really becomes policy. If Nixon, you
know, says all these things and then becomes President, then
people start saying, “Well, look. You said right here. Whereʼs the
West Point of the police?” So it was filtered through, up to Nixon
and then he would, in his little handwriting, make suggestions. It
would come back through Kehoe to me. Buchanan would help. He
gave that, I think in Philadelphia.
It is very hard to tell where you are in a campaign because, you
joined the plane, which was called “The Tricia,” about a week
before he actually gave the speech. He would ride up in the front in
his cabin. The speech would go up and come back and go up and
come back. Then we had a motorcade through Philadelphia. We
didnʼt expect to carry Pennsylvania, but we wanted Humphrey to
have to send money to fight it and he gave the speech in a big
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amphitheater...possibly an indoor ball park...it is hard tell. He was
still making corrections and they were being xeroxed and given to
the press right up until the time he gave the speech.
He ad-libbed a remarkable...speaking of communion. A speech
doesnʼt have to make total sense. In one of my climactic passages,
I called Ramsey Clark, who was Lyndon Johnsonʼs Attorney
General...also a war protestor. I said that Ramsey Clark is a
conscientious objector in the War Against Crime. A good cheer
line. So Nixon loved that, but he ad-libbed and brought down the
house. I couldnʼt believe it. When he said “Ramsey Clark is a
conscientious objector in the War Against Crime”, the crowd is
cheering. He said, “And, when I am President, we will have a new
Attorney General.” It makes no sense at all. Of course, he is not
going to have Ramsey Clark. [Laughter] That was terrific.
CARROLL:

I guess once you get cheering for one point, it is easy to cheer the
next line. When you were writing, did you hear the difference
cadences of the two different voices? Reaganʼs as opposed to
Nixonʼs? And write for them?

HART:

Reagan could be heroic, as he often was, at Normandy and
speaking at Oxford, whereas Nixon would sound silly. So Nixon
has to be prosier.

CARROLL:

I suppose you never told him this, did you?

HART:

He knew. He was very smart. The first speech I gave him, Kehoe
said “Much too much like Ronald Reagan. Nixon is not Ronald
Reagan.” What Nixon was running on was not inspiration, but
competence and respect...even grudging respect is what we
wanted.

CARROLL:

I am curious, now...although this is not part of what you have
done...how you would rate [President William J.] Clinton as a
speechifier...not content?

HART:

He has improved in that he badly needed discipline. He talked too
much. Too many words. You cannot...It is like inflation in currency
and the money. If you have too many words, they become cheap.
So you have to make the words count. I think he is doing better.
His first big speech was at some...nominating [President James]
Carter, I think. He spoke for two hours, you know.
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CARROLL:

I think it was [Governor Michael S.] Dukakis.

HART:

Somebody.

CARROLL:

But it went on forever.

HART:

It was a disaster. Even in his first term, he was still too voluble.
But now I notice that he has pared it down. He is not naturally
eloquent. He does not have eloquent writers. Maybe, with his
character background, he canʼt come on like Churchill or
something. I think, within his talents which I consider meager, I
think he has much improved as a candidate.

CARROLL:

Did you work with Reagan at all once he was in the White House?

HART:

Well, Nixon wanted me to come down after he won. I went down
there and saw no reason to go there. I didnʼt like the atmosphere.
It was too...you know, the country was at war. There was a lot of
civil disorder and the big struggle at the White House was over the
luncheon sitting. The second sitting had the more prestige. You
know, it was just sort of... I donʼt know. I just didnʼt like it very
much. After all, I had a Ph.D. in literature. What do I want to be in
the White House for?

CARROLL:

Yeah. I was just curious.

HART:

I saw a lot of Reagan after he was President, but not as a…

CARROLL:

Not as a speechwriter.

HART:

Right.

CARROLL:

Were you a part at all of his campaign organization here in New
Hampshire when he ran?

HART:

No. There are a lot of funny things there. You know, he lost in
1980 in New Hampshire because Jeffrey Bell, who had been a
student of mine at Columbia, had written a speech for him. Bell
was an assistant to Alan Greenspan in the ʻ68 Nixon campaign.
Then he beat some famous Republican...a woman...and then ran
against Bill Bradley for the Senate and lost to Bradley. Then he
became a political consultant working for Reagan. But, what he did
that lost Reagan New Hampshire was that, in a speech Bell wrote,
he came out for I think it was a $68 billion cut in the federal
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budget...or whatever...a big cut to be paid for, if the states wanted
it...with taxes. In other words, they would support more welfare and
take it away from the federal government. So, the only problem
was that New Hampshire doesnʼt like state taxes. So there went
New Hampshire to [President Gerald Ford] Ford. So Reagan finally
pulled himself together in North Carolina. He went to Kansas City
and narrowly lost to Ford.
CARROLL:

It makes you think how one idea can fell a campaign.

HART:

Well, there is the virtue of this Nixon organization. I mean, if there
had been things like that...Bell just wrote the speech and Reagan
said “Sounds good.” [Laughter]

CARROLL:

Were you here on campus...we were talking about the protests and
how the ʻ60ʼs were a time of protest. Were you here on campus
when William Shockley gave his speech?

HART:

Yeah, but I didnʼt see it. There are...for example, I have some
respect for the...what do you call the I.Q. guy. Thatʼs not the right
word...Arthur Jensen at Berkeley. He is an expert in his field. He
can talk forever about I.Q. and itʼs roots, its causes, what it means.
He calls it general intelligence...whatever. Shockley got a Nobel
Prize in electronics or something.

CARROLL:

Transistors.

HART:

Thatʼs it. And it is always suspect that some guy tried to pull his
status in one field in something very different. But also he was
going into genetics, paying Blacks to be sterilized and so on. It was
getting pretty far out. So, you know, I wasnʼt interested much in it.
There were protests and so on. [President John] Kemeny, I
thought, took the wrong...I just followed The Dartmouth
really...Kemeny was saying, “Let him speak. Let him speak. I am
going to refute him after he is finished”, which is not the way
academic freedom should be. Whether you are going to refute him
or not, he should be allowed to speak. It is not up to Kemeny to be
refuting him, anyway.

CARROLL:

Ideas are ideas.

HART:

Yeah. Take them for what they are. But I guess the Blacks were
standing up or chanting or whatever.
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CARROLL:

Clapping, rhythmic clapping.

HART:

Did he get the speech off at all?

CARROLL:

Never. Never. He finally retreated. It was a remarkably effective
protest because it succeeded; but did not deal with the issue of
freedom of speech at all.

HART:

I was speaking of George Gilder, who was a speechwriter and this
very issue that you are talking about. There is some stuff there. I
saw Gilder a month ago. I was debating in Stockbridge, where he
lives, against some people from The Nation magazine about the
Arts Endowment. Anyway, I had dinner at Georgeʼs house and he
began as a Rockefeller Republican. Nixon gave him a job in some
agency where he saw how the money is spent in Washington. He
became rapidly more conservative. Then he wrote some good
books against feminism; one called On the Rocks. It was about
how men donʼt live as long if they are single and, you know, have
all kinds of problems. Then he became a visionary of capitalism.
He wrote a best seller called Wealth and Poverty...I think it was
called. A very good book. The thesis is capitalism isnʼt immoral
because you have to imagine the needs of the consumer and so
on. It is sort of an anti-dismal science.
What he now is, to my amazement...I have heard reverberations
about this...he is a computer guru. He had written a book. He
thinks computers are close to God. It is going to change, you
know...”Let there be light” and the computer is “light”. He is getting
$25,000 a lecture in Silicon Valley and is giving one lecture a week.

CARROLL:

Thatʼs all you have to do if you get that much.

HART:

He has written a book called Microcosm, which is the bible of this
whole thing. He knows...he is philosopher of computers.

CARROLL:

Well, I guess we all knew there would have to be one eventually,
didnʼt we? I will look that up.

HART:

It is in paperback, I think. He told me. I havenʼt got to it yet.

CARROLL:

I am going to roll this back a bit.

HART:

Gilder and free speech. We had him up here at one point to...he
was in transition between this anti-feminism and his capitalism. So
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we said, “Do it. Give twenty minutes to each.” So it became
known...I think Marysa Navarro[-Aranguren] was the spark
plug...that the feminists or their allies were going to prevent George
from speaking. So we told him that we would videotape the thing
and bring charges both in the College and civil charges if you
interrupt the thing...fine you in court. And that squashed the
protest.
CARROLL:

So there are ways to handle it.

HART:

Yeah, and Dartmouth would have to act on a videotape of someone
doing that.

CARROLL:

You must have been on campus also when Parkhurst was taken
over in ʻ69, I believe that was. Do you remember the issues that
surrounded that?

HART:

I think it was ROTC [Reserve Officer Training Corps]. Dickey
handled that well. He had a deal with Walter Peterson, who was
Governor, and they arrested these guys and they spent time in jail
during their summer vacation, I think, and emerged in the fall
without suntans. So I thought he handled that expeditiously.

CARROLL:

Someone said to me once that they thought all of these protests
eventually wore Dickey down at the end.

HART:

I am not surprised.

CARROLL:

Did you have that impression, as well?

HART:

Well, it was a different world. These people were not the sort of
gentlemanly students. I mean...When Dickey was, when I was a
freshman, if a student had to see him, even a student who had the
worst hangover, he would have a coat and tie and he would call
Dickey “Sir” and so on. Dickey didnʼt expect funny-looking people
to invade Parkhurst. That was out of the question; but he resigned
soon after that and reputedly, the faculty didnʼt like the jail
sentence. [Thaddeus] Thad Seymour [ʼ49] got in trouble with the
faculty and then went to, I think, Wabash [College] and then Rollins
[College] as President.

CARROLL:

Were you surprised when Dickey announced his retirement?
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HART:

Yes. He looked fine to me. I didnʼt see why; but there is a feeling,
which I can understand, that someone said that you shouldnʼt be
President for more than ten years under these conditions...these
conditions being fund-raising and all the things that the...say the
[Ernest Martin] Hopkins-type President didnʼt have to do. He could
be President for twenty years and be a role model of a sage, friend,
very pleasant. But I think things are a little bit different now.

CARROLL:

When you came in ʻ47, was Hopkins still the President?

HART:

No. Dickey.

CARROLL:

Dickey had just come?

HART:

A couple of years before.

CARROLL:

When Dickey left the College in 1970, what do you think were his
strengths and weaknesses? Where did it stand?

HART:

Well, we have gone over that in terms of improving the faculty. He
was peculiarly a Dartmouth President. He wore a plaid shirt. He
liked to go up to Mount Moosilauke to meet the students up there.
He shoveled snow. He had a big dog. He had great dignity. He
signed all the freshman [matriculation cards] incoming forms. He
was outgoing and friendly. I assume the alumni thought he was
God.

CARROLL:

Thatʼs true. What were his negatives?

HART:

Intellectual contribution. I mentioned Canada sort of off-handedly,
but that, you know, I donʼt feel the presence of a superior mind. He
was a lawyer. A State Department man. Undoubtedly, he could
talk about foreign policy and things like that. For example, he is not
George Kennan.

CARROLL:

Were there rumors abuzz during the election or the nomination
procedure for who was going to succeed Dickey? Do you
remember?

HART:

Yes, and I forget who was mentioned, though Kemeny was
mentioned because...maybe because Kemeny was sort of a genius.
You know, he was not Dickey in both senses. He didnʼt wear a
plaid shirt. He didnʼt shovel snow, but he invented BASIC. So, if
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that, in a logical sense, would be a continuation of Dickeyʼs project
of improving the intellectual character of the institution.
CARROLL:

What did you think of John Kemeny?

HART:

I got along with him fine. They said when Henry Kissinger was
National Security Advisor that everybody loved Kissinger until they
talked with the person he had lunch with last, where he contradicted
everything he had told you. [Laughter]

CARROLL:

I like that.

HART:

So Kemeny was always very civil and always saying things that he
thought I would like to hear. I could sort of tell that, emphasizing his
desire for a more traditional-type of education. “I am for the great
books and real substance,” he would say, “but the faculty wonʼt do
this and the faculty wonʼt do that,” which may have been true.
He also told me on the Indian symbol thing that he was surprised
when the thing was brought up and passed. I donʼt believe that. I
donʼt care about the Indian symbol. Never used it on my stationery.
But I didnʼt like the claim that it was racist or prejudicial to that
particular group. It was not. I thought it was a triviality.

CARROLL:

Were you surprised when Kemeny was picked to succeed Dickey?

HART:

No. There had been a lot of talk about him.

CARROLL:

There must have been a pretty abrupt change of style then when
John Kemeny arrives.

HART:

Very. Yeah.

CARROLL:

What was his style, Kemenyʼs style, as a President?

HART:

He was surprisingly affable as a person. Nice to talk to, but his
identity was math and mind, and I donʼt think he would be able to
identify a poem by Yeats, you know. If you asked him who wrote
Ulysses, he wouldnʼt know. I assume that the areas of his
ignorance were colossal, except that he knew a tremendous
amount of the emerging field of computers. So, we have Kiewit
[Computation Center]. It is a very good thing and ultimately we
have Kiewit. From my point of view, the Dante Project that Bob
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Hollander put in... Bob did it here because Kiewit was so superior to
anything Princeton had.
CARROLL:

I am going to ask you what I have asked other people. I read about
Kemeny and he seemed to be the antithesis of the stereotypical
Dartmouth person. He is foreign born. He is Jewish. He is highly
intellectual. He has no athletic ability that one can seem to
ascertain. Why do you think (a) he was so attached to this
institution and (b) he was able to be swallowed by the alumni when
he was presented to them?

HART:

Thatʼs a good question and I havenʼt really thought about it except
that I, myself, liked him so that is one vote. You know, if I do, why
shouldnʼt someone else? He never lied directly or openly. He
never did anything nasty that I could see. He seemed to want good
things.
Now you have to...I am thinking out loud. You have to see the way
college changes. Now, Hopkins was the first non-minister to
become president. Before that, everyone had been a Protestant.
[William Jewett] Tucker and so on, all the way back. So it must
have been a bit of a jolt to bring in someone who was not in the
clergy. But, after all, in the 20ʼs, America was...business was very
important and Hopkins could talk to business and that kind of thing.
Hopkins was no fool, either. He was well read. I read his Chapel
speeches. They are excellent. So it was a good choice, but
different. Dickey had those assets that we have gone over. I
suspect that the alumni donʼt need a stereotypical person if they
trust him and feel that he has got the best interests of the institution
at heart.

CARROLL:

What do you think was Kemenyʼs impact on the campus during his
Presidency?

