
CHAPTER 4 

WHITHER THE RIGHT? 

THE FASCIST RIGHT 

Es.1ential to understanding conservatism is the distinction be-
tween it and the Right. While conservatism arose as a militant 
response to the French Revolution and its doctrine of universal 
rights and found an eloquent precursor in the 1790s in Edmund 
Burke, the Right emerged in the twentieth century in reaction to 
the progress of the Left. Unlike conservatism, the Right drew its 
strength primarily from the bourgeoisie but also fi-0111 remnants of 
the aristocracy and those members of the working class who 
rejected socialist internationalism. The alliance that beca1ne the 
Right developed by joining together the concerns of the bour-
geoisie and parts of the working class with various nationalist ideas 
an~ Particularly as this process unfolded in the twenties and 
thirties, it helped nurture the Marxist critique that fascism and other 
: or all~~ rightwing movements characterized an advanced 

8°f capitalism trying to stave off a worker's revolution. 
aCCU:~n though this argument, which often takes the form of an 
held tio?, overlooks the deep human attachments and widely 
as th:::~nts to which the Right has appealed, sentiments that, 
than SOcialis n3!1 John ~ukacs noted, arc more real to more people 
now Yanish t mtcr~attonalism or the dubious achievements of the 
cisrn indud cd SoVlet economy-the Marxist interpretation of fas-
South Ant some measure of truth.1 In interwar Europe and in 
class \Vas :, w~at there was of a professional and commercial 
Stability. 'In to ~uthoritarian regimes that promised social 

c urgeo1s typically had to share power in ruling 
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. forces ( e.g., landowners, the military 
coalitions with other ·ve labor unions) and accepted this arr; the 
Church, and cooperan • security and at least the ap nge, 
anent in return for economtdc. I Left The Left then pear~nce 

d c. ainst the ra ica • was e1th 
of a c,ensc ag • b t in the demonology of th • er 
Conununist or anarchtSt u ' e time 
. d ch other disturbers of the peace as Mas , incorporate su d . ons 

J S or clericalists. The emons vaned accordin ' Protestants, cw , . . bt· h d g to 
b I th e Of authoritanan1sm esta 1s e and the inhe • ot 1 e typ nted 
political culture. . . 

F . was only one vanant of this phenomenon, albeit th asc1sm . . e 
n1ost strident and perhaps mos~ interesting example. Particularly 
in its Mussolinian Urform, f~sc1sm took the . form of mobilizing 
opposition to Leftist re~~lunon. Contrary views suggesting the 
fascists' revolutionary ongins and goals must be understood in th" 
context. The Italian fascist model clain1ed to be revolutionary, an~ 
indeed more genuinely so than the Left because of its national 
and popular character: Mussolini's Carta del Lavoro, enacted in 
April 1927, was supposed to have integrated workers and much of 
n1anagement into a syndicalist structure under state supervision. 
Moreover, the hard-line Italian fascists like Giovanni Bottai, 
Massimo Rocco, and Augusto Turati, often referred to as arditi , 
never hid their anticapitalism as they endeavored to construct a 
systen1 of state socialism. Were it not for Mussolini's attempt to 
reassure his capitalist base, the Carta del Lavoro, as historian 
Renzo De Felice explained, might have turned out to be a far 
n1ore radical document. 2 

But more relevant for the future was the anti-Leftist side of 
the fascist project, what Ernst Nolte, when discussing the interwar 
period, has fittingly called its "counterrevolutionary in1itation of 
the Left." Whatever Italian, Spanish, and other predominantly 
Latin fascists may have initially hoped to do, and no matter how 
well they attracted nationalists fron1 the working class, they came 
to be seen as the protectors of the bourgeoisie against revolution-
ary dangers.3 This was the role that the fascist squadristi had 
already necessarily assumed in Italy by the ti111e Mussolini t~k 
powe_r in 1922. His paran1ilitary bands had battled the anarc~is~ 
Left 1n street fights after the First World War, when the Itaha 
economy was crippled by n1assive strikes. Son1ewhat later, after t~e 
national party had come into being Mussolini had to balance its 

