Introduction

ki | EXPECTEDYOU to make mistakesyour first year We all do.” So
begins Jaspels Grand Remonstrancef his youngercousin, Charles
Ryder, the hero of Evelyn Waughs BridesheadRevisited At issue is
Charless louche coterie at Oxford. Jaspergoeson: “But you, my dear
Charles,whetheryou realizeit or not, havegonestraight,hook, line and
sinker into the veryworstsetin the University You may think that, living
in digs, | don't know whatgoeson in college;but | hearthings.In fact, |
hearall too much.| find thatI've becomea figure of mockeryon your ac-
count at the Dining Club.”

For twenty-five years, the undegraduateeditors of The Dartmouth
Reviewhavebeen,for the Jaspersf Dartmouth,the “very worst set” in
the Collegeon the Hill. To their supportersthrougha blend of activism
and journalism, they have shown Dartmouthto be an institution that
celebratedree expressionwhile maintaininga byzantinecodeof permis-
sible conductandthought.To their detractorsthey havemadeDartmouth
a figure of mockery at the Dining Club of progressive academia.

The editorsof The Dartmouth Reviewhavebeena public embarrass-
ment,willfully so,to thegoodnameof Dartmouths liberal administrators,
faculty, andtrusteesThis bookis the story of TheDartmouthReviewin its
own words. It doesnot take a DartmouthMan to draw a lessonfrom it.
The experienceof the Reviewis a chapterin the struggleof youth against
intellectualossification asyouth hasperceivedt. Its storyillustrateswhat
happensvhenyou give precociougwenty-yearolds unfetteredcontrol of
a six-figure-a-yeamediaoperation,and what can come of the combina-
tion of indiscretion, engy, and insight.

In 1955,the conservativeeountefreformationof Americanuniversities
took shapewith the publication of God and Man at Yale, William F.
Buckley Jr’s challengeto the secularpieties of his alma mater In the
yearsto follow, conservativedispleasureon campus,which Buckley’s
book gave voice to, was galvanized as the radicals of the 1960s
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found tenurein the increasingly progressiveuniversitiesof the 1970s
and 1980s.

In 1980, a small collegein New Hampshire population4,000 under
graduatessuddenlyfound itself front and centerin this confrontation A
few editorsof the official studentdaily, shackledby the political diktatsof
a liberal collegeadministrationdecampedo Main Streetandhungout a
shingle for their own independent newspaper

Financialand moral supportfor this new venturecamefrom the Col-
legiateNetwork andthosealumniwho felt rejectedby a collegeashamed
of its history, At any college,at anytime, suchsupportmight be expected.
But at Dartmouth by 1980,therehademegedsucha starkdivide between
conservativealumni and an administrationthat soughtat all coststo ad-
vertise its left-liberal credentialsthat this supportwas swift and over
whelming.The newspaperavailableby subscriptioranddistributeddoor
to-door on campus forged a direct, immediate,and powerful connection
betweenonce-maginalizedstudentsandtheir supportersl look at us as
being the first real exampleof God and Man at Yale in practice,” noted
ReviewfounderGregoryFossedal81. Fromits first issue the Reviewwas
ableto draw a significantsourceof revenuefrom alumni, who perceived
the newspapés not-for-profit causeasan alternativeto the CollegeFund.

At the outset, The Dartmouth Reviewbroadcasthe messagef a con-
servativecandidate John Steel,who ran successfullyfor the Dartmouth
Board of Trusteesby meansof a petition ballot, bypassingthe liberal
Alumni Council.At the sametime, the newspapebecamehe homeof the
1980sbrandof lvy Leaguemisfit: supersmartstudentsvho supportedhe
candidacyof RonaldReaganwho found communionin the deathbedton-
versionof Lord Bridesheadandwho soughttheir role modelsnotin Karl
Marx or Che Guevarabut in AlexanderPope, Stanford White, and the
gentleman tennis player Bililden.