HART:

Nothing like Dickeyʼs physical presence. [James O.] Freedman has
been more reclusive than Kemeny. I think people respected the
math. I am not sure I want to know who chose that math building
[Gerry Hall]. It looks like the same firm that did the tollbooth that is
on the Connecticut Turnpike. [Laughter]

CARROLL:

I hear it is coming down really soon.

HART:

Thatʼs a great thing. Itʼs a giant shower.
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CARROLL:

Just awful. Do you remember the first major decision Kemeny
made upon stepping into the Presidency?

HART:

He reached a solution to the coeducational thing through the
Dartmouth Plan, which is awkward in many ways, but you canʼt
have everything. I mean, (a) if you want women and (b) if you donʼt
want to drastically cut the number of men, you have got to use
more of the plant and so you get the summer session and the
European times away and so forth. So he sat down with his
computer and figured out how to do that. Now, there are all kinds
of complaints about it, which I sympathize with. But, you know, if
you say (a), you have to say (b), which he did very well, I think.

CARROLL:

Was coeducation a surprise when it was voted by the Trustees in
ʻ71?

HART:

No. It had been talked about for so long and the country sort of
was moving that way with the change...more women going to
graduate school, more women going to business school, medical
school, law school. So, in a certain way, I now think it was a good
move. The men dress better. They donʼt smell. You donʼt see
people with torn t-shirts.

CARROLL:

A civilizing influence.

HART:

Yeah. It has been good. At the time it was going on, I was sort of
nolo contendere. There is a maxim in tennis. You donʼt change a
winning game. If you are winning by running to the net, you keep
running to the net. I felt we were doing all right. Why change? But,
you know, I felt that, maybe, if you stayed all male, it might have
strange effects on the student body, if the country is going coed in a
certain way. In other words, you might just get retired colonelsʼ
sons or, you know, sort of peculiar types. [Laughter]

CARROLL:

What is the selection process you are working into? [Laughter] So
you were willing to sort of go with the decision.

HART:

Yes. No problem.

CARROLL:

Most of the alumni seemed to have felt that way, but there were a
few very vocal alumni who spoke out against it. What do you think
their effect was on the coeducational process?
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HART:

Probably not much. They conceivably would have an effect on not
reducing the number of males that much. You couldnʼt possibly
reduce the number of males from 4,000 to 2,000. So the
complaints might have...I think that might have happened anyway.
The Dartmouth Plan. So, who knows? People always like to
remember the way it was when they were there. On the other
hand, if a business always stays the same, it is not going to
succeed. It has to adapt.

CARROLL:

What was the effect of the women on the classrooms and the
classroom atmosphere once they arrived?

HART:

I find that they are much more passive. They are afraid to take
risks in the sense of...suppose you are dealing with a difficult poem.
They are not as willing to hazard a guess on what this might mean;
whereas, a male, you know...generalizing... might say “Well, maybe
it is this way.” The women arenʼt. They are much more
agreeable...the women. You will very often in a class get a couple
of males who are real sons of bitches and they will fight you all the
way. You know, and just...usually sit in the back of the room and
you know there is going to be trouble. They often have a baseball
hat on backwards. [Laughter]

CARROLL:

Did you change your teaching at all when the women arrived on
campus?

HART:

No. I got into, as Red Barber used to say for the Dodgers, a bit of a
rhubarb when I was teaching a big course in the Literature of the
1920ʼs. I had to teach The Sun Also Rises and we have Jake
Barnesʼ problem, the trouble with Brit and all the sexual problems in
the book. So I had to, you know, talk about them. One female
student wrote a letter to the Chairman saying that Professor Hart is
talking about sex all the time. Fortunately, two students were
recording these lectures and another student in shorthand, so I
could prove that, you know, I wasnʼt talking about sex all the time. I
was just teaching this book.

CARROLL:

And [Ernest] Hemingway does a lot of talking about sex.

HART:

Yeah. What else? [Laughter]

CARROLL:

Itʼs interesting. Do you think there were growing pains during
coeducation or did it go rather smoothly?
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HART:

For me, it did. I can understand being...you know, the first group or
groups of women might have felt excluded, maybe abused. I donʼt
know; but I do not frequent fraternities or dormitories. I remember
when I first came in ʻ63, I was invited to a cocktail party. I think at
SAE and I found out that their idea of a cocktail party was beer in
paper cups at 8 p.m., plastic cups at 8 p.m. It just didnʼt cut
the...[Laughter]

CARROLL:

That doesnʼt do it. There was also, I have read about it, in The D
after the Cambodian Invasion, a large protest on campus. Kemeny
is just in office and he calls off all classes and has a teach-in. Do
you remember that event?

HART:

Yeah. I held my classes anyway.

CARROLL:

What was the atmosphere on campus like at that time?

HART:

Near hysteria. I suppose...well, the hysteria had been increasing
since 1968 when we had the terrible events in Chicago at the
Democratic Convention. I was tear-gassed at the Republican
Convention in Miami. The Vietnam Veterans Against the War
rushed the auditorium and the State Police came out of the ground
with riot costumes. They had tubes that looked like mortars and
were popping off these grenades. I said, “Wait a minute. Iʼm for
Nixon.”

CARROLL:

And you got through.

HART:

You know, I thought, “Itʼs a war. Why get excited.” There was a
great deal of what I thought was irrational, probably mixed up with
the drug culture of the times, too. I refused to cancel. Most
students came to my Eighteenth Century course. I said that, except
for the Vietnamese, themselves, Dr. Johnson is more important
than Vietnam. And I think so.

CARROLL:

I am kind of curious. When you talk about coeducation, I want to
talk about diversity and the increasing diversity of the student body
and the faculty in just a second; but, to set that into perspective, I
was wondering what you think the role of tradition is at Dartmouth?
It is the rallying cry of so many of the alumni.

HART:

Well, tradition is what you say...a vehicle of identity. Each school
has traditions of various kinds. Some bad. But Princeton is a
different institution from Dartmouth. It has a different history. It is
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more southern in important ways than Dartmouth is. And Yale has
its own culture. So tradition is a shorthand, I suppose, for these
various aspects that are felt things and do give meaning to any
institution. The traditions of the Marine Corps are different from the
traditions...

[End of Tape 1, Side B -- Beginning of Tape 2, Side A]

CARROLL:

We were talking about the role of traditions at Dartmouth and I was
curious, what do you think are the traditions that define Dartmouth?

HART:

Outdoors. Environment. I mean, inextricably, it is going to be
different from Columbia or Harvard. Therefore, you will have
people who, for example, might like to play football but also like to
ski. That type of person is going to want to use the environment.
Or hike or go to Moosilauke or so on. Also, New Hampshire has itʼs
own feeling, well expressed in the whole ambiance of Robert Frost,
which is a kind of tough minded and skeptical attitude toward
existence. Very different from Walt Whitman or someone, you
know, who is just not going to give that much. You have to find it in
the poem and New Hampshire is a conservative state in that sense;
although, I think Libertarian adds its impulses, too.
Highly
individualistic. So Dartmouth is in New Hampshire which does
have consequences.
There are funny things about Dartmouth...a lot of funny things.
Superficially, one funny thing is the absence of beds of flowers.
That might have to do with the climate. It would look much better if
you had...I spoke recently down at Washington and Lee...

CARROLL:

I never thought of that.

HART:

Yeah. And that place even...it is south...but in May the place is full
of roses and petunias. It is sort of a happy kind of a thing.
Dartmouth is very austere.

CARROLL:

Very puritan.

HART:

Yeah. A lot of pine trees. [Laughter]
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CARROLL:

Thatʼs true. I will have to look around again. So many times when
alumni protest something, it is with the reasoning of tradition behind
them, and I think it is wonderful to sort of put it in perceptive what
traditions counted and what donʼt. Whose role is that to do?

HART:

I think you canʼt invent a tradition, you know. The Dean comes out
one day and says “Men. Weʼve got a new tradition. We are going
to sit on that fence over there.” It either happens or it doesnʼt; but
you should not...responsible people should not, without great
consideration, attack customary usages, let alone frivolously.
Singing is a tremendous tradition at Yale. The Wiffenpoof are sort
of at the top of the pyramid, but there are hundreds of these groups,
apparently. I stay at the Yale Club often. I have my shirt there.
Once a year, they have a tradition called Singing through the Club
and all these groups come down to New Haven and they are
singing all over in banquet halls and in rooms, and they pass
through the main lounge and the thing finally ends up with the
Wiffenpoofs, and all the groups come together and they all sing
together. It is great power. If I were a secondary high school
student and interested in voice, I would certainly be drawn to Yale.
So why should they fool around with that?

CARROLL:

Well, Kemeny really came into office and took on a lot of what were
the sacred traditions or at least images of those traditions. He
brought in coeducation and then he issued a comment where he
said that Dartmouth were going to make an attempt to attract
increasing numbers of Blacks, Native Americans and
disadvantaged New England youth. I was wondering, what was the
effect of that declaration on the campus?

HART:

It is not an innocent declaration because, as I say, he who says (a),
has to say (b). And what you get are these outgroups coming in
with something like 200 points lower in their S.A.T. scores. There is
no reason for Dartmouth to have someone with that deficient
qualification.
It doesnʼt mean that that person canʼt go to college. They could go
to [University of New Hampshire] UNH or they could go Saint
Anselmʼs or go to Colgate or go to Syracuse. There is no reason
for the first line colleges to have this, except perhaps on artistic
grounds, like a painter says “We need a little green here, a little
black” or something, you know. No.
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A college is primarily an institution...itʼs primary mission is
knowledge and intellect...not exclusively. Itʼs a community, but it
also has to sustain itself. No. I think we have gone scandalously
far in the direction of social work.
CARROLL:

How easy was it or is it to integrate those groups into the student
body?

HART:

Apparently not good. They seemed to be resentful and the
students are resentful of them. They know they arenʼt as good in
class. From my point of view, say there would be two aspects...Say
I have a lecture course or something largely lecture...thirty-five
students up to whatever...three hundred students. It doesnʼt matter,
really, how good the students are in that course. They write their
papers and get their grades.
In a seminar, it can be embarrassing if there is this guy there that
doesnʼt belong there and weʼre dealing with something complicated.
It really...everybody is embarrassed, including the student. So it is
no favor. Tom Sowell talks about fit and his point is that you donʼt
have to stuff somebody into Berkeley. He can just as well go to
Irvine or UCSC [University of California at Santa Cruz] or
somewhere and be happy.

CARROLL:

Did Dartmouth have to create certain support groups for these
people or support systems, I guess, for tutoring, whatever?

HART:

Yeah. They had the Bridge Program. Black students, I think
entirely, would come up and spend the summer getting some
tutoring...that kind of thing. Iʼm absolutely not opposed to that.
I am opposed to courses which arenʼt courses in Black Studies
which are advocacy groups, support groups. The history of those
things...Womenʼs Studies, Black Studies, Indian Studies...is that
they were sold to the institution ostensibly as looking for new
material that would then be incorporated into the History
Department, the Psychology Department, the Anthropology
Department, whatever. But, no. They become established and
they apparently are here forever and what they are now is sort of
annex colleges that arenʼt really...they arenʼt producing anything.
Most of the people who teach them arenʼt notable in the quarterlies,
except they now have their own little magazines which they publish.
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CARROLL:

Although as a follow-through, the man they just got to head the
Native Americans Studies Program, Colin Calloway is quite a power
house.

HART:

Thatʼs good.

CARROLL:

Yeah. I have been impressed reading some of his things. When
they established those departments, what I am wondering about is
how do you establish a department where there is no tradition of
scholarship. What do you use to teach; what are the tools?

HART:

Obviously, it has been a problem and the tools have been created;
sometimes honestly, sometimes dishonestly.
I had a friend
teaching at San Francisco State. I think he was on the curriculum
committee and they tried to do a decent Black Studies Program. It
was taken over by the Black Panthers, actually, but they tried to get
it going. They were mimeographing up stuff...slave diaries...you
know, that hadnʼt been published. They had to re-create the text for
the course; but it is a problem.

CARROLL:

Was that ever discussed when those departments were initially put
together?

HART:

I donʼt remember it being discussed. No.

CARROLL:

I didnʼt find any discussion of it in the campus newspaper or in the
minutes of the faculty meetings; but I thought, perhaps, informally
among one and other, the faculty might have...

HART:

Maybe it is the kind of question you donʼt usually raise. You know,
where is the material? You know, big silence. [Laughter]

CARROLL:

But every department, every course, has to pass through a
committee, does it not?

HART:

Yeah, but the committees are increasingly porous. In fact, thatʼs
become useful around the country.
Course like Columbiaʼs
Humanities went to Homer through Dostoyevsky in a year, are not
being put in as electives around the country. You know, if you can
teach the Nicaraguan Lesbian poets for college credit, why not
Homer? And there is no answer.

CARROLL:

When did the impact of women and minorities on the faculty make
itself felt?
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HART:

CARROLL:

Well, the College bringing in women had to bring in women faculty
and made a big effort to do so with mixed success, I think. We
have some very good women in the English Department. We have
some who are entirely unacceptable. In one case, the department
voted against tenure and Kemeny promoted her anyway. But, you
know, you can live with it. In many cases, it is not a happy
experience.
Was the English Department the one with the first tenured female?
Was it Blanche Gelfant?

HART:

It may be. I am not sure that Navarro might not have been...

CARROLL:

Slipped in over there.

HART:

Something. Yeah. I donʼt know what it was.

CARROLL:

Did that change the offerings or the courses that were being taught
in any way?

HART:

Yeah. I am sure that...I donʼt think Blanche would have taught the
usual classical authors, Mark Twain, Henry James, whatever; but I
think now not...with some justice, I think you might find Sarah Orne
Jewett or The Awakening or, you know, something that...You know,
I donʼt see any reason not to read Uncle Tomʼs Cabin. You know, it
is atrociously written and cartoon characters. Nonetheless, it has
reverberations you can consider. You can usefully say, “Why isnʼt it
great literature?”

CARROLL:

I am curious...this is something that is not quite directly at
Dartmouth. I am curious in general how one decides when
contemporary literature should be put into the curriculum. I am
thinking of someone like Toni Morrison who often times shows up in
the course syllabi.

HART:

I think with great caution. Now, there are different ways of looking
at it. Lionel Trilling...have you read much of him or any of him?

CARROLL:

A little, but not anywhere near “the opus”.

HART:

He didnʼt think modern literature should be taught at all.