0 b • d · ' • l e middle-anti ourgeo1s an working-class elen1ents against a arg This 
class base that swelled the ranks of his triu1nphant n1oven1ent. 
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• cc called, perhaps unfairly, "fiancheggiatori [han _ • d • 1 • I b gers by the large 1n ustna 1st o by Confindustria, was 
foundation stone for ~l~e new Italian regime. 
rdingly had to assure En11ho Olivetti, who directed 
that "fascism believe~ in th~ sanctity of property.,, 

•caiism would do nothing to interfere with the right 
to "terminate the tasks" of their en1ployees. In addi-
the Carta, the fascist government had imposed strin-

measures, to the detri111ent of the working class. 
dealt no real blow to the owners of Italian indus-

ddpated increased prosperity once the Italian cur-
stabilized. 4 

ngthened, in an exaggerated manner, develop-
e Italian and other European bourgeoisies had sup-
nineteenth century: the nation and the state. The 
ome a revolutionary principle, whereas the second 
• zed, at least in theory, in the fran1ework of a 

ution. While this fusion was often n1essy and hastily 
d while son1e bourgeois preferences, like liberal par-
·tutions, were denounced by the fascists for being 
litically counterproductive, son1e continuity be-

is and fascist societies is not hard to find. A rela-
nomy in son1e fascist countries, the functioning of 

bodies even in fascist Italy into the thirties, however 
d the preservation of a nation-state structure that 
c= had helped build 111ade fascist rule son1ething that 
·tics Benedetto Croce and Vilfredo Pareto could at 

In its mild, clerical fascist forn1 in Austria, this inter-
oritarianism gained the favor of the classical liberal 
of econon1ics for saving the country fron1 the rev-
The clerical fascist e111phasis in Austria in the thir-

,,.,.,uJ·aot and corporatist socioeconon1ic policy 1nanered 
bourgeoisie than did the efforts of Christian 

r Engelbert Dollfuss ( 1892-1934) to protect the 
~llfuss, who ruled by en1ergency decrees, soug~t 

infiltration ·of the Austrian government while 
• al Democratic para111ilitary organization fron1 

control in a civil war. Dollfuss becan1e a firn1 ally 
~re it changed sides to join the Axis and before 
ctim to Nazi assassination. He and his followers 

tically to the anti-Marxist and Catholic Right, a 
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1 d them into struggling to prevent Hitler's tak loyalty that e 
eover . try6 of the,~ coun • t about whether fascism was essentially "co o,sagrcemen . Unte.r. , . ary" in the l 990s moved two promment European h' rcvo1unon . k l is-

. N l•e and Fran~o,s Furet, to ta e up t 1e contested sub· tonans, o 
1 h • Je.ct 

. chanae of correspondence. n t e magazme Comment . 
m an ex o • h l . i:ure th bl. hed the fruits of their exc ange, w uch dealt wit\ \ , ey pu 1s . h ld b . 1 t 1c foll . themes· whether fasasm s ou e viewed for the owing • . tnost an •,nterwar development that gamed currency in rea . 
part as . ct1on Soviet Communism and its supporters; whether it contain d to • il th f B l h • e a 
revolutionary potential s1m ar to . at o o s evism; and whether Nazism represented a general fascist phenomenon that emerged . • l • 7 A l in 
response to the Sovi~t re~o u?on. t east. two points made by the corresponding h1stonans m Commentaire and elsewhere di . F are pertinent to the present scuss1on. uret a~gued on the basis of Nolte's first major work, Three Faces of Fascism, that ( l) the intel-lectual foundations for interwar fascism were laid before the First World War, that is, prior to the Bolshevik Revolution, and (2) the Nazi variant of this movement was far more virulent than Mussolini's version or th~ Spanish Falange. Nazism exemplified a violent, genocidal radicalization of an older fascism, Furet argued, and it differed qualitatively from the movements to which Nolte 

' 
a German, linked it. Despite Nolte's courageous originality as a thinker who has been badly abused by the German "antifascist" Left, Furct insisted (with justification, in my opinion) that his col-league could not escape the feeling of obligation as a "patriotic German" to render less abhorrent German Nazi crimes, which were immeasurably worse than those committed by Italian fascists before the Germans took over their country. It was his desire to normalize the aberrant authoritarianism that took over Germany in the thirties that impelled Nolte to treat Nazism in a gene~\ context, as just another form of extreme anti-Communism or, m his earlier work, as a German absorption of a counterrevolutionary bod . 