Beyondmerereporting,the editorsof The DartmouthReviewalsoper
ceivedtheir journalistic mandateas a call to arms:to force the dominant
culture of Dartmouth,the “party of resentment,’as Harold Bloom called
it, to contendwith their own conservativadeas.Former Editor-in-Chief
Dinesh D’Souza '83 described such an animating principle in this way:

Typically, the conservativattemptso conserveto hold on to the valuesof
the existing society But whatif the existingsocietyis liberal? Whatif the
existingsocietyis inherentlyhostileto conservativebeliefs?lt is foolish for
a conservativao attemptto conservethat culture. Rather he mustseekto
undermineit, to thwartit, to destroyit attherootlevel. This meanshatthe
conservativemust stop being conservative.More precisely he must be
philosophicallyconservativebut temperamentallyadical. This is what we
quickly understoodat the Review We recognizedhatto confrontliberalism
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fully we could not be contentwith rebuttingliberal algumentsWe alsohad
to subvert liberal culture, and this meant disrupting the etiquette of
liberalism.In otherwords,we hadto becomesocial guerillas.And this we
set out to do with a vengeance.

Another former Editor-in-Chief, HarmeetDhillon ’89, put it simply
whenshewrote that“ The DartmouthReviewhas,severaltimesin its his-
tory, gonetoo far in its criticism of Collegepolicies so that other people
will feel compelled to go far enough.”

The Reviewtoday still fills this role asan exampleand an encourage-
mentto Dartmouths conservative-mindedtudentslt continuesto thrive.
Thisbookis in noway meantto beafinal say:It doesnot signaltheendof
a story but rathera mid-coursereport. The Reviewhas succeededor a
guartercenturythroughvigorous,sometimesvicious, opposition;thereis
little doubtthatit will continuewriting its own historywell into thefuture.
As we completethis anthology new issuesof The DartmouthRevieware
landing outside the doorwaysof Dartmouthdorm rooms; the Reviews
alumni circulation continuesto be thousandsstrong, bolsterednow by a
public websiteat www.dartreviewcomthat hasbecomea digital clearing-
house for the conservative voice on campus.

The procesof creatingthis book,on the suggestiorof theboardof The
DartmouthReview afforded us a long look at what the Reviewhasdone
well. Below the surfaceof provocativeantics,with which we ourselves
were well acquaintedas studenteditors,we discovereda coherenceand
narrativearc. Thatnarrativeis the storyof a colleges methodicatampaign
againststudentiberties,in anironic appealo toleranceandthe“principles
of community” This initiative can be tracked through five Dartmouth
presidenciesthoseof JohnG. Kemeny(1970-1981)David McLaughlin
(1981-1987)Jame. Freedmar{1987-1998)andnow JamesNright. In
the first ten yearsof the newspaperthis effort manifestedtself in nearly
annualattemptgo suspendRevieweditorsandwriters. From 19900n, this
campaigrbroadenedo take on studentlibertiesin manyareasof campus
life, notonly in thefreedomof studentassemblybutin the freedomof stu-
dentbehavior In the pasttenyearsespeciallythe Dartmouthstudentody
hasfelt the scrutinyof anadministratioroncereservednly for Dartmouth
Reviewers.Dartmouth studentsare now perceivedas guilty for merely
matriculatingat Dartmouth.Throughproposaldike the StudentLife Initia-
tive, andacircusof collegeprogrammingthe administratiorhassoughtto
undertakeheirpolitical reeducation.

TheDartmouthReviewhasbeenin a uniguepositionto reporton all of
thesedevelopmentsAs editorsof this anthology we haveisolatedthese
episodesnto thematicchapterssinglestoriesmadeup of multiple articles
that we present in general chronological arder
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Separatetby a quartercentury andframingthis story of theReviewhas
beenthe electionof Dartmouthtrusteeshy meansof petition ballot. The
DartmouthReviewhasneverfallen underthe systemof controlsthat the
Collegemaintainsto “de-politicize” contentiouspetition elections.In this
regard,the Reviews independenvtoice poseshe greatesthallengeto the
statusquo. Inauguratingits first issuewith the candidacyof John Steel,
documentedh thechapter'The Man of Steel,”TheDartmouthReviewcon-
sistentlyreportedon petitioncandidatesipthroughthelatest2004and2005
elections.In thesecasesdocumentedn “Rebel Yell,” threenew petition
trusteesvereelectedn successioby directalumnivote:T. J.Rogers;Todd
Zywicki, andPeterRobinson.The fact thatRobinson an early contributor
to TheDartmouthReviewcouldonedaybeelectedo theDartmouthBoard
of Trusteedestifiesto thenewspapéstransformatiorfrom afringe element
of collegecultureinto apowerfulvoiceof themainstreamOvertwenty-five
yearsthenewspapehaschangedhetermsof campugiebateDartmouthis
finally catchingupwith TheDartmouthReview