CARROLL:

I knew that.
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HART:

But that derived at least in part from his own perspective of what he
wanted to do with literature because he saw literature as embedded
in culture and so he was not drawn to a recent book which would
not have been commented enough on. You know, he wanted
Wordsworth where “so and so says. So and so says. So and so
rejects and accepts and praises or attacks him.”...and then sort of
look at the whole thing and bring it forward.
He did give a famous course in twentieth-century literature at
Columbia; but, by the time he gave it, say in 1960, ʻ61, after all The
Waste Land had been around for twenty-five, thirty, forty years...22
to 62, letʼs say...and talk about commentary. There is plenty of
commentary.

CARROLL:

A lot longer than the poem itself by a long shot. So when does one
decide, how does decide to place contemporary literature into the
books?

HART:

Well, how about one course called Contemporary American
Literature? You can read, you know, poems that are being written
this afternoon, if you want to. It would be interesting. You know,
without any commentary, how good is this? Why is it good?

CARROLL:

I think it would be kind of scary, I think, to some of the students who
are accustomed to falling back and looking at critics and what they
have said about x, y or z.

HART:

Well, I. A. Richards gave a famous course at Cambridge which
resulted in his book called Practical Criticism where he assigned
poems from all periods, but without any authors or dates. So you
had to, you know, say what you thought.

CARROLL:

That would be fun, I think. Great fun.
You are quoted as saying in 1980 that the curriculum at that time
was fragmented and it lacked what you called narrative content…
That the parts were greater than the whole. I was wondering if you
could explain that a bit.

HART:

Well, it is almost a commonplace in cultural history that close to the
center of the Western mind is what is called Athens and Jerusalem,
Socrates and Jesus. Athens, being both a city and a symbol and
the symbol meaning a tradition of cognition; Jerusalem both city
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and tradition, a tradition of holiness. And you can see these,
Athens and Jerusalem, emerge first in Homer, where you have the
nobility of the warrior, but which presumes a kind of nobility of soul,
too. The warrior is in the foreground. What Socrates does is
internalize the heroism of Homer, or Achilles, Odysseus. The hero
becomes the philosopher, what he knows. On the other side, you
have Moses, who was an epic hero in many ways like
Achilles...warrior, leader, nation builder; but you get the beginnings
of a holy tradition with his teaching of the Ten Commandments as
expanded in the rest of the Homeric mosaic epic. And he dies like
an epic hero, looking at the Promise Land from Mount Pisgah.
So, as Socrates internalizes the Homeric heroic, Jesus internalized
the Mosaic heroic where Moses looks out to behavior. “Thou shalt
not commit adultery.” Jesus says “Thou shalt not look upon a
woman with lustful thought.” Or Moses says “Thou shalt not
commit murder”...”kill”. He means murder. It is in the context of the
law. Jesus says “You shall not look upon someone with anger.” So
the whole thing becomes an internal heroism which people call
“holiness”. Now, everybody has been talking about this paradigm,
Werner Jaeger...what is his name...[Sextus Empiricus?] Empidea,
[Claude] Lévi-Strauss, [Friedrich] Nietzsche.
Nietzcheʼs superman is the man who can combine Athens and
Jerusalem. Caesar “with the heart of soul of Christ”, he says which
is, of course, a myth. So you have these paradigms and they come
together in first century Near East. Principally, in the figure of Paul,
but backed up by the Evangelists, all of whom wrote in Greek.
Greece came to the Near East through the conquests of Alexander
the Great. You can start with Alexandria and eighty other cities.
You get the synthesis of Athens and Jerusalem in Paulʼs uneasy
synthesis. But Paul was a Roman citizen...wrote in Greek. He is a
rabbi and John, at the beginning of his gospel says in the beginning
was the “word” which is the Greek, logos. It comes out of Greek
philosophy. So you get this dialectic, which is there in the
beginning, and rattles right thorough history, through all of the great
literature of the West and I think makes the West different from
China.
The Chinese symbols are the Wall and the Forbidden City and the
millennia of silence. There are no contradictions in China. There is
no Athens in Jerusalem...no polarities of that kind, so they donʼt
have much to say.
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The West moves from St. Augustine to Voltaire through the
Enlightenment, which moved far in the direction of Athens and
philosophy. But Dostoyevsky says no to that and Raskolnikov
kisses the crossroads and we are in St. Petersburg. So you get the
great cathedral of Chartres and you get the Golden Gate Bridge in
the West.
And that is what I would mean by a paradigm for a curriculum or
one course. I am going to teach a version of that next spring at a
small college in Massachusetts...Nichols College...and see if I can
do it by teaching The Iliad, The Inferno and, say, Hamlet and The
Tempest for four weeks.
CARROLL:

Thatʼs a lot to put into four weeks.

HART:

Yeah. Have a quiz every morning.

CARROLL:

So when you were talking about needing to have a kind of cohesion
in the curriculum, you would like to have seen themes that would be
understood throughout the different courses.

HART:

Well, Columbia does it in one course...their Humanities 1, 2...all
freshmen take it and I wouldnʼt want to go and...you know, there are
lots of things to take...art, music, math, science and so on. So by
no means monopolize the curriculum.
Rosenstock-Huessy
importantly said in class in 1947 that the purpose of education is to
...is the citizen. What is the product of education supposed to look
like? And he said “The citizen;” by which he meant, he said, the
person who, if necessary, can refound his civilization. In other
words, who knows the constituent aspects of Western
civilization...as I have just outlined and that would be one definition
of what the citizen ought to know.

CARROLL:

When you were going through and there were so many curricular
changes that were coming about during the ʻ60ʼs and ʻ70ʼs, what
was the system for vetting those courses and setting standards?

HART:

In the English Department, you would propose a course...you would
give a course description and a reading list and so on. You would
go to the departmental committee...Committee on the Curriculum.
Then it would go from there up through the division...the Humanities
Division...to a divisional committee, I suppose. And then, at a
faculty meeting...a general faculty meeting...the recommendation
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positive...there would be no recommendations that would be
negative...would come forward for general approval.
CARROLL:

You were a main advocate for retaining the Canon through all of
this.

HART:

The Canon did not exist when I came here.

CARROLL:

Thatʼs interesting. When did it come about?

HART:

Well, it didnʼt exist when I was a freshman, either, but the structure
of the English major was more sequential. There was more
structure to the whole curriculum; but I certainly would have wanted
to change the direction. I donʼt think a person ought to graduate
without reading the important books. Not exclusively. [President
James O.] Freedman said a remarkable thing. Someone said “Do
you think every student should read a play by Shakespeare?” and
his answer was “Well. No. They might miss something wonderful
like Toni Morrison”, which reminded me of Lyndon Johnson saying
that [President Gerald] Gerry Ford couldnʼt walk and chew gum at
the same time. [Laughter]

CARROLL:

Well, how did the Canon come about? How did that image of the
Canon come about?

HART:

Usually consensus over a long period of time.

CARROLL:

How would you sort of define this Canon?

HART:

Dr. [Samuel] Johnson said in his preface to Shakespeare that a
classic is a book that continues to be widely read and talked about
after one hundred years. And he named that length of time
because it would mean that it did not just have topical
appeal...address some issue that was here for a time and then
disappeared. In a sense, that is why we donʼt read Uncle Tomʼs
Cabin as literature. But it was wildly successful when it came out.
So, if you go back, Homer was written down in about 800 B.C. It
probably had been oral literature for several hundred years before
that; but there has never been a century in which Homer was
thought to be irrelevant to the life of the mind. The same is true of
Dante, for example. Dante has been more commented on than any
other...The Divine Comedy has been more commented on than any
other work except the Bible. It has been translated into Japanese
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and Thai and so there begins to emerge books of that character. I
think, myself...and this is probably...when this book comes out, I
conclude with Dostoyevsky but also with Gatsby, which seems
much less...but I donʼt think so. It came out in ʻ25. This is now ʻ97.
It is approaching Johnsonʼs 100 years. And I think it has a richness
of texture that we can say now that it isnʼt just about the Jazz Age.
It is not about bootlegging and so forth. It makes a permanent
statement.
CARROLL:

I want to sort of switch gears a little bit here. In 1980 also, there
was a challenge to trustee elections that Dr. John Steel from the
Class of ʻ54 challenged the slate of candidates. Could you talk
about that a little bit? What happened and what the issues were?

HART:

Yeah. I was close to that. Steel had several children go to
Dartmouth. I have forgotten the sequence; but around that time,
one of them, John Steel, Jr., I think, was a varsity tennis player, first
on the team. Steel had other children coming along and owned a
house down here on Route 10, south of the College. So he spent a
lot of time here. He took great interest in the things going on. For
example, he would go around and talk to professors and get to
know them, attend their lectures and things. So he had a very
active interest, unlike most trustees who come for the weekend.
Now, he was strong on the Indian symbol. What else he was
running on, I am not so sure at this point.

CARROLL:

I believe that it was clear during this election, when Kemeny had
already tendered his resignation and that he would be part of the
search by the Trustees voting on the next President. I believe
thatʼs true.

HART:

Yeah. I think in a general way without...I think went the Trustee
ballot goes out, it has printed on it a brief statement of what these
people want and I donʼt want to read later time back into it, but he
may well have wanted to protect the undergraduate identity of the
College as against more graduate study. Yeah. In general, a
consolidation of what he thought Dartmouth was, and felt that there
were threats to that.

CARROLL:

Why do you think there was so much opposition to his taking what
was actually a legal challenge to this election process?

HART:

Well, it raised all kinds of hell and had a lot to do with The
Dartmouth Review being founded. He represented an opinion that
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there had been too much change or change of the wrong kind, I
think. So, without being able to specify it, I think he was a protest
candidate and Dartmouth doesnʼt like protests, except certain
protests.
So he won that election and there were many scandals attached to
the process. His election...his vote was first challenged by the
administration on the grounds that he had...among his list of
supporters, it included Ron Campion [ʼ55], who owned Campionʼs.
Campion indicated that he had been pressured to take his name off
the list. Whoever it was that had added him to the list hadnʼt got a
signature from him...not having been in the Nixon Campaign.
[Laughter]
So Campion claimed that they had used him
illegitimately. Dartmouth owned his store, so it wouldnʼt take much
pressure for him to... And then there was fakery, I think, a
recounting of the ballots. [J. Michael] Mike McGeanʼs [ʼ49] office
was counting them. You could see through the envelopes and
begin to get an impression. It amounted to a poll on the way the
election was going. So, at that point, Steel, as I recall, knowing that
there was monkey business going on, came here. He hired a
lawyer and made sure that the process was intact. Then he won.
Things were counted and, in fact, he won.
CARROLL:

Quite largely.

HART:

Yes. Then they held up seating him while all kinds of, I think, bogus
issues were raised. They finally seated him, I think, at the August
meeting of the Trustees up at whatever it is called.

CARROLL:

Minary Center.

HART:

Right. So...

CARROLL:

What were they scared of?

HART:

They thought he would be a right-wing fanatic. I mean, liberals tend
to think that everyone outside of the liberal ambiance is probably a
militia man or something...goes drilling over in Beaver Meadow...not
in the club.
As a matter of fact, he turned out to be an extremely conscientious
and civil individual who made no trouble at all. And, after he
finished his first term, as I remember, the Trustees re-voted him for
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a second term. So there was a lot of sound and fury without much
going on.
I mentioned The Dartmouth Review. There was something going
on. It was a criticism of Kemeny in some way, or his policy.
Anyway, Fossedal, [Gregory] Greg Fossedal [ʼ81] was a remarkable
character who became the first editor of The Dartmouth Review, did
so because he had been forced out as editor for The Daily
Dartmouth. What he did as editor was write a signed column under
his own name, not a corporate editorial, supporting Steel. Then the
staff was rebellious, but he was editor...had been elected. There is
some kind of committee that runs The Dartmouth and they got
Fossedal to resign. I am not sure how; but he was then at liberty to
start a new newspaper, which he immediately did.
CARROLL:

Let me stop you right there.

END OF INTERVIEW
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Jeffery Hart ʻ51

INTERVIEWED BY: Jane Carroll
PLACE:

Baker Library
Hanover, New Hampshire

DATE:

July 18, 1997

CARROLL:

This is the 18th of July, 1997, and I am speaking with Jeffrey Hart
for the second time. You had mentioned the desire to enlarge upon
some of the things that we had touched upon last time, and you
mentioned to me something called the Vigilance Committees in
1947. What were they and how did they work?

HART:

Well, they were very prominent during what is now called Freshman
Week. I think it was still called Freshman Week. They were upper
classmen, very likely seniors, who wore white trousers and
sweaters and black hats and their job was to enforce the hazing
regulations against freshmen such as carrying luggage,
furniture...anything...for upper classmen, wearing your beanie.
Sometimes, for nothing, they would act up and be nasty. So those
were, you know, not exactly a welcoming thing. Most people took it
in good spirit, but I didnʼt think it was a good idea.

CARROLL:

Did it last for a week? This vigilance?

HART:

Yes, but you were supposed to wear your beanie until Dartmouth
won itʼs homecoming football game.

CARROLL

And if they didnʼt win?

HART:

You kept it for the whole semester. [Laughter]

CARROLL:

It made you root really hard. Do you know what the tradition was
for the Vigilance Committees? How long it had been going?
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HART:

I just donʼt know.

CARROLL:

I will have to look that up. Then you had also mentioned the Ray
Cirrotta story.

HART:

Oh, yes. By that time, I had left Dartmouth and I was working in
New York, so I followed it first in the newspapers. It was a big
story. Before that, I lived on the fourth floor of Wheeler Hall and I
had two roommates or rather a single room on the same hall, fourth
floor. He was universally considered to be a real crumb. He had
gone out for football…not made it.
He was a quarterback...hopelessly inadequate for that post.
Nonetheless, what got him into serious trouble after I left Dartmouth
was that he bought a football...varsity D football sweater from one
of the players. I guess the player needed money. And he was
wearing this thing around, which enraged the other players. By that
time, he was living in Massachusetts Hall...I think North Mass. and
they went up into his room to...expecting him not to be there...to
turn his desk drawers upside down and what not, to tie the sheets
in knots...but he came in. There was a scuffle, and he hit the floor
or hit something and died. The autopsy...it turned out that he had
an eggshell thing in his skull, so even the smallest...if hit just right, I
suppose, the smallest thing would be fatal. He easily could have
died on Memorial Field, I suppose, if he had actually been out
there. The people who assaulted him...I think correctly...got kicked
out. They all finished up somewhere else.

CARROLL:

As you said, at one point, you thought about writing a story or a
novel around this.

HART:

Yeah. I wrote...I would say half of a novel and, by that time I had
got me a job at Simon and Schuster as a junior editor, first reader,
basically. They gave me that job instead of an advance and I took
the job because I had a tennis club bill to pay. [Laughter]

CARROLL:

What was it about the story that grabbed your imagination?