\\ !\ f uret y of ideas that affected other European peoples as we • .t . made this observation sympathetically, while deploring the aid10 
~-

• • l 
d • \'fe-an pe 

cist into erance that has gripped German aca em1c 1 haps, to a lesser extent, scholarship in his own country. f 1eric ki do ge1 But the difference between Nazism and some 11 . ~as 11ot fasci . . . • n fasc1sn1 ' sm cannot be ignored. The Nazi vanaoon ° sin1i\ar l . . 
\ t to power on y vtaous and aggressive, but it also br?ug 1 . In interw3r movements wherever Hitler extended his empire. . . 11 fascists, G 

d M ssohn1a crmany, those who most closely resemble u 
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e Black front of the Strasser brothers or the would-be 
likC th at"Oupcd around General Kurt von Schleicher fc 11 . 
Putsdti.stS ~in 1934. And throughout Nazi-occupied E, e tn a • purse . th urope-1-ltzl . Hungary, which e Gern1ans only directly occu • d 
indudin19

8 .. A_ after overthrowing the Rightist but non-Nazi ~t. as te as '" rth • I • S . . g1me l•f Admiral Miklos Ho H~~o.tn~ ant-. em1ttc_ groups had to be 
o obilized to carry out • er s nlal dsolunl?n aga1~st the Jews. The 
111 ·on of a German-contro e ta 1an fascist government 
re~0 

Republic in 1943, resulted in similar mass murder. On~ 
the beo excused for speculating about Italian fascism and how it 
111~~t haYe eYolvcd under different circumstances, that is, if 
:U§Olini had ~ot been se~uced in 1936 into a self-destructive 
alliance with Hider. That alliance, however, came about only after 
MU§Olini had reversed his earlier course as the European leader of 
the and-Nazi front. He had assumed this role in the wake of 
Dollfuss's murder in 1934. And the anti-Jewish legislation, bar-
ring Jews &om the Italian Fascist Party, government, and the pro-
(c§ions, which Mussolini pushed through in 1938, revealed an 
equally dramatic about-face. Until the late thirties, Mussolini 
enjoyed the friendship of European Jewish leaders, not least 
because, as a staunch opponent of Nazi anti-Semitism, he pro-
vided Italian bases for Zionist military training. For Jewish and 
black nationalists like Zcv Jabotinsky and Marcus Garvey, he was 
the paradigm of a successful nationalist revolutionary, one who 
showered attention on imitators outside of his own Latin nation.9 

Although Mussolini was obviously to blame for his own disas-
trous decisions, it is possible to imagine a fascist international 
without the bloody German contribution and those collaborators 
in German-occupied lands. This milder fascism would have been 
authoritarian and corporatist, and it would have ranged from neo-
pas_an modernizing variants in Italy and elsewhere to clericalist 
~games in Austria and Portugal. It would have tried to win work-
mg-dass support with guarded welfare measures but without 0P5Ctting its bourgeois base, and it would have eventually yielded 
t~ more conventional national democratic governments after the 
e CCta of intcrwar economic crises, particularly the Depression, 
:;er. Fascism in the twenty-first century may no longer be 
fascistic. To the extent that fear of Communist upheaval fueled 
Vanishiloyalti~, the disintegration of the Soviet empire and the 
arsuin ng of Its subversive apparatus might have removed one 
irn cnt for anti-Communist authoritarian government. Most 

l>Ortaotty, looking at the social base of Mussolini's movement, a 
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82 d bourgeoisie a\ongside a by now a . \ atene h • nu. 

. . na\ and t1re . . l,ard to sec how t e social foundat: 
u-ad1no . \ass ,t ,s ld \ l.lon 

d working c ' ·ona\ movement cou 1ave rerna· 
quatc . ·an natl . . 1nc-1 fo an autbontan untrY• The social foundations of Mu 

r Western co d \ tl ss<:; • 
. tact in any h classes of yestcr ay, c asses 1at do not 1 
,n . were t e . 

