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Buckley taiue Con,,,,servati.

by Peter Michayshyn

,lit is the cbronic failure of liberalis M ibas j oblig es circumstance
becasse jil: bas an înadequ<#e discriýatory apparatas whscb
migb: casse i:t t take any o*'her course."

Wm. F. Buckley, Jr.

ilou Ispent Christmas, or
A B*gsiling )ourney wib Wiiam P.
Bocktïy Jr.

(Th~e scene: Bicbs second Branden-
borg Concero (t i rd mot'ement (allegro

assa~ng .lyBudcy, telfus realiy,

how wonderful are you?
WFB: Very funny. What is your real

question?
Gatewayr Please dont misunéderstand.

rm just the editor of a schizophrenic
university newspaper.... YaDiy

News. 1 was considered the most dangerous
undcrgraduate at Yae in mry time, and that
because 1 was amti-rial. Imaginer

Ga;tewy Yes, 1 do, often.But asl1 was
ainthis Andersen, the Arts editor, had
th frontcry ta poke fun - wçil, bis exact

words were: jens gos off bis bats and
faUy mites bis long-auwued essay "
com~serv ali' ~onale for hatsng w8Ii7m
F. Docklkis guts."

WFBh eI1 wish him welL To be
sure, it is casier taotell what is un-
conservative from what is not. I said in an

essay LWDi Yom Ever Se' a Dream
Walking that I fei know, if not wbat
conservatisin is,at least wbo a conservative
is I confcss ,that I know wbo is a
oenservatWc~ less sureiy than I know wbo is
a liberal. B"ild ne, spin nie about like a
top, andl1willwalk upto the single liberal
in the rooti wlibut 2'gor zagand find him
even ifh is hiding bebind lhe flower pot.

Gateway Where be is to be found,

WF:Wbereabouts.

Gàtewiy: You have been criticized,
wideiy- and virulently, bath for your

pesnlviewï and for those views you
ari, tobe published an ypur rmagazine,
National Review, amid aired on yout
television program, Fi vin gLino.

WFB: Oh yes, people withdraw,and
write and denounice you, and swear that.
green grass will neyer grow aver your
grave on account of this or chat offensive
article or editorial or book review;, but these
losses are merely the bumnan attrition of
outspoken journatism.

Gàteway: Yet, some people say ou
are a pussy-footing patrician bloward,
Mao soft on liberalism for the 'real'
cnse-irvatives os say'your opinions an
foreign affairs are too dagmnaticallMCartbyite. What do you think about
char?

WFB: Oh my! Would you care to be
more specific?

Gaeway: Ail rigbt. United Nations
American Ambassador Jeane Kirkpatricic
believes that rigbr-wing "modierately
repressive" dictatorships are preferable to
Marxs eimes. Do you concur?-.,

W-eFB: John Stuart Mill says chat
despotism is excused as a te mpor ary
arrangment, provided the purpose of that
despotism is to maximi7.e rather than
minimni2e freedom 1 would like to note chat
the Soviet Union bas neyer supportcd a
war in which theobjective was national

liberation. When theLommunist powers

f et iiivqlved, the point is ngver national,
[iberation, always sattelization. Now, it
seems to me that the United States position.
ought ta be to support whatever elements
in a particular country are hcading in the
better of the apparently available direc-
tions.

Gateiway: I sense .tbat. you dislikt
Communism.

WFB: You are correct. 1 alsa dislikeý-
detente, what we cati 'coexistence%; the
philosophical acceptance of coexistance
ends us up in hot pursuit af reasons for tbat
acceptance. We continue ta find excuses for,
being cordial ta the Soviet Union. Our
denuniciations of that country's perîadic
barbarisms - like Afghanistan - become
.purely perfunctory. This is a callousingl
experience; it is a lesion of aur moral
conscience, the historical effects of which
cannot. be calculated, but thcy will be bad.

Gateway I a maine they re saying
the same thîngs in th Soviet Union about
coexistence with the American im-
perialists. How can yota be so sure you're
right?1

WFB: Alas, we are aiways at the
mcrcy of tbe naive.