HART:

It was basically a college novel and it struck me that it would be a
good thing to have that story at the center of it. It wouldnʼt just be
an autobiographical account.
It would have an objective
development in it. It was coming along, but then I went into the
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Navy and, by the time I returned to the thing, I was a different
person, really, than the author of that.
CARROLL:

I can well understand. We had ended up last in talking about the
John Steel campaign to become a trustee and you had said that
you wanted to talk a bit more about the issues that were involved in
that.

HART:

Well, it is difficult for me to remember exactly what the issues were
when he ran. It was clear that he was a protest candidate in a
traditional direction. I remember that he did stress the Indian
symbol. Now, in retrospect, I see the Indian symbol controversy, if
it were that...abolishing the Indian symbol, letʼs say...as the advent
of minorityism. In other words, no sensible person thinks that an
image put on the currency...the nickel, the dime and so on...as a
racist thing; but old Dartmouth had to abolish it because some
Indians objected...particularly Indian ideologues like Michael Dorris,
who may not have been an Indian. Anyway, Dinesh DʼSousa [ʼ83],
I think he was the second editor of The Dartmouth Review,
conducted a poll of some 300, I think, Indian Chiefs around the
country. All of them, except one or two, were for the Indian symbol.
However, ideologically, it had to be abolished. So, in retrospect,
Steel either saw something there or was in love with the Indian
symbol for itʼs own sake, but I think there Steel had his finger on the
pulse of a negative direction at Dartmouth. I suppose, in a larger
sense, he was talking about the identity of the College.
Now I just skimmed an article celebrating Freedmanʼs tenth
anniversary in which he, himself, says that, among his
achievements, are putting in these studies programs...Womenʼs
Studies and so forth...which, I think, is a dilution of the curriculum
and really bogus on...it is a politicization of the curriculum. They
are never going to get rid of these things. They are not going to
meld them into the Psychology or the History Department. They
are their own type of thing and they are outside the ordinary
structure, so I consider those to be negative things. In addition to
trivia...and not all trivia is really trivia...things like censoring the
Bible and Drum sign outside of the Tavern Room at the Inn...now
called the Ivy Grill. It used to be called the Bible and Drum. So
they didnʼt want any references to Eleazar Wheelock in there, let
alone bibles and drums and all kinds of things like that. Changing
college songs; which, after all, were written by people like Richard
Hovey and so forth.
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I think, you know, saying, I think, that the chances of Harvard
changing itʼs song “Ten Thousand Men of Harvard” is zero. They
would think you were nuts even to suggest it. But Dartmouth has to
scurry with the trends that way. Freedman even thinks he did a
good job in that respect.
CARROLL:

You made a comment that I liked very much where you said that
Dartmouth has a very weak institutional ego. I like that. Could you
explain and enlarge upon that a bit?

HART:

Itʼs a complicated thing. Harvard knows what it is...a great research
university. Yale is a little bit Avis-y in relation to Harvardʼs Hertz.
They still feel they are pretty good and they do something very well
that Harvard doesnʼt do. Nonetheless, they know who they are.
Columbia certainly does, rather hard-fistedly. Trilling once told me
that Columbia is not alma mater. It is dura mater and Barazin once
remarked to me...he was “This place is run like U. S. Steel.”
[Laughter] So Columbia wants to be first rate. No sentiment. More
like the University of Chicago than like Dartmouth or Princeton.
The schools have different identities.
Dartmouth does not like itʼs reputation of being a party school,
being an outdoor school and so forth, so it wants to be more
intellectual. Not more intelligent. More intellectual. I donʼt think of
myself as an intellectual because I donʼt like the word. I think it is a
social category rather than a functional category in that an
intellectual, sociologically, is a member of the middle class and in
rebellion against the middle class. Mostly this comes from the left,
but can very much come from, say, a fascist direction. I have
known fascists who use the word “bourgeoisie” with as much
contempt as any communist. So I donʼt feel that rebellion against
the middle class. I just try to be as intelligent as I can and do not
consider myself, in that way, an intellectual. I think of them about
the same way Burke thought of the Philosophes in France.

CARROLL:

You said that maybe what Dartmouth should be or should design
itself to be is the best undergraduate liberal arts education around,
and I was wondering what would make it that? What is it we need
to do?

HART:

Well, they should have...Dartmouth...any undergraduate school,
sharply distinguished from graduate work, should have in mind
what it wants to produce in terms of an educated person and I have
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defined it, quoting Rosenstock-Huessy as a person who can, if
necessary refound his civilization. This does not mean going off
onto all highways and byways of eccentric subjects. You already
commit yourself to some centrality in that respect. If you want to put
in Caribbean studies, thatʼs a waste of time. It is fine for graduate
work; but it is not germane to this. Nor is Confucius, for that
matter...most of the American political tradition comes from England
and the language comes from England. The literature that we all
read comes mostly from England and thus the linguistic skills.
So, when you say recreate a civilization, you are looking at a
curriculum that more or less shapes itself. If Dartmouth did that,
Freedman would be on the front cover of Newsweek...if he got rid of
all the junk. But he would be terrified to do that. It would be
unfashionable. But you would immediately see an upgrading,
further upgrading, of the student body. The student body is good
enough, but it could be a lot better. I certainly donʼt advocate going
the St. Johnʼs Annapolis route.
CARROLL:

Great books.

HART:

Totally great books. I donʼt think that you have to study the Works
of Ptolomy to understand Ptolomaic astronomy. Dartmouth defuses
its effort and wastes itʼs resources on things that arenʼt central.

CARROLL:

When you were teaching, you really had to teach through the very
rebellious and protesting years...the ʻ60ʼs and ʻ70ʼs.

HART:

Yes.

CARROLL:

At one point, in the notes that you handed me, you said you thought
a lot of it had to do with the drug culture that sprang up then.

HART:

Yes.

CARROLL:

To what extent do you think that was part of what happened?
Which is the chicken and which is the egg?

HART:

Take one step back from that. I have said that in March of ʻ68, I
went out to California to work for Reagan and worked for him
through July, and protest in California in ʻ68 made anything that
happened at Dartmouth look like ping-pong. People getting killed
out there and, you know, you might have an angry Black group
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here, but the Black Panthers were right over there in Oakland,
California, and people were getting shot.
I mean, Reagan could say things there that people would be
shocked by back here in the East publicly about... Some Black
Panthers and radicals at Berkeley were threatening a blood bath
and Reagan said at his press conference, “If they want a blood
bath, they will have a blood bath.” That was about the way it was
and he meant it. So after that, even the occupation of Parkhurst
seemed to me to be pretty tame.
However, the same principle was involved. Does anyone, for any
reason, have a right to interfere with the ordinary operations of a
college and prevent perhaps the majority from going to the classes
when they want to go to them? My position was... and if I had had
any power to enforce it, would have been...to throw out the people
who were causing trouble. If I had to throw out 500, fine. If I had to
throw out 1,000, fine. We can go back to the waiting list and call
other people.
CARROLL:

How much do you think the drug culture contributed to the spirit of
rebellion?

HART:

It was part of it. Whether...I think synergistically, they fed each
other. But there was one year where I wondered what I was doing
here. I would go to class. I think I was teaching the broad... It
didnʼt bother me so much in advanced seminars or serious lectures,
but we had a survey course, introduction to the major, then sort of
to introduce people to the range of from Chaucer through more
modern stuff and the students were so drugged up that I couldnʼt
get any response. They were so glassy-eyed. The thing was pretty
bad. Ian Alsop was Stewart Alsopʼs son and he disappeared. Last
I heard, he was in Tibet somewhere in search of the Maharishi or
something, and Governor Gilligan, I think his name was, from
Michigan had a son in that class, too, who was totally disengaged
from anything going on in the classroom.
I remember...this actually applied to my eighteenth century course.
I just sort of exempted that. At the end of one term, I gave a blue
book final exam in 105 Dartmouth. And at the end of the thing, I
said, “Time is up. Bring is the blue books.” They all brought in the
blue books and one guy handed in his blue book and said, “This is
the best essay I have ever written.” I said, “Well, I will put it on the
top of the pile. Canʼt wait to read it.” I went back to Sanborn and
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opened the thing. There was one solid line across the top of the
page. Thatʼs all. He had apparently written over and over and over
or something in that one line. There was just nothing. So I failed
him. It didnʼt matter because he was on his way out anyway, I
guess.
CARROLL:

How did you teach in the midst of this stupor?

HART:

It was very depressing. I thought of taking leave, investigating
maybe three years of leave and, you know, going back to New York
and working in journalism; but, plugged along.
What killed the drugs in my view was L.S.D. It really was
dangerous stuff because you could not tell what effect it was going
to have. More than most, I think, amphetamines and so on. People
were walking out of third story windows and falling off fire escapes
and that type of thing.
Humorously, several years later, I met Tim Leary in New York. By
that time, he had reverted to his Catholic altar boy persona and he
consented to a glass of wine, which he didnʼt drink. He was on his
way down to Princeton to address a psychiatric convention, taking a
position against permissiveness.
[Laugher]
I felt like the
dangerous character and he was very...[Laughter]

CARROLL:

Oh, that is lovely. This is a little bit later because I want to really
switch down now to The Dartmouth Review...the impact of the
founding of it, etc. I want to get that on paper. Now you started to
tell the story last time. I am going to ask you to back up and tell it
again about Greg Fossedal and his contretemps with The
Dartmouth...The Daily Dartmouth.

HART:

Okay. We are talking about the year 1980 and Reagan was
running for President. Had been for a year. John Steel...I have
forgotten for how long...had been getting up a campaign for trustee.
In the midst of this, Fossedal became editor of The Daily Dartmouth
in the normal changing-over process. And I am not sure how their
editorial process on The Dartmouth works, but no one apparently
was angry or bothered by the editorials themselves which are
unsigned and apparently represent a consensus position on the
newspaper.
But, Fossedal supported John Steel in a signed...what amounted to
a column, not a news thing, but why he supports John Steel. This
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led to trouble on the staff and then I urged Fossedal to fight. In fact,
humorously, I told him that he ought to announce that he is a
communist and a homosexual, in which case he would be
absolutely invulnerable. [Laughter] He didnʼt think that was funny.
Somehow, he was pushed off that board, so he wanted to...he had
in mind another newspaper.
At that same time, a quite different group at Aquinas House, the
Catholic Student Center, was thinking of starting what sounded to
me like it would be a newsletter or a...sort of a modest thing. The
Aquinas House, at the time, had a liberal Jesuit priest named Joe
Devlin. A very nice guy, but tauntingly unorthodox. For example,
he would wear the wrong color vestments at a particular celebratory
day. You were supposed to wear green, he wore blue. This kind of
thing and his interpretations were very suspect. I think he was
pretty gay besides...not actively on campus, any way. He had a
statue on his desk of two men kissing and this drove Monsignor
Nolan up the wall, but couldnʼt do much about it. So, parish politics.
By the way, I became a Catholic in 1968 after being a long time
Episcopalian.
Anyway, this group of say traditionalists, conservatives at the
Aquinas House wanted to start this traditionalist organ...newsletter.
Whatever. And they knew Fossedal and Fossedal pulled them into
his project of starting a newspaper, which would not be religious,
but would be political. Campus, and generally political. I think the
religious content simply dropped out.
CARROLL:

Typically.

HART:

Yeah. Yeah. Though Fossedal did, himself, become a Catholic. I
think the only time he went to church was his First Communion.
[Laughter] Anyway, the paper emerged and Fossedal was the
force behind it. From his experience on The Dartmouth, he knew
how to put out a paper, do layout, get it to the printer...that sort of
thing. So he was the person without whom the paper could not
have, in my view, emerged.
Now everyone thinks that I founded it. I had absolutely nothing to
do with founding the thing, though it did take shape partly in my
living room. I had separated and finally divorced my first wife and
moved into a house I had bought for my father, who had died in ʻ72.
So Benjamin [Hart ʻ81] at some point found that the Beta House
was much too noisy to study in so he moved into my house in
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Lyme. Thatʼs how I got involved at all, letʼs say in proximity, with
The Review, because Ben, Fossedal, Kenney Jones ʻ84, Dinesh
DʼSouza and people were there in my living room cooking up the
paper. People say that I am an advisor to the paper. As far as I
know, every bit of advice that I have ever given has been rejected.
[Laughter] I felt that the title Dartmouth Review was impossibly
bland and it should be more on the order of the magazines from the
1920ʼs like Broom and Blast, you know. Maybe Smoke Signals or
Tomahawk or some more, you know, less pastel thing. That got no
where. It didnʼt make any difference because The Dartmouth
Review then became less pastel.
CARROLL:

Was the name taken consciously to echo The National Review?

HART:

Yes. Fossedal adored Buckley and the National Review and the
layout of the magazine then and now imitates the National Review
and itʼs got the editorials in the front. First the correspondence and
then the editorials. Then the week. We called it “The Week in
Review” at the National Review. Then articles of different kinds and
culture in the back...book reviews, and so forth. Movie reviews in
the National Review. Sports in The Dartmouth Review. But
Fossedal also thought the National Review was kind of stodgy, so
he combined the National Review with The National Lampoon or
something like that for his sensibility and thatʼs how that emerged.

CARROLL:

How did he find [Stephen] Steve Kelley [ʼ81] whose graphics in the
beginning I think were just wonderful?

HART:

Well, Kelley was sympathetic to The Review and The Review would
publish stuff that The Dartmouth hesitated to publish. He didnʼt
totally leave The Dartmouth because it gave him a daily outlet, but
he has continued to be a conservative cartoonist on the order of
McNelly. McNelly is his model.

CARROLL:

Really. I will have to look for him then.

HART:

He is in Newsweek all the time, you know, on that page...

CARROLL:

Sure. The opening page where they have...

HART:

The New York Times, sometimes.
Union.

His base is the San Diego
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CARROLL:

I will have to look because I thought that the opening graphic, the
first page of the first issue of The Dartmouth Review was a lovely
skewering of graduates as they are sitting there and he is typing his
footnotes in his robe and cap and gown. It was lovely. Were you
drawn in as a consultant from the first or did this happen gradually?

HART:

No formal...the only formal thing I have ever had was to be on the
Board of Directors, which is mostly concerned with finances. They
would be very concerned if they came out and praised
[Massachusetts U. S. Senator Edward] Ted Kennedy or something,
but that is not likely.

CARROLL:

You end up being on whatʼs called the Advisory Board.

HART:

No. Not on that at all and never have been. Thatʼs people like
Russell Kirk and Tom Sowell and Sidney Zion. It is sort of window
dressing.

CARROLL:

Pat Buchanan, Norris Cotton, Gordon Humphrey, Jack Kemp...all of
those.