1ave 
\•ni's rcgin1e . 1 a modern service econon1y or the cu 
, ·n eiocr . . d b . rrcrit 
countcrpartS I tc Both the mhcntc ourgeois family . 

_A, e\fare sta • . . . d , With 
univcn-u w rational distmcuons, an a cohesive wo k" 
its gender anbcd \gcnge to the socia\ and po\itica\ picture of ourr ,_ng 

d not on 
v.vn 

c\ass O • Two aspects of the present-a postbourgeois \ 
moderntt}'• • f We • 

\ate th ccommodates a vanety o unconventiona\ \i" \ 
c.- tate at a . fr 1esty e 
-r41~ 

5 d bovc a\\ women hberated 0111 traditional 1, 
h ·ccs an ' a ' • ome. 

c 01. \ -might have dumbfounded interwar fascists or 
making ro cs . \ • £ h" even 

. It is hard to imagme w 1at, i anyt mg, fascism w \d 
Marxists. . E . f: • . ou k l.,. in today's society. quatmg ascists witl1 Europe.a 
\oo ,~c . W ld . . . . n or Am • can critics of Third or im1n1grauon 1s a propagand' . 

en 
h . . 1st1c \ when it is not simply an anac romsuc exercise. It tel\s noth-

p oy, d d" • f. ing about the nature an precon 1t1ons o. 1nterwar fascism, but it denigrates those who do not seem sufficiently enthusiastic about government-imposed diver!ity as _a ~iding pri_ncip\e. Some aspects of No\te s depiction of fascism are, in fact, cor• rcct. Un\ike Furet, who contrasted it to "the counterrevolutionary ideas of the nineteenth century" and saw it instead as "an idea of the future," a form of antimodernism that "regained its charm with Musso\ini," No\te presented his object of study as a "mere secondary phenomenon."1° Fascisn1 was exactly as the Marxists presented it: a reaction against me Left tl1at imitated what it opposed. And it did so by adopting den1ocratic as well as liberal features. Fascists employed p\ebiscitary techniques to confirm actions taken at the top, a n1ethod of winning ma1oritarian approval pioneered by Louis Napoleon, who reached be\ow the French po\itica\ class to me "people" when he wished to ha~e himsc\f as installed as president for \ife in 1852 and as emperori: 18S3. Throughout the \ate nineteenth century, as both Furetan · b\ican gov· 
No\te have observed, sworn ene1nies of bourgems repu '\ding 'h'd ofbu1 
crnmcnt from the n1onarchist Right toyed wit 1 ea . 0 of 
''l' . . d te vers10 

a1 tanccs wtth the working c\ass. lt was a espera B' ,arck's 
B . 

f O von isn 
en1am~n Disrae\i's Tory de1nocracy or o tto Enwire \\'ith 

efforts m the 1880s to identify the German Secol\d he radical· workers' pensions and universal manhood suf~ge.dln :\oped, th' 
• d 

\ • \ f: sc1sn1 ev sscs, 
1zc countcrrcvo\utionary version, w 11c 1 a . 1 the n1a 

. . 
. \ \ation wit, 

national leader was to cu\tivate a spec1a re 
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seen as the repository of national virtue. He would 

dependendy. of ~arliamenta~y parties and aH interest-

cliques that might interfere with the unmediated relation 

hint and his people. 
gther related feature of this selective den1ocracy was 

_, a principle of popular consensus. From Plato and 

tbn to Jean• Jacques Rousseau and Carl Schmitt, democ-

·-•"Y understood, has been about long-term agreement 

E
tterS among self-governing citizens. Not pluralism, but 

tm1ents and opinions, have until very recently been seen 

ark of successful self-government. II The progressive 

:.iegption of a society into competing individual wills and 

in~ weakens democratic commonality in proportion to how 

&r.~ttievelopment proceeds. The danger is exacerbated by "plu-

rali,d&democracy," which its critics have considered a contradic-

tion in~. In the historic democratic tradition, equality has far 

J~ ~do with combating discrimination or even redistributing 

incomes than it does with knowing and carrying out the general 

will. Demoaatic practice, to whatever extent it is den1ocratic, is 

aboutmkc-mindedness among those who accept one another as 

members of the same polity. 