In'perialism suggests tbe domination
of a country for the commercial or gloriaus
benefit of onescîf. The Soviet Union began
its experienoe in imperialism not merely by
jailing and executing people who disagreed
witb it but by systematic despoliatioti. In

Czecoslvalta, or instance, they tcok one,
two threc billion dollars' worth af capital
C oos, and removed them physicaly ta theviet Union. Far froni doing anythingOf
the sort, we did exactly the contrary: we
sent aur own capital goads ta places like
France and Er>gland and Spain and Latin
America. I1canWt think ai any country we've
"dominstcd" or "imnperialized" - in the
sense in which you use those words - that
is worse off as a result oi its experience
witb Amnerica than it would bave been had
we flot entercd into a temporary
relationsbip with it.

Gateway: In a previous interview,,
South Vietnam was put up as an example of

WFB: a Sou't th Vietngm! My God!
Above a/J, fot South Vietnamu Not unless
anc is willing ta say that South Vietnamn
would be better off, satellized by *North
Vietnam - and drivatively by Asian
Communista - and consigned to
perpetual tyranny. Put it this way: I will
assent ta the proposition that South
Vietnam -bas been barmed by Americas
efforts there only ta, somebody who would
say thit France was barmed by tbe efforts
of the Iliied armies ta liberate it during the
Second World War.

1Look, we conservatives stand for
certain tbîngs - the "permanent things"'
- which transccnd us and which we must
defend lest aur civilization coilapse utterly.
Wilimoore Kendall said it iorcefully: .

srvsva4, in asei, is no:t tJe bigbest
value; on t/Je conhrary ander t/Je etos of
Western civifization, as reveaied tJo s y
Mta:csviizatïon's central tea chi ng, surv vl
is a relatively low valse; abovo it, for
example, ranks*trmab; above it alo, tanks
boîty>; aboya j:, Jar above it, rwnAs justiçu,
and along wahb justice trwe reigion; aboy
k' fiïnaly ...;..ranks freedoin, andalong wt
freedom those pro cesses of rational
delibe ration and discussion .... that we know
to be the c/Jaraactrsicfeatares of tru/y civil
Society'.

GatewayL When does tbe maximieg-
tion of individuai freedoni lead to anarcbhr,
or, equaily bad, the kind of extreme
libertarianism yau called 'technocratic
maserialiscr - "aif the relentiesa self-
sirvéÏ wbo iis for himei n o
absolutely no ane cisc, whose concern for
others is expailnable merely as an intellec-
tuali.-edrcgntof aithe relatiansbip
between elin thers and. helping

oneseli." What right bave conservaivt-
whose prograni consists traditionally of
family, church, and community, ta embrace
the libertarian themes afi idividualism,
ireedom, and anti-statlsm?- Is flot conser-
vatjsni as Ronald Hamowy charged, the

lplropoie" ailibertariaim
WBTat people disagree does not

mean conservatism is empty ai structural
content. 1 could &ive you professor Richard
Weaver's definition ai conservatism as

dihe paradilem of essences toward which
the phenomenology 'of the world is in
oentinwÎng approximnation.' Simultaneous-

ly, Weaver would teli you about "social
bond" individualismn, admiting man is a
socilanimal beloniging tu the Chrisiaî
bumanist tradition, yct be struggies for
loca rights andi limited governiment.

If I may caiflitue, 1 will poaint out
anather- apparent contradiction that
Wcaver observcd: "that capitalism cannot
be conservative is the truc sense as long as
its reliance is upon industrialism, whose
vey naturels toi unsettie any establishment
and, anitiate the endless innovation of
technologcal .'progoess"'l. Yet you fimd
conservatives embracing the essentially
Jibertarian 'laissez.-faire' market ideology.
There are other confusions. Perhaps it wîll
suffice ta say that one man's anarchismn is
anothm man's statism.L

tGtWî>.Perhaes this traditionalist-
libertarian .uston ormiddle way'as Frank
Meyer calledi it, is a response ta a comm4*
cnem - modern liberalism?

;FB: Weil, let mei say that wi grant
the. generality that the world wouid
probably be better off, not wors, ifalot of
people (among thema great many liberals)
who are currentiy bard at work tbinking,
should dîsist from doing so, and spend their
tume, instead, culti vating the elevared
thougbt ai athers.

Gateway: The wisdom-of the ages?
WFB: Precisely. Plato, Socrates,
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