HART:

Yeah. Some of those have dropped...or, you know, died or left.

CARROLL:

Those people...to get on that board, must they have some sort of
connection or is this just their imprimatur...that this is something
they can support?

HART:

The position was, in choosing such people...Martin Anderson, for
example, too, comes to mind...Quite a few people not on your list
there, but some well known people. They would be glad to get
advice from them, but they have no duties.

CARROLL:

So they are held in reserve in case one needs advice?

HART:

Yes. Or possibly, in a crisis, they would have media access to lend
a hand.

CARROLL:

I am curious...The Dartmouth Review comes out...in one
issue...right before graduation in ʻ81 and then it comes out again...it
really begins publishing in earnest in ʻ82 in the fall.

HART:

No. It came out the same calendar year.

CARROLL:

Excuse me. The fall of ʻ81. I am sorry. You are right.
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HART:

They took the summer off.

CARROLL:

Exactly. And somehow over the summer, what started out as a
very small group of people, has blossomed and the masthead
now...or the list of people who are involved as either writers or
graphic artists or sports columnists has grown by leaps and
bounds. So I am curious, did people just...were they attracted to
this or had they gone out and recruited?

HART:

You mean from the first issue to, letʼs say, the present time, it has
grown a lot.

CARROLL:

I mean from the first issue to the second issue.

HART:

Well, I donʼt know. I think that I would speculate that people liked
the first issue and then came back in the fall and looked in and
wanted to sign up. But there is another factor in its growth. It has
also become a kind of club. They do things together. They have
pizzas, I think, on Wednesday nights from E.B.A ʻs [Everything But
Anchovies] and they have an annual banquet for the changeover to
the next editor. It is a social organization as well as a newspaper.
People like to do these things.

CARROLL:

And then it says at the bottom of the second issue, “A special
thanks to William F. Buckley, Jr. and George Plimpton.” What had
they done to earn the special thanks?

HART:

The example of Buckley and the example of the National Review.
Buckley could not...I donʼt suppose would have...joined officially an
advisory board. He could not because of his contract with the
National Review. He canʼt be on any other such advisory board.
He canʼt raise money for anything except the National Review. So
Fossedal came up with that formulation and Buckley, (b), would not
want to because he canʼt control it and, you know, who knows
what...and then who, indeed, knew? What sometimes might not
jump out of the newspaper?

CARROLL:

And George Plimpton because...

HART:

He writes these books where he plays football with the New York
Giants and he puts out The Paris Review. So I donʼt know why he
is in there. [Laughter]
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CARROLL:

Okay. Just thought I would ask. Where did the funding come from
for The Dartmouth Review?

HART:

Do you mean start up?

CARROLL:

Start up and then their abilities to deliver it free of cost.

HART:

It costs a lot more now than it did then and Fossedal actually put up
some of his own cash, like living, year tuition, or whatever
expenses. He had a thousand or something that he put up and that
was the first issue. Now there must have been a fund...sort of a
drive over the summer.
Send subscriptions or...I think the
subscriptions, called a donation, were twenty-five to start. I think it
has gone up to thirty-five now. But a lot of people, if they write a
check, are going to write one hundred and thatʼs where the money
comes from.

CARROLL:

There is a series of very contentious incidents that are connected to
The Review; but, before we start on this, I wanted to ask you...do
you know who came up with the motto, which I think is just
wonderful? “No one provokes me with impunity.”

HART:

It must be Fossedal.

CARROLL:

I always knew that in connection with the Scottish Crown, which
was their motto; but I hadnʼt seen it before and it sort of popped
right out at me.

HART:

I donʼt know who came up with the Teddy Roosevelt quote, either;
but it is also one of Nixonʼs favorite quotations. I mean, he likes
that because the man in the arena, however scarred or whatever, is
superior to the men of just thought or, you know...

CARROLL:

The first I want to talk with you about is what you call and referred
to as “The Baldwin Case”. Can you talk about that a little bit?

HART:

Most people know that as the Bill Cole case. The...

[End of Tape 3, Side A -- Beginning of Tape 3, Side B]
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CARROLL:

You were saying...

HART:

[Christopher] Chris Baldwin [ʼ89] was editor and some time...I am
sure it was during the fall term...he was sitting in his office in
downtown, no doubt with some other staffers, and a freshman
came in, whom they didnʼt know, and said, “You are not going to
believe what is going on in Music 5” or whatever it was--Bill Coleʼs
introductory course. And Baldwin said, “Well, whatʼs going on?”
He said, “Well, the guy isnʼt talking about music at all. He is
swearing. He is cursing Whites. He is using obscenities. He goes
out of the room most of the time and comes back. He plays records
and, you know, it is not an introduction to music.”
Baldwin says, “Come on. You must be exaggerating.” So, okay,
the guy went out and he came back a day or two later. He
recorded one of these lectures and what happened was Baldwin
transcribed this and published the thing verbatim in the newspaper,
which caused a big furor...phone calls back and forth between Cole
and The Review and Baldwin and so forth. They sought legal
advice and the lawyers said, “Get him to...offer him...write him and
offer him space...unedited space to reply to the transcript plus the
editorial comment on it.” So, with two other students...letʼs see if I
can remember their names...another editor...it will come to me, but
two other people went over to Coleʼs classroom and, after the class
was over, but during the transition between classes, went in to hand
him the letter offering him space to reply. So then a shouting match
developed and Cole called them racists and so on. I think they
shoved each other.
So Cole complained to the administration. Freedman gave a
speech on the steps of Parkhurst Hall with amplifiers and so on and
so forth denouncing racism...not mentioning anybody by name.
About four days before the COS [Committee on Standards]
hearing...I think it was called CCSC [College Committee on
Standards and Conduct]...which was a farce. At the end of it,
Baldwin was kicked out I think for six terms...suspended for six
terms, which amounts to expulsion and the others for lesser. John
Sutter [ʼ88] was the other guy. There was one other guy...I think
four...and then the others. The photographer, I think less.
So Baldwin decided, with the others, to fight it. Take it to court and
raised...the expected amount it was supposed to cost was about
$300,000. That turned out to be correct. So they got $150,000
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from the Olin Foundation and through other contributions. One of
the studentʼs father sold all the medical malpractice insurance west
of the Mississippi, I think, so he was able to put in some money,
too. They hired a very aggressive lawyer from New York, whoʼs
name I canʼt come up with, but a kind of Perry Mason type...a
courtroom performer. And the process went forward.
Everybody went and made appointments in Manchester to do
depositions for the Collegeʼs lawyer, who was a professional...not
the local Cary Clark. The thing went to court up in North Haverhill,
but one thing the College apparently did not expect was the
discovery process in a civil action. So the assistants to the lawyer
were carrying cartons and crates out of Parkhurst Hall. The stuff in
there was amazing, stuff which came out in the discovery process,
which, of course, was used in the court. Not only astonishing stuff
from Dean [Edward] Shanahan and the administration, but
astonishing things peripherally.
For example, before the hearing, the Deanʼs Office had
orchestrated a candlelight march against racism on Webster
Avenue and told the fraternities they had better participate in the
candlelight march. You know, candles will be given out for this
spontaneous demonstration. This kind of thing. Also in the
discovery process was a lot of correspondence from, indeed,
people serving on the CCSC [College Committee on Standards and
Conduct] back and forth from the Deanʼs Office saying that, “We
are really going to cook these guys, these sons of bitches.”
So, about the third day of the trial, I got the impression that the
judge could have thrown the case... He could have ordered the
students back into college like in ten minutes, but he let the thing go
on because he was so astonished at the behavior of the
administration. You know, it was just one skeleton after another
was leaping out of the closet.
CARROLL:

What were the grounds that they had used to justify expelling Chris
Baldwin?

HART:

It was a peculiar thing. It had the word “verbal”...but it sounded like
something...No. It was oral. Unwanted oral intrusion or something
like that. It sounded like it should be outlawed in Alabama, you
know. [Laughter]

CARROLL:

What was the upshot of the trial?
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HART:

The students immediately went back to class. The trial was not
finished. The decision hadnʼt been handed down, so they all lost
one term. The College gave them their next term free of tuition to
make up for that term. It cost the College $300,000 to lose the
thing, which sort of gives you a wake-up call and, at that point, the
Trustees got in touch with Dinesh DʼSouza and told him that, if he
and maybe a couple of other people connected with The Review
wished to talk with them at any time, they would see them to head
these things off before they happened. [Edward John] Rosenwald
[Jr. ʻ52], a Trustee, was a pretty nice guy. DʼSouza and he were
able to talk things over in a form of damage control.

CARROLL:

What happened to Bill Coles?

HART:

Well, he left angry because he said the College had not supported
him sufficiently. I donʼt know what more he could have expected
the College to do after they kicked people out.
But there was another aspect to it. He apparently wanted research
money to pursue his interest in exotic Third World instruments and
so forth, and was unhappy with the response to that. I donʼt know
what he was asking for. But [Dean of Faculty] Hans Penner had
had plenty of problems with him for just missing class. You know,
for angry reasons.
There is another feature. Cole has a wife, I think a former student,
who was teaching in the French Department and apparently a fairly
good teacher [Sarah E. Sully ʻ81]. She assigned an essay, pro or
con The Dartmouth Review, to be written in French. So some poor
guy, not knowing who she was or caring, turned in this terrific
paper. He wrote this in impeccable French. She failed him, so he
appealed to the department, you know. The department overruled
the professor, as they had to, and I think she quit. Then Cole quit.
I think he now has got his own band. He performs and does
whatever he does.

CARROLL:

Now the next event, perhaps I am not doing this in correct
chronologically, was that 60 Minutes shows up in town.

HART:

Yeah.

CARROLL:

How did they come to interview people at The Dartmouth Review?
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HART:

It was because of the publicity given to the Cole thing, I think. I am
sure that is true. Baldwin and everybody were on there. Morley
Safer looks just like Morley Safer. [Laughter]

CARROLL:

What was their point in the story?

HART:

The main point, so far as I could see...basically, it was reportorial.
This is whatʼs going on. Their main point was that the rebels in the
ʻ60ʼs used to be from the left. The rebels now, in the Age of
Reagan, are from the right. The thing was devastating to Cole
because they had him conspicuously there for several minutes of
interviews. He was obviously under the influence of something. He
was shaking and quivering and making little sense. So it was easy
to believe that he gave lousy lectures.

CARROLL:

What was the impact, do you think, of that story on the campus?

HART:

Oh, the faculty figured it was straight-out racism. The faculty
position, publicly anyway, is that the Black is always right. On the
other
hand,
people
often
phoned
me
up...not
for
quotation...obviously, after having several martinis and say, you
know, “I thought you handled that well” or something. The
conservative professors were in the closet then really because of
social pressures, I think.

CARROLL:

Did 60 Minutes bring any additional notoriety then to The Dartmouth
Review?

HART:

It sure did. By the way, I have read...I knew that the Nielsen
Ratings for 60 Minutes were terrific but I never felt the power of the
thing. When I was in New York, staying at the Yale Club, I mean,
the bartender had seen it. The man who shines your shoes had
seen it. The woman who collects the laundry, you know...

CARROLL:

Thereʼs your five minutes of fame. [Laughter]

HART:

Every one of these crises makes money for The Review.

CARROLL:

Sure. What has happened to Chris Baldwin? Do you know?

HART:

He went to the University of Virginia Law School first. Decided he
didnʼt want to be a lawyer and combined that...they have a good
program there where you donʼt have to do much more work to get a
law business degree. So he got his law degree, his business
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degree, married a Spanish woman from Madrid. He is now working
for Goldman Sachs in New York. All of these people are very
successful.
CARROLL:

It is amazing just to follow their stories to see what happened. Now
when did Dinesh DʼSouza...he seems to have been there from the
beginning and stayed for quite a long time working with The
Review. His name shows up in the first masthead.

HART:

He was on The Dartmouth first...a freshman reporter...and he was
drawn to The Review because he agreed with the politics and
wanted a more adventurous...The Dartmouth operates under a very
restrictive...I mean, people who work for The Dartmouth want good
recommendations from the Deanʼs Office and graduate school
recommendations and they watch themselves. They are not going
to expose any scandals. Dinesh is certainly much more ambitious
than that.

CARROLL:

He is certainly the name everyone identifies with The Review. I
always think that is sort of interesting when I have done other
interviews. He is the name that pops up. Why do you think his is
such a visible presence?

HART:

He wrote two best sellers, Illiberal Education about four campuses
and the effect of Affirmative Action, and then his End of Racism
book, the argument of which is the Black problems, Black culture is
not racism. They have got to regenerate...go to school, read books,
do their homework, speak standard English and get a job.

CARROLL:

It made him a kind of national spokesman. When did Dartmouth
first object to the word “Dartmouth” being in the masthead?

HART:

Immediately.

CARROLL:

What took them, then, so long to take...did it ever go to trial? Was it
ever challenged or was it just explored?

HART:

I think they issued legal threats, but The Review had plenty of legal
backing, perfectly willing to go to court. It could be called the Earl
of Dartmouth Review, if necessary.
There is a Dartmouth,
Massachusetts...I went to a conference with Cary Clark and a
couple of other people in this, and Cary Clark said that the College
just doesnʼt like two different opinions on these issues. What the
College doesnʼt like is that it reaches the alumni. They donʼt care if
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Stet or Wymen's Review or the Cockroach or whatever it is on the
campus putting out some junk, but they donʼt like...Right now, an
issue is going to go out to all alumni. The most recent editor,
James Pinaro, is putting together a major mailing of his regime at
The Dartmouth Review and he had some important changes, I
think, in the character of the magazine.
CARROLL:

Initially, did it go out to every alum?

HART:

Yeah.

CARROLL

Has it always done that?

HART:

Well, the normal issue goes out only to people who have sent in
their money. Once in a while...at first, once a year, they would send
it out to all the alumni they could identify. This proved to be a good
fundraiser. People who got it...a lot of them, you know, subscribed.

CARROLL:

So once a year, they would send it around.

HART:

Right.

CARROLL:

You have written in your notes something that I was not aware of
and that is when Freedman initially came, there was great hope on
the part of The Review. Why was that?