Having written in defense of such a conception of self-govern-

mcntf particularly as practiced at the local level, I would dis-

tinguisti between democracy as the practice of a historical· 

community-one guided by custom-and democracy as tl1e imposi-

tion of consensus by fuscists, global den1ocrats, and tl1e enforcers 

of political correctness. The first sort of de1nocracy tries to pre-

serve past clements that remain integral to the shared lives of its 

people; the second is constructivist and manufactures a consensus 

~ch_~th_ers are ~a~e to live. In a?y case, the iden~ficatio~ of 

i':tcavw....-y contunung· consensus 1s the long-established vte~ 

IDOCl'attc life that interwar fascists took over to produce their 

form of, popular government. This version was a stric?y 

de 'dc~mocracy in which, despite radical rhetoric, there was ht-

Tb CVi nee of radical changes in the socioeconomic structure. 

acc::us took r°?t during the interwar period a re~ime that, 

oth g to Nolte, mcorporated a reaction to Comn1umsn1 and to 

raJU~ lllovcmcnts of the radical Left. As the frightened bourgeoisie 

'to and even joined the .fascists they found a haven that 

beholden. tbc major competitor of the i~ternationalist Left and the 

into the defender of property-holders. Although fascism rarel_y fell 

hands of big business, contrary to the conventional 
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Marxist view, and while in Germany the Nazis were far fr first choice of industrialists and bankers, the nationalist 0111 the: ratist Right scared those interests far less than did the 0
~. corpo. the other side. And Nolte has a point that the Soviet /a 1~als on • M • h • xperun widely celebrated m arx1st r etonc, was a ghastly ni h ent, • cl g tn1ar the European middle ass. e to Equally relevant, Nolte stresses the interwar conte . ,:,.._ • Th xt as ne sary for understanding 1DC1sm. at movement took sl ces. of the two contending sides in the "European civil war;~he as 0 ne • th • d • l h' • • at raged m e twenncs an even more m t 1e t 1rt1es m central a d 11 east Europe.12 Although there were arguably less violent alt _ern · h • ernat1ve available than those c osen, to parnsans on both sides N 1 s • d th di • • fa d . ' o te rec-ognize at two con nomng ctors etermmed the Europ .. can civil war. One factor was that those who took meaningful political . tions often landed in one of the two polarized camps, regardl::~ wh~~e the~ had. starte?: A second factor was that partisans picked pohncal-existennal posinons only from among the significant c\10• . . . ices that they discerned. The second pomt reminds me of a question th t a relative once asked about why Jews in eastern Europe becan~e Zionists or Marxists or lived under Orthodox Rabbinic control. Couldn't these people be like German Jews, my relative wondered 

) who came to America in the nineteenth century and then became steadfast Republicans, who imitated Episcopalians? The answer to this query is this: not everyone perceives the same historical choices or has the opportunity to make the san1e choice. 

THE CHANGING RIGHT 

The particular polarity that Nolte explored was tim~-boun~. Fascists exerted influence and ran governments but did _so mf "their epoch "' as readers learn from the original German otle .0h ' . • d as Flem1s Nolte's magnum opus. True fascists have not survive c. d to . . . • th se types re1erre opponents of Muslim 1mm1granon or as O 
. k' g our . ,, M ful than soc in journalistically as "lslamofasc1sts. ore use to express • • h • • erhaps as a way d contemporanes mto arc a1c categones, P fa . t belonge . th" b • fact: sets s . displeasure 1s to acknowledge 1s O vious 

1 nd while , . l • and p ace, a to the Right as it existed in a particu ar time Ri ht 111aY be, the fascist Right is no longer around, another . ~nobilizati011 
Making the Right what it is comes do~n t~l •:ffer fron1 one against the Left, although what that Left 15 wi 
generation to the next. 
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took at the French Communists since the end of the Second 
! W, illustrates the sea change undergone by the European 

World ar ral The Communist Party of France in 1946 polled 
ft • gene • It ill nt of the vote in national elections, and as late as 1956, 