What occurredbetweentheseelectionvictoriesis the restof the story.
From “The First Case,”an episodein which a Reviewfounderdefended
himself before biasedadministrativejurors, the stakesof contentionbe-
tweenthe College and the newspaperquickly escalated*No Jive” and
“Once Bitten” startwith a controversiabnddeliberatelyoffensivecolumn
arguing againstaffirmative action, and end with a college administrator
biting anotherReviewfounderashedistributedissuesThesechaptersalso
document the national notoriety tReviewattained early on.

“Bill Cole” and“An InsideLook” beginwith offendingarticlesof their
own—one concerningthe teachinghabits of the chairmanof the music
departmentthe othera meetingof anassociatiorof gay students—ando
on to describethe multi-year fallouts from each episode.“The Indian
Wars” challengesa basicassumptiorof a progressivanstitution: the of-
fensivenes®f its once-acceptedymbol. At the time of the founding of
The Dartmouth Review the mere appearancef the Dartmouth Indian
symbol,or the expressiorof Indian-relatedschoolspirit, was groundsfor
College discipline. By the middle of the 1980s,following a survey of
tribal leadersconductedby TheDartmouthReview andrepeateckditorials
aboutthe issuesof free expressionfreshmenstudentdelt emboldenedo
unfurl Indian banners at College football games.

The strategyof ideasput into actionreachedts apogeeover the issue
of SouthAfrican divestmentAs documentedn the chapter‘Divestment,”
several Review editors performed the most famous act of right-wing
guerilla art of the 1980s.They first challenged,n print, the illegal con-
structionof protest“shanties”’on the collegeGreen,aswell ascontesting
the wisdom of the causeof divestment.Following Collegeinaction, the
editors then set about removing the protest structures themselves.
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With eachnew episode,College sanctionsagainstRevieweditorsin-
creased.In “Bill Cole Strikes Back,” the multi-term suspensionof
Reviewerspveranotheraltercationwith the chairmanof the musicdepart-
ment,wasoverturnedy statecourt. Thedefensef thesestudentsostover
a quarterof a million dollars. The Reviewwas able to pay its legal bills
througha specialgrantfrom the Olin Foundationwhich not only sawcol-
lege justice reversedput also faceddown future threats.While this was
merely the penultimategreat confrontationbetweenthe college and the
newspapelit becamehefinal episodehusfar in which DartmouthCollege
attemptedo undermingheReviewby attackingts editorship.

Following “Sex Ed,” a chapteron the Colleges early inclinations
toward studentreeducationseveralchaptersdocumenthe lead-upto and
fall-out from The DartmouthRevievis mostserioustestto date.“The First
Stone,”“Liberal Fascism,™Sabotage,’and“The Freedmar_egacy” fol-
low the Colleges decade-longlirection underPresidentlamesO. Freed-
man, as he manipulatedthe chage of anti-Semitisminto a blanketcam-
paignthatnearlydevastated he DartmouthReviewthroughfalsechages.
So strongwas Freedmars desireto eliminatethe Review in fact, thathe
riskeddamagingthe reputationof Dartmouthto accomplishit. William F.
Buckley Jr. wrote at the time, “There is nothing Dartmouth President
Jamedreedmaris betterat doing thancalling the attentionof the whole
world to the putative delinquencies of his own college.”