HART:

They had had a history of harassment by the administration; first
over the “Dartmouth” and the title. It turned out to be nothing, but
Kemeny ordered no employee of the administration to talk to a
reporter from The Dartmouth Review. And [President David]
McLaughlin came in and David, actually, is a conservative
individual and he had a statue of the Indian on his desk where ever
he worked… However, under faculty pressure, he crumbled in
about ten minutes. He was terrified of anyone with a Ph.D. There
used to be a table in the Hanover Inn where newspapers were
exhibited, both the national press and whatever, so The Review
appeared on that pile...was put on that table. So, at first, the order
went down for the Hanover Inn to get rid of them and The Review
photographed an employee dumping them in the dumpster out in
back of the Inn. So they printed the photograph, so the table, itself,
was abolished. So you couldnʼt get The New York Times.
[Laughter]
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So, with all the angst about David McLaughlin and the famous
shanty episode, Dean Shanahan...they were up for a while and
Dean Shanahan ordered them taken down and McLaughlin came
back and canceled Shanahanʼs order and apologized to the Blacks
for some reason. He said he had been out celebrating Martin
Luther Kingʼs birthday, whatever. It was a disgraceful performance.
So everyone was glad when someone came in who they didnʼt
know but felt, with a legal background, he would be better than
David. Indeed, Freedman presented himself as a champion of The
First Amendment and so forth. So all seemed to be fine.
CARROLL:

And then came the famous quote from Mein Kampf appearing on
the masthead. What is the story behind that? How did that
happen?

HART:

Okay. Kevin Prichett [ʼ91], a Black guy, was editor of the
newspaper. He subsequently became an important staffer for Trent
Lott, now is putting out a newsletter I think, and has a book contract
with Random House. A very able fellow. I first got to know him in
my Eighteenth Century course when, out of say 150 students, two
papers came in that got A plus a citation. One of them was his and
he was a freshman. I remember it still. He wrote on the relation
between the Aeneid and some folk narrative he had come up with.
A freshman. And he taught himself to read Latin at a slummy
school in Virginia.
So he was happily editing away and it turned out that someone had
put this quotation into the masthead. We subsequently found out
who, basically. But what he did was cancel the issue and print
another edition, correct edition, with an apology for the thing.
Buckley analyzed this whole incident at length in his book called In
Search of anti-Semitism and declared Freedman the villain.
Freedman immediately went on the warpath and would not listen to
any thoughts that it had been sabotaged.

CARROLL:

Why would somebody want to put this in the masthead?

HART:

Well, we will come to that.

CARROLL:

Okay.

HART:

But, in some sense, it was a farce because nobody believes in
Hitler as a political god, at least not this side of Central America or
somewhere. It is ridiculous. But Freedman was pretending this
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was...he was saying...he and the Dartmouth News Service was
saying that it came out on the anniversary of Krystallnacht or
something.
CARROLL:

Did it?

HART:

No. It was months off. [Laughter]

CARROLL:

Not the November date?

HART:

So the next event...I was in New York at National Review and my
wife called and said “You canʼt believe what is going on on the
campus.” This was a rally against hate in the middle with a
platform there and speakers including Arthur Hertzberg, the rabbi,
foaming at the mouth. Freedman made the major speech, I
suppose, and said many things but the famous and unforgivable
paragraph went something like “For the past ten years, The
Dartmouth Review had attacked Blacks because they are black,
women because they are women, homosexuals because they are
homosexuals and Jews because they are Jews.” All of which is
untrue. He had the ten years right, but everything else was junk.
Malicious junk. He knew it...unless he is like Robert Reich [ʼ68] and
shapes the world to his own melodramatic pleasure.
After all, the paper had a Black editor and a Jewish editor. It had
women editors and staffers. Dinesh DʼSouza. People from the
Indian sub-continent...it was more diverse than his office. But it is
racist, anti-Semitic and so on. So, as a result of this, a freshman
named Andrew Baer [ʻ93], who had lost thirty relatives in the
Holocaust, had swastikas scrawled on his dormitory door. His
parents were upset and threatening to pull him out of college
because it was a dangerous place. All of that. And the controversy
spilled over into The Wall Street Journal and The New York Times.
One trustee...I forget who...wrote a letter, I think to The Wall Street
Journal. He was chairman [George B. Munroe '43 TU '44], a former
basketball player. Obviously, the letter was written for him because
it contained an identical paragraph to a paragraph of Freedmanʼs
letter that appeared in The New York Times. So...

CARROLL:

Thatʼs not subtle, is it?

HART:

No. So it was churned out down there. So I replied to The New
York Times letter and I think Bill Simon, former Secretary of the
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Treasury, replied to The Wall Street Journal and, in that collision,
there was no doubt who came out best. Freedman and the
chairman were flattened. But, in my reply, I said that a...I used the
word “pervert”...something like “no one but a pervert could have put
the `Mein Kampfʼ thing in the...” I meant political pervert...some
perverted sense of humor and made other points, you know.
Factual ones against Freedman...many of which I have just made to
you.
So the next thing that happened was I got an anonymous phone
call...abusive and obscene. Then I saw a t.v. show...one of those
big talk shows had a student audience that was being questioned. I
forget what show it was, but it was one of the big ones. I
recognized the voice that had been on the phone to me. And he
was there with another friend from Dartmouth. I think they were
responding to the Dartmouth situation. The other guyʼs name was
Budd...William Budd [Jr. ʻ85]...a big blond kid and the voice came
from an Asian individual, so I went to the police and said “This is
the guy.” They were, you know, very interested and Chief
Giaconne said, “Well, you know, let us know if he calls you again.”
It turns out...this turned out to be top secret information. I hope this
is okay. Is it? I mean, is this confidential?

[Section deleted at the request of the narrator]

HART:

So Giaconne, himself, and another detective went up there. First
they listened at the Asian guyʼs door. Nothing in there. They found
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out there was some kind of meeting going on in the room of this
other guy, Budd. They were saying, “How are we going to handle
this?” You know, “What shall we say?” “Whatʼs going to happen.”
So they called them all in and the Asian guy admitted that he had
made the phone calls. He could hardly deny it, but denied having
put in the Mein Kampf quote, even though he had been a freshman
staffer at the time on The Review and was known to fool around
with the computer. So certainly he...
CARROLL:

The possibility was there.

HART:

The reason he was smoked out was my fortuitous use of the word
“pervert.” This was a ring of homosexuals located in Wheeler Hall.
Yeah. I think the Asian guy was a little nuts and he thought it was
funny to put in the Mein Kampf thing. I donʼt think he meant it as
admiring of Hitler. I think he meant it as sort of a peculiar “Look
what Iʼve done” type of thing.
So, of course, they charged him in the Hanover court and we had a
trial and Judge Boswell ruled that the First Amendment covers even
anonymous phone calls, which I think is an incorrect ruling, but I
decided not to appeal it.

CARROLL:

So what was their purpose in doing this? Was it to bring ridicule to
The Dartmouth Review?

HART:

No. I think...I canʼt figure it out. It may have been injurious. It may
have been sabotage; but I think this guy was so spacey that...it is
possible that Budd put him up to it. I donʼt know.

CARROLL:

But, if not for the anonymous phone calls, they would probably
never have been found.

HART:

Yes. Thatʼs what happens.

CARROLL:

You over-reach yourself.

HART:

Yeah.

CARROLL:

What issues that have been handled by The Dartmouth Review do
you think have been the most important?

HART:

I think the core curriculum, especially under Panero. He is a
classics major, actually. Going back, there are all kinds of things.
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For example, the campus expansion that Parkhurst was lying about
and then someone passed the expansion plans to the newspaper
and they printed them.
CARROLL:

Is this when they bought the hospital? That expansion?

HART:

Yeah. Right.

CARROLL:

What was the story there?

HART:

Well, they had a firm...the Venturi [Scott Brown] firm in
Philadelphia...architectural firm. They had elaborate plans for what
seemed to be a much larger campus than projected which, in turn,
meant greatly expanded graduate schools.
Freedman loves big projects and got into trouble with the laser
laboratory at the University of Iowa where he sold a bill of goods to
the state legislature and told them he had four Nobel-prize type
laser people ready to go, but did not and then got out of town and
came to Dartmouth as President. So we had this thing growing up
on the north side of the campus without any clear educational
rationale. No one had figured out what kind of graduate program
Dartmouth could run there. By the way, I talked about this with the
President of Brown...whatʼs his name? Sort of an Armenian name?
I forget it for the moment.

CARROLL:

It isnʼt Gregorian, is it?

HART:

Yes. Gregorian . So I think this was probably an out-of-control set
of plans from Venturi to the College. They probably couldnʼt afford
to build any such a huge project, had not crystallized any rationale
for an expansion of that size; but, at that point, it seemed to be
growing. They had put in a great tunnel for electric power and
whatnot without...sort of like, itʼs coming this way; but what is it?
[Laughter] So I think The Review may have had some role in
slowing that down or attracting attention to it or having it re-thought.
I donʼt know.
And The Review has also pinpointed people who were doing a
conspicuously bad job in the classroom. Things like that. Writing
up courses and so forth.
There was, of course, the great scandal in Thayer Dining Hall
where they photographed employees carrying out big sides of beef
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and crates of food and so forth. Yeah. Thousands of dollars going
out the back door. Maybe something was done about that. In
some ways, what they have done is show up the administration in
itʼs more outrageous moves.
For example, [William R.] Bill Grace [ʼ89], when he was editor...he
is the son of William R. Grace of Grace and Company...a very nice
guy. He now runs the Hopkins Institute...speakers and newsletters
and so forth. Humanities stuff. Well, as editor, there was...first of
all, there was the big Indian banner controversy, showing the Indian
banner in the stands across the football field. So that raised hell
and...

[End of Tape 3, Side B -- Beginning of Tape 4, Side A]

CARROLL:

...has been outlawed as a result of that.

HART:

Right. So the College was very sensitive to public demonstrations
such as the banner. So I guess at this game, I was sitting with [Bill]
Grace and my wife, Nancy, in the Dartmouth side of the stand and
with a guy named Dan Mahoney, who was also very active in New
York circles. Grace went down to buy a hot dog, across the field to
the hot dog stand, where he ran into Proctor [Robert] McEwen, who
I think is in charge of the campus police. Is that right?

CARROLL:

Thatʼs right.

HART:

Now, Grace wasnʼt doing anything at all. He had a coke and a hot
dog in his hand. But McEwen began to sort of bang into him front
ways and say “You know, you are trying to attack me” or something
like that. Lucky for Grace, Mahoney had decided that he wanted a
hot dog, too, and followed him down there with his 35-millimeter
camera and took a whole roll of pictures of McEwen pushing Grace
around. And the next day, Grace was ordered to report to the
Deanʼs Office and was charged with abusing Proctor McEwen. So,
you know, with the one-day development of the roll of film, Grace
said, “Well, here is the thing. Look at this.” Of course, he got a
letter of apology, you know. So they printed this in the newspaper.
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CARROLL:

You had written to me something I had never heard about, that your
son was bitten.

HART:

Yeah.

CARROLL:

What happened there?

HART:

I guess this was maybe his junior year. That would have been
something like ʻ80, ʻ79 or...because he spent an extra year...five
years at Dartmouth, in other words. So it was around ʻ81, I guess.
Maybe ʻ82. ʻ81. Anyway, he was delivering Dartmouth Reviews to
the mail boxes in Blunt Hall, just putting one in each box, when he
was tackled or leaped upon from the rear by a Black administrator
named Sam Smith.
Now, Ben is thin, but he was a ski racer. Did weights all the time
and, though thin, extremely strong. He and Smith slammed into a
glass door there and Ben got Smith in a headlock, causing Smith to
lose a couple of teeth and Smith bit him on the chest through his
tee shirt. So I was in my office in Sanborn...in fact, I was correcting
the galley proofs on my book about the fifties and I heard Ben
saying “Dad. I just got bitten by an administrator.” I said “Very
funny. Iʼm a little busy now.” It turned out that he was serious. He
was covered with blood, you know. I took him right to the clinic.

CARROLL:

What was the upshot of this?

HART:

Smith got two weeks of paid leave and was told to see a counselor.
A motion on The Dartmouth Review came before the next general
faculty meeting and it voted 300 to 1 to censure The Review.

CARROLL:

Why do you think...this is the last question I really have on my side
about The Review group...why do you think that the mere name of
the paper causes such extreme reactions?

HART:

There is a lot to say about that. Number one, it causes extreme
reactions among people who are ideologically liberal and thatʼs
because liberalism is a way of seeing the world that makes it
comfortable for you to live. In other words, situations that arise
might be viewed in several ways which becomes troublesome; but,
if you view them in one way, you can go on with your life. You donʼt
have to worry about it.
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Trilling wrote a little story about this called “The Other Margaret” in
which the Black maid in a household is quite vicious and breaks a
childʼs toy deliberately. The lesson of the story is that even victims
can be aggressors and they can be bitchy and vicious, too, you
know.
But always the liberal paradigm is between oppressor and victim,
and the victim is always right and the liberal always rides in like
Robin Hood and rescues the victim against the putative oppressor.
So, even if Ben had been attacked, Smith was in the role of victim
as the Black who had been outraged by The Review.
But, at stake I think for the person who has that paradigm on reality
is a world-view, that gives meaning to life and structure to any
situation that may come up and they donʼt want that world-view
fiddled with. So anything that comes up thatʼs contrary to the worldview, anyone who says something different, must be a person of ill
will or perhaps mentally troubled or of weak character and so you
get the automatic response.
The second thing is the nature of a faculty member. I think they are
very nervous people, really, on the whole. I never believed people
when they said they were terrified of [U. S. Senator Joseph] Joe
McCarthy because he couldnʼt touch you if you said “I was in the
Communist Party in 1936 and I quit in February of 1937. Thank
you very much.” If you lied about it under oath, then you would
have a problem; but, if you told the truth, McCarthy couldnʼt say
anything. You would just go home. But everybody was walking
around as if the Secret Police were going to show up.
I thought it was somewhat farcical; but now I think they really were
frightened. They thought they were going to be investigated or
something might turn up.
They couldnʼt think what, but
something...a debt they hadnʼt paid. I donʼt know what...everyone
was terribly afraid and now I think they really were. These people
of faint heart, really, are afraid that The Dartmouth Review is going
to say they gave a bad lecture or they had their facts wrong about
something or, you know, some potential exposé of some sort, even
if there is nothing to expose.
CARROLL:

I have been reading a lot of the Reviews preparing for this and
looking at it and I would say...I am going to ask you a question that
occurs to me. A lot of times, the issues they bring up are issues
that are right to debate; but, often times, the tone taken in the

63

Jeffrey Hart Interview
articles dwindles by the end to a kind of sophomoric tone. I am
wondering...is that just indicative of them as students or is this
something that has been bred into the writing thatʼs been done
there?
HART:

I think what you say is true that this happens; but, (1) structural
problem...and this is true I suppose of any campus paper...the
editor changes every year and they vary greatly in quality. (2) I
think that they enjoy putting pins in the big balloons and watching
the air come out.

CARROLL:

They love to.