28,6 pace er about 26 percent; by 2002, however, its electoral 
could &lien to about 3 percent. As late as 1979, 46.5 percent 
shal'Ce ~rcnch Communist vote came from industrial workers, who 
oftb a6 percent of the French work force. But such workers' 
made~ l997 accounted for only 31 percent of Communist sup-
votd e!ractcd from a once formidable class that had shrunk to 29 
Po~t of French wage earners.13 The majority of French 
'nununists were by then white-collar employees, including large 
umbers of government functionaries. Moreover, the old issues 

~t had distinguished the French far Left-that is, nationalization 
of productive forces and support for existing Communist 
regimes-had given way to other, more fashionable concerns, 
which the Communists now share with their coalition partners in 
the Socialist Party. Feminism, gay rights, multiculturalism, and 
mobilization against "fascism," henceforth defined as insensitivity 
to Third World cultures and opposition to Muslim immigration, 
have become salient issues on the transformed French and 
European Left. For such as there remains of a working class vote, 
the French, Italian, Flemish, and Dutch Lefts are now forced to 
divide with anti-immigration parties on the Right. In the cases of 
Front National in France and the Vlaams Belang in Flanders, the 
Right has sometimes done far better than the Left in picking up 
disgruntled workers. 

Although the l..eft's projects have changed over time, there 
; also overlaps between its past and current interests. An antipa-

~urgcois society, formerly associated with capitalist 
~loitatton and more recently witl1 sexism, xenophobia, and 
ccn mophobia, has been a constant Leftist feature in the twentieth 
insti ~, as also has been an obsession with secularizing public 
cncc tu;ons seen as languishing under reactionary Christian influ-

Proclivities complement a Leftist vision of progress, 
IOcicty a gradual or revolutionary advance toward a universal 

i>arti on ~ularism, equality, and scientific planning. The 
far lllorc :my m E~rop~, ~sually has indulged Soviet trranny 
being on th n op~rcss1on mfl1cted by governments perceived as 
~Ur0pc has c Right. This double standard in contemporary 
•ttypi .... 11 taken the form of a noisy crusade against "fascism"; 

~Y treats Stal' • mist and Maoist mass murder as a mere faux 
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th. that proo-ressive antifascists are not suppo pas, some mg r:r • d sect to 
. Th1's posturing has resulted in a stea y stream of inve . nonce. F d ct1ve 

l·n tl1e French and German press, as uret ocuments ag . s . Co . , a1nst 
h Who have focused attcnaon on mmumst crimes S t ose f • • Uch 

bl• •sts have been accused o trying to turn our mind pu 1c1 . s awa 
from fascist atrocities by exaggeranng less reprehensible Corn . Y 

. • f I Left • rnunist misdeeds. At the same umc, parnes o t le in Germany l . I • • b . lave honored dead Marxist revo unonanes y nan1mg or rei1 . a1111ng 
Public places and streets for Rosa Luxemburg and Karl Ma 

f Le • • B 1· 14 rx and by re-erecting statues o nm m er in. 
What makes the Right a "secondary phenomenon" . . 

IS Its 
opposition to the Left, regardless of how that side expresses its If 
at any particular time. The current Right, allowing for isol ed 

• fas' exceptions, does not treat interwar cisn1 as a useful model fi 
reform; today's racial nationalists in the United States typically a~: 
libertarians who do not speak about a corporate economy or rein-
troducing legal segregation. Such Rightists, exemplified by the 
contributors to American Renaissance and The Occidental Q}tarterly 
have no hope of reclaiming public administration from the Left 
and would be delighted if governn1ent were to abandon social 
policy and disentangle itself from an already value-laden public 
form of education. It is hard to find groups on the present 
American Right calling for a Mussolinian state or who, in contrast 
to the neoconservatives, associate "national greatness" with an 
expanded central government. Characterizing all manifestations of 
the Right in the United States is a distaste for the administrative 
state as a promoter of a multicultural, egalitarian vision. Against 
this global vision, the far Right offers an identitarian or explicitly 
racialist defense of the majority white Christian population, wl~ose 
culture and self-respect the Right sees as under attack. The Right 
loathes "managerial multiculturalism" and con1plains that the wel-
fare state has become a prime instrun1ent of cultural-social tra~1s· 
formation through its socialization of the young, immigrauon 
policies, and preferential treatment of minorities.15 fti tilt 