Following the high tensionsof what hasbecomeknown asthe “Hitler
Quoteincident,” which sparkedhationalcontroversyandevena parodyof
The Dartmouth Reviewby the Harvard Lampoon Dartmouthbroadened
its campaignagainststudentfreedoms.From freedomof the press,the
College went after the freedomof associationin Dartmouths fraternity
system,documentedn “The Freedomof Assembly’ andthe freedomof
religious expressiondocumentedn “God & Man at Dartmouth.” In its
place, Dartmouthproposedan alternative,progressivestudentculture in
theform of programminganddiversity deansasreportedn “Devianceon
Tap.” It was theserecentcampaignsagainststudentlife that motivated
alumnidissatisfactiorover collegegovernanceo the point whereRogers,
Zywicki, and Robinson could be elected in succession.

Finally, in this anthology on the occasionof the Reviews twenty-fifth
anniversary we have collected sevennew essayson the history of the
newspapewritten by the peoplewho shapedt. All of thesearticleshave
appeared, or are slated to appeaissues off he Dartmouth Review

An unfortunatebut unavoidableconsequencef our editorial selection
hasbeenthe omissionof materialthat hasoften definedthe newspapés
style. A word on thoseomissionsis in order The Reviewcoversa wide
variety of campusmatters,from coursesand faculty to new campusar-
chitectureto sports.It hasdemonstrate@n abidinginterestin cultureand
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the arts, publishing reviews of books, music, and campusevents.The
newspaperhas conductedregular interviews with an array of public
figures, including Betty Friedan, Ralph Nader CzeslawMilosz, Abbie
Hoffman, RichardNixon, Donald Rumsfeld,Bobby Seale,CharltonHes-
ton, Allen Ginsbeg, CharlieDaniels,GenniferFlowers,andNormanPod-
horetz.Particularlyindicative of the newspapés jaunty tone arethe Last
Word (a collectionof famousquotationscompiledon the last pageof each
issue,an editorial tradition inauguratedy ReviewfounderGordon Haff)
andtheWeekin Review(jocular noteson campusandextramuralaffairs).
While notice of thesesectionshasbeenprecludedby the narrativeform
we haveadoptedfor this anthology we do not intend for thesecontribu-
tions to be regarded as any less vitdRaviewhistory

It is with suchjocularity in mind thatwe presento you thetitle of this
anthology The Dartmouth ReviewPleadsInnocentis not intendedas a
victimology. Impugnedandbittenthoughit may havebeenthe newspaper
hasfound its greatestsuccessethroughadversity not in spite of it. The
Reviewis at its best when it is both writing about and making the news.

In orderto add perspectiveto this dynamic,we have included com-
mentaryfrom other newspapersnd magazinespccasionecy eventsat
Dartmouth involvingThe Dartmouth Review

The mastheadf The Dartmouth Reviewincludesthe phrase“Special
Thanksto William F. Buckley Jr.” We reiteratethesethanksfor his allow-
ing us to reprint his syndicatedcolumnson The Dartmouth Review Mr.
Buckley oncewrote, “studentsof liberal behaviorshouldbe asinterested
in Dartmouth College these days as Charles Darwin was in the
Galapagos.No outsideobservercanrival Mr. Buckley’s scientificinsight
into the odd situationsin which The DartmouthReviewoften founditself.

Throughnatureand nurture, the environmentof Dartmouthsustained
TheDartmouthReview Yet this newspapewould neverhavegerminated,
muchlessthrived, without the careof oneman,to whomthis anthologyis
dedicatedA belovedprofessorof English at DartmouthCollege, not to
saymentorto a generatiorof students,Jefrey Hart haslent morethanhis
advisemento the Review With ajoy for confrontationanda deepinterest
in literature,Jefrey Hart hasprovideda modelfor gentlemanlybehavior
andthe life of the mind that is otherwiseabsentfrom Collegelife. The
Dartmouth Reviewepresents the institutionalization of his qualities.

The ReviewhasbeenaneducationWe hopethis anthologywill instruct
a future generation of Reviewers, wherever they may be.

James Panero & Stefan Beck
New York, NewYork

& Hanover New Hampshire
January 2006