HART:

Being a little snotty, which may not serve their ostensible cause, but
which may serve their real cause which is putting the pin in the big
balloon.

CARROLL:

Do you have anything else you want to say before we sort of call
this a conclusion of the discussion on The Review?

[Section deleted at the request of the narrator]

CARROLL:

This is something that occurred to me while you were talking. Why
do you think that they [The Dartmouth Review] take it upon
themselves to target certain professors?
Wouldnʼt class
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evaluations inevitably become part and parcel of an evaluating
process on that professor?
HART:

Yeah. I have sat in tenure committee meetings in the English
Department. The student evaluations are really too generous.
What the Department tries to do...two things...to get evaluations
from recent English major graduates. They pick them by lot...like
every tenth person or something and also outside evaluations on
the personʼs written work. The letters that come from students are
just uniformly...no one ever says anything bad about a professor or
makes any criticism.

CARROLL:

I wonder why?

HART:

I donʼt think...they donʼt want to hurt someoneʼs income or get them
fired or that kind of thing. So there is a lot...I think most Dartmouth
professors are conscientious with different effect, to be sure. But
some are not and I think they are abusing the classroom and not
doing their job, really; but no student will say that in a letter to a
tenure committee. He has a family, you know.

CARROLL:

Yes. It would be hard to do.
I wanted to turn now to McLaughlin, McLaughlinʼs presidency. We
talked a little bit about John Kemeny last time and I was
curious...were you surprised at Kemenyʼs decision to retire? He
was still a young man.

HART:

I was. I donʼt have much sense of his interior. His health during the
last year or two of his Presidency was not good. He could not
make the flight of stairs up to his office in one trip. He had to rest
half way up. I think he was over-weight and the smoking. He
always looked kind of pasty. You know, to say “not athletic” would
be mild. [Laughter] And he did die too young, really. Didnʼt he?

CARROLL:

He was sixty-six when he died. Thatʼs right. Absolutely. How
aware were you about the nuts and bolts of the search for his
successor?

HART:

Not very. He had been Chairman of the Board of Trustees and
John Steel said that he was a terrific guy. He knew him. I think
they were classmates.

CARROLL:

They could have been.
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HART:

After Kemeny, people had different feelings about Kemeny. Steel,
and I assume others like him, saw McLaughlin as a Dartmouth
vintage, a Dartmouth type who played football. He had been a very
good football player and I still see him at the Yale Club. He is a
very presentable guy, so I think there was a great feeling of
optimism or, you know, confidence in McLaughlin.

CARROLL:

Were you surprised in his choice to succeed Kemeny?

HART:

No. Though he was not an educator.

CARROLL:

Right.

HART:

Still...go down the list. Most college presidents do have academic
experience, donʼt they? Yeah.

CARROLL:

In this day and age. In the nineteenth century, not so much.

HART:

Hopkins didnʼt.

CARROLL:

[William Jewett] Tucker didnʼt.

HART:

No.

CARROLL:

He was also a businessman. I read the minutes of the faculty
meeting when McLaughlin first appears before them and they read
very hostily...if that is the word...the faculty is hostile to him.

HART:

The minutes indicate that, huh?

CARROLL:

Yes. In fact, the first person who speaks to him stands up and says
“Sir, you do not belong here.”

HART:

Really?

CARROLL:

Yes.

HART:

I must have missed that meeting.

CARROLL:

Oh, I tell you. It is a corker. [Laughter] And I am curious...why do
you think there was, from the beginning on the part of at least a
segment of the faculty, this kind of animosity?
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HART:

They probably sensed what was true, that the Trustees wanted to
retrench in certain directions, were not picking an academic person,
were not picking an outsider, were picking one of their own. The
American intellectual, unlike the English or French intellectual, often
is rather hostile to the business culture and distrusts...and I think
the feeling is mutual. So they probably recognized the symbolism
of McLaughlin.

CARROLL:

What could he have done to alleviate that, I guess is my question.

HART:

Say that he was a communist. [Laughter] Or at least a Trotskyist.

CARROLL:

They never would believe that. [Laughter]

HART:

No. He couldnʼt, without really doing back flips and putting in
Caribbean Studies and Lesbian Studies, you know, the whole
circus. But the Trustees...and that was not his mission...I would
take it from the Trustees. It was to normalize the campus after the
blow ups.

CARROLL:

How would you characterize his presidential style?

HART:

His public style, so far as I could see it, was excellent. He is
articulate. When you asked him a question, you got an answer.
There was some feeling that he was ruthless in paring the
administration...getting rid of people. Oddly enough, he didnʼt
appreciate the Dartmouth community, so called. But, above all, I
think the feeling that he did not talk the academic lingo. He did not
talk about interfaces and cross-cultural contexts and things like that.

CARROLL:

What were the significant changes that he brought to campus?

HART:

Well, his great boast was the increasing...funding the endowment
and so on. However, that was the Reagan Boom. There were
about six good years and [Paul] Paganucci [ʼ53] was there. So that
is the extent of my knowledge. I mean, it may be...you would have
to say that he would have had to work hard to not do well
financially. [Laughter]

CARROLL:

One of the things that people often times bring up is how much
building was done under him. Did that impact or make any sort of
impression upon you?
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HART:

Well, the College continues to do very well with its plant. I think
credit for that has to be spread over several presidents. Yale, for
example, is in catastrophic shape now because nobody bothered to
look at the plumbing or the tile roofs and so on. I guess the Bass
Family can handle it on their own, but...

CARROLL:

They better hope so. [Laughter]

HART:

Dartmouth has kept in pretty good physical shape, I think.

CARROLL:

McLaughlin handled several sort of mini-crises. The big one,
obviously, is the South African Divestiture issue and the shanties
that grew up as a result of that. How important was the issue of
South African divestiture? How present was it?

HART:

Well, analytically, there are two ways of looking at it. Is the purpose
of the investment to make a moral statement or is the purpose of an
investment to earn money?
I suppose any administrator, whatever his private convictions, has
to look at both questions. In other words, if you ignore the moral
statement, it may cost you something, not only in direct
contributions, but good will and so forth. On the other hand, if you
go only for the moral statement, you will injure the investment
capacity of your capital. Now there were fanatics on the campus
who were prepared to be violent over the South African question
and some even threatened to commit suicide by jumping off the top
of Baker Library and they had nets out, you know, and all of that.
So, you know, my attitude would have been Reaganʼs. If they want
a blood bath, let them have a blood bath. If they want to jump off
Baker Tower, there are a few dorm rooms opening up. But...

CARROLL:

There had been such a period of quiet on the campus. Why do you
think it was that the South African issue was able to ignite passions
of some of the students?

HART:

I donʼt know. It was again the Black/White thing and, if you look at
the Black/White problem, which I think is going to be permanent. It
has been there. We have had it since 1619 when the first slaves
arrive in Jamestown and, if you trace the history of it, you get
slavery, Civil War, about 600,000 dead, Reconstruction, the end of
Reconstruction, the Ku Klux Klan, lynchings, segregation, Jim
Crow, World War II, migrations northward, the growth of the

68

Jeffrey Hart Interview
slums...all kinds of federal programs...ill conceived such as school
bussing that emptied the Whites out of the cities. It ruined the
central cities.
Now we have Affirmative Action, which is another terrible idea. It is
here and the country just has to endure it. But, some Blacks are
going to do well, become main stream job holders and family
people. Others are going to be in the middle and there are going to
be some who are not going to make it, I think. So, not all problems
can be solved.
But, people think all problems can be solved, especially if they can
perceive the Whites as guilty. I think that fueled the South African
thing. I am sympathetic, to some degree, to the position of the
former Dutch settlers, the Boers, who were there before the Blacks
were there. There were only a few bushmen there when they
arrived in the seventeenth century. They regarded themselves as a
tribe and as Africans. Then, as in any African country, even today,
some one tribe runs the place. The other tribes are out of luck. So
nothing happened in South Africa except now the tribes have
changed places. You have got a Black tribe running the place with
probably foreseeable results.
So I was not morally engaged about overturning the government of
South Africa at the time. But many people were. It just was a fact
and what doomed South Africa, among many things, was not these
protests but really the weakening of the Soviet Union as our
antagonist. There are only two sources of molybdenum in the
world, so that you needed South Africa. Without molybdenum our
aircraft industry doesnʼt work. We were not going to let the Soviet
Union monopolize that rare mineral. So now we donʼt need South
Africa.
CARROLL:

What was the significance of the shanties then?

HART:

That was a protest against apartheid and it was supposed to
represent the Black slum in Soweto, people living in shacks; which,
I think was probably true. These shanties appeared at other
campuses, too. Yale...someone set them on fire at Yale.

CARROLL:

Yes. Thatʼs right. Berkeley had some. But Dartmouth was
conspicuously early in this, unlike Parkhurst and the takeover,
which comes late [as compared to other campusʼ student unrest].
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HART:

Parkhurst was imitative of Berkeley. Columbia was very bad.
Harvard was pretty bad. Roger Rosenblatt just published a book
about the Harvard thing, which I havenʼt read yet.

CARROLL:

Really.

HART:

He quit Harvard as a professor. He was on the tenure track at
Harvard and loathed the weak response to it [protest] on Harvardʼs
part...the faculty response to that. Why Dartmouth?

CARROLL:

Yeah.

HART:

I donʼt know. It may simply be an active core of individuals who
were particularly interested. I know whatʼs his name at the
bookstore...a nice fellow, a poet named John Wing, was consumed
with the notion of South Africa. I donʼt know why.

CARROLL:

When the shanties go up, why were they not taken down
immediately?

HART:

There was faculty resistance to taking it down and I have forgotten
how long they were up before Shanahan said to take them down.

CARROLL:

According to The D, which is always a dubious source, Shanahan
actually within twenty-four hours tells them to take them down.
McLaughlin is out of town and, when he gets back into town, he
cancels Shanahanʼs orders.

HART:

Then they were up for a lot longer.

CARROLL:

Yes.

HART:

I see. That sounds right. Now I think that was David lurching to the
left and undermining his Dean. He should have said that it is public
property. In fact, they were illegal. The then editor of The Review
named Roland Reynolds [ʼ87] found out that the shanties were in
violation of Hanoverʼs zoning regulations. The Green, not being
Dartmouth property, but Hanover property. So there is sort of a
little side light there. Then Laura Ingraham [ʼ85], the delightful Laura
Ingraham who had graduated, came up and went to The Review
office and rounded up a bunch of people and went out to knock
them down. Reynolds, himself, didnʼt participate, but some naifs
went out and did that. They should have put up a gulag or a pile of
old tires, you know...
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CARROLL:

For a barricade. In fact, the destruction of these shanties was as
much of an event as the shanties were themselves.

HART:

Sure.

CARROLL:

Because it happened on the night of Martin Luther King Day. Was
that done with awareness on the part of Ingraham and her cohorts?

HART:

No. No one knows when Martin Luther King Day is. I mean, I canʼt
come up with the date.

CARROLL:

I was curious. What do you think was the lasting legacy of that
event?

HART:

I havenʼt thought that there was any, particularly.

CARROLL:

I just wondered. Has there been an event that has rallied the
campus as much since the shanties?

HART:

Well, there arenʼt any demonstrations. The administration is doing
what it does and there are not provocations in particular.

CARROLL:

Were you surprised when McLaughlin decided to resign after barely
seven years?

HART:

Well, he was under a great deal of pressure. A fellow in my
department, Peter Travis, got up at one meeting and read out an
attack on McLaughlin in a student newspaper, Stet or one of those
things. And it was harsh from the point of view of college
employees being fired, or not being listened to, or whatever and
finally who ever was running the meeting ruled it out of order. But it
was quite a vicious and, I would say, very much out of bounds
under those circumstances, to get up in public and say that...from a
disreputable publication without giving the facts of the case. Just
because someone was fired doesnʼt necessarily mean that it is
wrong. [Addison] Ad Winship was fired. That was a big one.

CARROLL:

Rod [Rodney] Morgan was fired.

HART:

Yeah.

CARROLL:

Dennis Dinan.
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HART:

Yeah. Dennis Dinan was the editor of the magazine [Dartmouth
Alumni Magazine], wasnʼt he?

CARROLL:

Yes.

HART:

All under McLaughlin?

CARROLL:

Yes. And all of them in the first year, actually the first months, of
his administration.

HART:

Well, he was the first down-sizer. [Laughter]

CARROLL:

...The night of the long knives. The last thing I want to talk about a
little bit is you as a writer because that has been a large part of your
life. I was wondering, have you always written?

HART:

I think I said earlier that at Stuyvesant, I had some very good
English teachers. Stuyvesant was the least scientific as between
Brooklyn Tech and Bronx Science, so that is why I went there
instead of one of the others. But still, it was still heavily scientific. I
was President of the Cancer Club and then we, you know, looked
into cancer and did tissue sections and had doctors in. A lot of
people were becoming pre-meds and doctors and so on. You
know, all my communist friends wanted to go to Harvard and
become physicians. [Laughter] A lot of them did.

CARROLL:

Rich physicians.

HART:

Anyway, at Stuyvesant, one of my teachers who was very good
was named Astrakhan, Mr. Astrakhan, whose son Anthony
Astrakhan wrote a very good first novel while he was at Columbia,
went to Hollywood, I think. Astrakhan was an excellent teacher and
Doctor Shipley had a Ph.D. and he was the theater reviewer for the
New Leader Magazine, at that time. He was an excellent English
teacher.
Now, high school teaching in New York during The Depression was
not a bad job...a steady income, especially teaching at a place like
Stuyvesant where you had ambitious students. Today, these guys
could probably teach at any college; but, you know, they were
middle-age Jews and you didnʼt try to get a job at Columbia or Yale
in 1934 or sometime like that. But they were terrific...so happy to
be involved with literature as well as the Cancer Club. Dr. Shipley,
by the way, when I was teaching in the Graduate School at
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Columbia, his son got his Ph.D. there and I was on his dissertation
committee. It was an eighteenth-century dissertation in the drama.
So Dr. Shipley was ecstatic that his son got his Ph.D. there.
CARROLL:

Did you write for the student newspaper or did you do any kind of
short story writing at that time?

HART:

A lot at Columbia. I took a creative writing course with Richard
Chase and Fred Dupee. It was great fun and, yeah, I said I had
written part of a novel; but, after that, I headed in a more critical,
academic and critical role. I would say not like the usual academic
writing. The National Review, after all, has a large general
audience and the magazines I write for...The New Criterion,
Sewanee Review, tend to be literary rather than academically
critical.

CARROLL:

Did you have a first piece that you ever had published?

HART:

I think it was in the Dartmouth Jack-O-Lantern. It emerged from an
English 1 paper. We called English 5 English 1 then...