A widely used textbook with an unmistakably Le ds~ ·on)' 
• • • 1th e itt Political Ideologies by Leon P. Baradat (now 111 its 1111 •ng a 

vilifies Americans of "the extreme Right." In a chapter fea:~; that 
painting of emaciated inmates at Auschwitz (it is noteworpathetic , lly en1 
no Gulag art accompanies the book s genera . ht as bein~ 
descriptions of Communisn1), Baradat portrays t~e rugtreinis1n is 
irrationally opposed to government: "Rightwing ex 
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d'"rity in the United States. The collapse of the So • .,np~• di . al . Vlet gainhtl r- elintinated a tra non negative 1ocal point of the tJniOO h~ t With that external danger removed, those Ameri-tushd· to look for sources of great evil in their midst have \\'11° ten the federal government as an oppressive and threaten-come to S:at must be resisted-vi~lently, if necessary." 16 Looking i8' (orte Jtrldtt's unproved premises-that the Posse Comitatus, ~~ftt.dertteS, and libertarian Rights are all growing by leaps that anxi~ty. about gover?ment overreach is exclu-iijbtwinS or indicanve of paranoia; and that those who feel •~ -tnJicty are violence-prone-one may acknowledge that this such makes at least one true statement. The far Right, and even :-!,cltltlnC Right, holds no brief for the administrative state _,unnke the interwar fascist Right, resembles anarchists or crit-ics ~cw Deal more than followers of Mussolini or, a for-tloriVHida. • mainstream version of the Right that now exists here and in~opposcs the initiatives undertaken by the media, courts, md pu\,1i~dministration to promote the kinds of significant social diailg&that have altered Western societies since the 1960s. Bq,rcscn1ftive of this position is the activist Phyllis Schlafly, who has~ et: journalistic and legal career to fighting the social t,;biography of Schlafly by Donald T. Critchlow a relentless combatant against Leftist reforms that J and the workplace. Offensive to Schlafly are such the diminution of the traditional domestic role of oval of Christian symbols fron1 public places, the of minority-targeted preferential hiring and rights, and the expansion of Third World immi-her stands do not necessarily remind one of and though Schlafly, moreover, has no dis-in racial nationalism, she is on the Right by virtue ~· uat· the social Left. Her Rightist orientation er biographer might have erred by using "right-d associating Schlafly with Ronald Reagan in a olution" carried out by "conservative right-
g.csc:n· ption makes this reader wonder whether • ology fits his subject. Should one apply to t belong to Count Metternich, who worked to ithc French Revolution and other nineteenth-lutionarics? ' 
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. ful is Critchlow's explanation about h More meaning ,, d h ow d ds the "people an er place among th Schlafly un e~tann·on of Schlafly must be qualified with the Cl1): "Any charactenza . recog. . . ti h and other grassroots conservatives who 1·oined h muon 1at s e, d er d the Political status quo. They wage a protracted stru gl, oppose "th • 1• g e . t the liberal welfare state, w1 its re 1ance on central· agruns . . di . 1 . . 1zed nlent bureaucratic expertise, JU c1a actiVIsm, and distr govern , . . ust of popular de1nocracy, traditional ~alues,. and patriotism."17 Critchlow convincinglr shows _that his sub1ect, _a Catholic Re-publican from St. Louis who, hke her hus~and, 1s a well-trained and articulate lawyer, brought out of her childhood the image of a virtuous Antcrican nation that needed to be re-en1powered. Her "grassroots conservatisn1," as Critchlow calls it, is a tendency that Schlafly eloquently exemplifies. It is a defining rightwing phenom-enon, which distinguishes the Right, particularly since the middle of the twentieth century, from any classical conservative tradition. Others beside Schlafly on the postwar Right, fron1 Pierre Poujade a11d Jea11-Marie Le Pen in France to George Wallace and Pat Buchana11 in the United States, have appealed to the "people" over the heads of political elites in the nan1e of betrayed popular virtues. Although Critchlow draws parallels between Schlafly and another self-assertive midwestern won1an, the protofeminist Betty Friedan, his comparison cannot be successfully extended beyond a few personal traits to any specific populist belief. 18 Fen1inists and the social Left do not call for the overthrow of political elites but wish to work through them to reconstruct hu1nan behavior. They certainly do not idolize the "con1n1on" n1an, whom they view as a sexist and a bigot, but they are amenable to entrusting him to pro-gressive administrators. The populist Right, by contrast, ex-presses a passionate and almost n1ystical belief in the dem;s, whose instincts and natural goodness must be released in or;: to restore the nation and its freedom. Wilhnoore Kendall? h d . h d . • le lav1s e unvarn1s e populist in the early National Review circ , •-. ff d to ano praise on those "who think in their hips" and who ra ie . 19 Co . of virtue. mmun1sm as an expression of their outraged sense arable Although the Right and the social Left exhibit a conl~ls for enthusiasm for electoral displays-for exan1ple, the Left; Rigbt extending the electorate to the hidden disadvantaged a~d _e 15 are h b . • · their ain opes to su m1t every decision to plebiscites- nsens\lS • l di b der co tb ennrc Y fferent. One side wishes to create a roa b'lize e f4 . k 010 l or managenal governance while the other see s to d pport to , . len su masses ,or a counterrevolution. These observanons 
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. •t11out imputing the stigma of the Third Reich to 
Jlaladat'.5 ~; WI Presumably the demos, which the Right seeks 
the enorc \ is not any random collection of individuals; it is, 
to Jet have 1~ waho'pc sufficiently cohesive to rule itself. And the 