[End of Tape 4, Side A -- Beginning of Tape 4, Side B]

HART:

...an amateur herpetologist, too, besides the cancer...I had
worked...I had gone to classes at the Bronx Zoo with Raymond
Ditmars, the snake man, and fed boa constrictors and, you know, I
had my own little zoo at home, including a copperhead. And my
little account was of a snake eating a frog and how a snake does
eat a frog. It unhinges its jaws and so forth. So Judson Lyons liked
it, so I gave it to the Jack-O-Lantern. It wasnʼt very funny. The
frog...maybe they thought it was funny. [Laughter]

CARROLL:

Maybe they assumed it was humor. [Laughter] Do you remember
the first piece you ever had published in a national publication?

HART:

A lot came in 1956, which was my first year back from the Navy.
Well, even in the Navy...this is a good story.
I was stationed in the Naval Intelligence Office in Boston as an
Ensign and then Lieutenant Junior grade, and I took my Masters [of
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Arts] at Boston University by going at night. While doing that, I
wrote an essay on Christopher Marlowe, provoked by a new book
Harry Levin had just published at Harvard. A very good book. So
my article was about Dr. Faustus and, in the course of that,
disputed the dating of Faustus by Levin in his book. He placed it
earlier than last and, traditionally, it has been placed last, which I
argued was correct. I think I proved this by references to other
plays which Friar Bacon, Friar Bungay and other Elizabethan plays
which, I thought, had established the date.
To my amazement, they gave my essay to Levin, himself, as a
referee on this, and he approved it. He said now he thinks it is right
and invited me to lunch. So I got to know Levin and he encouraged
me to finish the Ph.D. at Harvard. The reason I didnʼt was, first, a
kind of feeling that Columbia had been very good, and
encouragement from them. Also that the Harvard Ph.D. program
was run more like an undergraduate thing with a final exam and
course papers and things like that; whereas, the Columbia
program...you did not have to go to class. You could if you wanted
to. There were no...there was only one final exam and that was
your Ph.D. oral. So it was more like the Sorbonne.
CARROLL:

More of a European model.

HART:

Thatʼs right. So, if you wanted to spend the whole semester on
Dickens, that was fine.

CARROLL:

Is editing a satisfying job?

HART:

Editing?

CARROLL:

Yes.

HART:

Yes, though I did not want to become Editor of the National Review
because I wanted to write my own stuff. When Buckley did his first
sail boat trip across the Atlantic, I was supposed to take over; if the
thing sank. I would have been willing to be interim editor, but it is a
full-time job.

CARROLL:

You were lighting candles for a safe passage.

HART:

Yes. His wife, just before he took off on that thing, said...Pat said
“Bill, if you drown, I am going to kill you.” [Laughter]
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CARROLL:

Is it hard to move from being one who creates the prose to one who
edits it?

HART:

No. You have to understand what the writer is getting at. You sort
of have to be the writer for a while and try to bring out what should
be there.

CARROLL:

You have to also assume their style to a certain extent.

HART:

To some extent, you do. But most people donʼt have very
drastically different...for example, I think Norman Podhoretz and
now the next editor...I know his name as well as anything...who
ever edits Commentary. It sounds all the same.

CARROLL:

Do you have a favorite thing that you have ever written?

HART:

Excuse me.

CARROLL:

Do you have a favorite thing that you have ever written?

HART:

I think I would have to say my collection of essays, Acts of
Recovery, but I really enjoyed my two historical books...one about
the ʻ50ʼs and one about the year 1940.

CARROLL:

How do you determine what you write on?

HART:

Well, the ʻ50ʼs book called When the Going Was Good was,
between the lines, polemical against the idea that the ʻ50ʼs were
boring. The ʻ60ʼs thought the ʻ50ʼs were boring. So the book was
really about the excitement of the 1950ʼs.
The energizing motive for the book about 1940 was that I had to
write a book to pay college tuition. There was no doubt about that.
[Laughter] I felt that 1940 was a genuinely momentous year in this
sense because we felt...my family and I, as a child...that...One step
back. Say in 1937, ʻ38, the First World War was not that long ago.
It was vivid memory to everybody and my mother had been in the
theater, entertained the Veteransʼ Hospitals in the early ʻ20ʼs and
had been horrified by what had been done at Chateau Thierey and
the Argonne. People with no faces and no legs and arms, you
know. So everyone felt that the last place we would want to send
an army is Europe again. But we also felt...everyone my parents
knew...was that after all the French had a 4 million man army and
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the English had the best navy in the world, so let them contain
Hitler.
But then, France fell in six weeks and London was being bombed in
the summer of 1940 and everyone got, you know, very shaken up.
Actually, there were submarines off the [US] coast and so 1940 was
the year that America had to look at the world. I assume that
[President] Franklin Roosevelt was looking at it, too, and
understood what was going on and that Japan was an important
military power, and so on. But no one else was that worried until
the great collapse of the World War I allies in May of 1940. So that
was the point of that book...to re-evoke the year 1940.
CARROLL:

Did you look at any government papers? Did you do any archival
work to see what they actually did know?

HART:

Yes. I read specialized history, diplomatic history. The main
source of the book was that I read the whole year of The New York
Times on the machines down stairs, you know. All the microfilm.
When you see something you want to use, you just push a button
and the thing xeroxes it. So it was terrific.

CARROLL:

One of the best devices ever invented by man. [Laughter] There is
no doubt in my mind. I am curious. How did you come to have a
syndicated column?

HART:

The editor-in-chief at King Features...his name is Neil Freeman...he
had been an intern at National Review and he had run Buckleyʼs
campaign for mayor. Buckley ran against [John] Lindsay and [Abe]
Beam. So Neil was big in the syndicated column world by that time.
A very talented guy from Yale.
I had the academic aspect. I also had my Reagan experience and
entrée to the Nixon White House and knew the whole crew in the
White House, actually. So Neil had the idea that, with the campus
on the front page all the time and with my activist political aspect
and with some academic depth, that would be a new mixture for a
syndicated column, which turned out to be okay.

CARROLL:

How long has that been going on now?

HART:

It started in ʻ69, I think.
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CARROLL:

My goodness. So you are going to come up on thirty years pretty
soon.

HART:

I guess so.

CARROLL:

Pretty impressive.

HART:

Speaking of knowing everybody in the Nixon White House, I was
sitting in LaFayette Park, across the street there one day when
Watergate was just a whisper and I saw Jeb Magruder coming
across. I was reading a paper and eating a sandwich and I said to
Magruder, “Hey. Where are you going?” He said “To jail.”
[Laughter]

CARROLL:

No.

HART:

Yes.

CARROLL:

Wow. You were the first to know. Truer words...How did you
become to be the Senior Editor at the National Review?

HART:

Well, it was no one single thing. There is a Board of Senior Editors.
When I arrived, James Burnham was the most senior under
Buckley. In the earliest days, the Senior Editor was supposed to
bring outside prestige of some sort to magazines. So we got
writers. Wilmore Kendall from Yale. Frank Meyer, who had written
a number of books. Max Eastman, who was well-known. Whitaker
Chambers. Since then, the prestige thing has been less; but, when
I joined, I brought with me an Ivy League background, a Ph.D.,
seven or eight books, and again, the Reagan/Nixon connection.

CARROLL:

I am just curious. You have so much on your plate still. Do you
have future plans?

HART:

Well, I am just finishing this book Smiling Through the Cultural
Catastrophe.

CARROLL:

Which is about what?

HART:

Education, Athens and Jerusalem and the shape of the curriculum.

CARROLL:

That is the Table of Contents that you had given me.

HART:

Thatʼs right.
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CARROLL:

It sounds fascinating.

HART:

After that, I am going to pull together another collection of essays
like Acts of Recovery and I would like to do a memoir...I rather like
the style that Kingsley Amis used, which are snapshots...not a long,
big, fat book...but snapshots of this and that. I think I will call it
Snapshots from Heaven.

CARROLL:

Why heaven?

HART:

Because Peter Robinson published one about Stanford called
Snapshots from Hell and...[Laughter]...I think Snapshots from
Heaven is basically upbeat and cheerful.

CARROLL:

I was just curious. That is the end of my questions. I am just
curious if you have anything...last thing youʼd like to comment upon
or tale youʼd like to tell.

HART:

All kinds of stories from Nixon and Reagan. The great thing about
Ronald Reagan is self-possession. He knows who he is and he
canʼt be shaken. Much of his politics comes from direct personal
experience. He began as a New Dealer and became President of
the Screen Actors Guild when there was Communist attempts to
take it over. Actresses were coming to him and saying, “They are
threatening to throw acid in my face if I donʼt support their
candidates.” Reagan realized that the Communist Party was not
just a bunch of theoreticians or people with a mimeograph machine.
You know, the Labor Union leaders like [Walter] Reuther and so on
knew that very early that there was a gangster element there. So
that began and Reagan read...he reads a lot...and he became
educated on Communism and wondered what was going on and he
found out.
On taxation, Reagan got a message from his tax lawyer, at some
point. He had made eleven pictures that year and the lawyer said,
“Donʼt make it twelve. The money will go to the government.”
[Laughter] Reagan said “What?” And he understood then what the
taxation involved in terms of productivity and then he learned a lot
about economics.
But his sense of security, I think because he had been handsome
ever since he was a child; every time he entered a room, people
were glad to see him. He was beautiful. So he was always secure.
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His response to criticism, for example...a very hostile critic,
columnist in San Francisco, named Herb Caen...every once in a
while, a really vicious column would come out of Caen and I would
bring it to Reagan and he would say “I saw that. Whatʼs the matter
with that guy.” Not “Whatʼs the matter with me?” You know. “Itʼs
wrong.” [Laughter]
CARROLL:

Thatʼs complete self-confidence, isnʼt it.

HART:

Yeah. And the follow up to that is when Nixon was President.
Buckley was talking to him in the Oval Office. Nixon was
meditating. “Whatʼs the secret of Reaganʼs success? Why do
people like him so much?” Buckley said “Well, one difference”...he
said, “One thing about Reagan is that Reagan doesnʼt care what
The New York Times says about him.” Nixon said, “Well, I donʼt
care. I donʼt care. Do I care, John?” [Laughter]

CARROLL:

I like that. You know, the current read on Nixon from Kissingerʼs
memoirs on, is that this was a man who was deeply unsure of
himself. Do you think that is a fair assessment?

HART:

Yeah. The common conventional wisdom is that his mother was
abusive in a subtle “you never are good enough” type way. She
didnʼt hit him or anything, but nothing he did was ever...but he could
gear himself up. Six Crises, his book, is all about this; about how he
has to be in charge and his most dangerous thing being after the
crisis, when he relaxes. But he could gear himself up.
Another Nixon story...I visited him in San Clemente a lot and
Brezhnev had just been there to see Nixon in Casa Pacifica and we
discussed that. Nixon said “You know, I realize that this is...step
back.” We certainly feared a first nuclear strike; but we felt the
possibility was remote. The thing we really feared was a Soviet
tank attack across the West German Plain. They had 40,000 tanks.

CARROLL:

The Fulda gap.

HART:

Which we would presumably meet with our battlefield, nuclear
howitzers. So Nixon said, “Iʼll tell you what happened yesterday.
The first thing, Brezhnev came in here, to this office. He sat down
and I offered him tea or coffee and I said to him `Before we start
this meeting, Mr. Chairman, I tell you, if a war breaks out in Europe
(it could only be a tank war)...if war breaks out in Europe, it would
immediately go nuclear.” Brezhnev said, “Well, I am glad you told
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me that.” He could then go back to the Kremlin and say, “Look, this
guy is not easy to deal with.”
CARROLL:

Whoa. Think if he hadnʼt. How do you think that Nixon was able,
so successfully, to rehabilitate himself in the minds of the public?

HART:

The long march from his resignation...he planned it. He probably
put everything down on his yellow pad. He began to write...first his
memoirs and then a series of pretty good books. Nixon thinks he is
smarter than he is, but he isnʼt stupid, either. For example, it is
always said, and thereʼs no way can I counter it...that Nixon said in
ʻ68 that he had a secret plan to end the Vietnam War. No. The
plan was printed in Foreign Affairs, in an essay by Nixon in late
1967 and it was about the opening to China...that he would
triangulate against the Soviet Union, using China, being the weaker
of the two powers and thatʼs what he did. It was no secret plan.
You could read it. You know, even David Broder still says that it
was a secret plan.

CARROLL:

This has nothing to do with Dartmouth, but I am just curious
because you have dealt with...you are talking about politics...who
do you think has been the most important person to shape
American politics since World War II?

HART:

For the bad, Lyndon Johnson. The Great Society was an overblown megalomaniac really.
He wanted to out do Franklin
Roosevelt. He had grown up under Franklin Roosevelt. He wanted
to do much more than Roosevelt had done and I would say that.
But he kicked off Affirmative Action with his famous speech about
when someone has had...when you have tied their legs for years,
you canʼt expect them to run in a track meet and so forth. I have
got a good Lyndon Johnson joke. We could end with that.

CARROLL:

Okay. Sounds good.

HART:

This was based on fact, actually, but it is embellished. There is this
speechwriter in the Johnson White House whom Johnson didnʼt like
and so he gave him 30 days notice. But the day came when all the
other speechwriters were busy and he had to have a speech to give
to the tractor manufacturers on the White House lawn. So he went
to the guy and said, “You know, we didnʼt get along so well, but you
are a pro and you are still on the payroll. Work up something and
make it a little newsworthy for these people. I donʼt just want to talk
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about tractors. So the guy says “Yes, sir.” And Johnson liked to
talk from cards, the way Reagan did.
So, on the appointed day, he swept by the guyʼs office, picked up
the stack of cards and went out on the lawn with the cameras and
everything and the tractor guys are there. Johnson greets them
and says “Now, today I want to say something of national interest. I
know you are patriots. I want to say something important things
here.” He turns over the card and it says “There are those who say
that we cannot win the Vietnam War and also pursue our domestic
agenda. We canʼt have both guns and butter, but they are wrong
and I am going to tell you how we can do it.” He turns over the
card. He says “There are those pessimists who say that we cannot
have all of our programs and still avoid inflation and cheapening the
money supply, but those people are wrong and I am going to tell
you how we do it.” He turns over the card and he says “There are
those who say we cannot integrate our schools and bus people for
integrating schools, but these pessimists are wrong, too, and here
is how I am going to do it.” He turns over the card and it says, “Go
to hell, LBJ. You are on your own now.” [Laughter]
CARROLL:

That is wonderful. On that note, I think I will say, “Thank you very
much.”

END OF INTERVIEW
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