1) =ghusts , . 
ct so : all unified it is, as a nanon or as a people, the n1ore 
more, Ulte~ Ji be able to assert itself against the Left, which enjoys 
~vely 1t • • • d th di 

en~.. fpublic admirustratton an e me a. 
the suppart o . 

VALUE CONSERVATISM VS. THE RIGHT 

1b Right is not and perhaps never can be, coextensive with con-
e , . " h 

scrvatism. Therefore, the term "grassroots conservative, w en 
applied to those who believe in nonmanagerial democracy, is a 
problematic usage. Neither Schlafly nor Buchanan seeks to bring 
back a society of degrees and orders; in fact, much of what they 
say, as illustrated by Buchanan's taunting reference to George H. 
W. Bush in the presidential primary in 1992 as "King George," is 
ferociously anti-elitist and intended to arouse egalitarian passions. 
Ukc the Left, the populist Right makes its own appeal to equality. 
The confrontation between Left and Right in 2005 does not, 
~er, replicate the nineteenth-century battle between conser-

and liberals. Different social classes, armed with different 
poliucal goals, are waging a quite dissimilar struggle. 
. Even less than the Right equals conservatism does it mean try-

adlDg to ~ll packages of "conservative values." A Rightist takes an 
Yenarial pos' • • "-· itton m relation to the Left· a "value conservative" 

.,, contrast, ' ' 
orand seeks to cobble together views for a TV presentation 
t,,, 10111cctoI11 debate. But in either case, it is a mere perforn1ance 

cone who· • hope. to a 'd IS trying to appear to have convictions but who 
... , vo1 snnnkin his 1• . 
'•lies arc ftc rvv g 1steners. The bearers of conservative 
"om which 0th n experts in dealing with the establish111ent Left 
dothc their~~ not &r removed, and they are also inclined to 
~t things. 0 m_ the l~guage of self-evident truths and per-
~ot ClJ>oaitions nc "!_ustrauon ?f thi~ practice is David Br~ks's 

20oa, Broo,q d of conscrvauve" Views for the New York Times. 
~~t"famn_ efended ~y marriage as a conservative con-
,~ 'lllllc of\'irtu Y !alucs"; m August 2005, he sang the praises 
tbi, and rcacbcd cs that had become manifest over the last ten 

°"tr~~ that'~~~ in "family virtue. "20 The reason for 
last ten tncidence of spousal violence had dropped 

Years to its lowest point in thirty years. The 
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. ti s his hat to feminist groups for ~nvolving the govern-colum01st Pfull in family life and for working for stiffer laws ment more y . l l b c. • • . to . al • 1 nee In his zea to cc c rate a 1eminist-influen d Pmush m e vio e • l . ce . Brooks fails to notice othc~ exp anauons for what h Amen ca, . 1 • h e attributed to unparalleled virtue, exp anatlons sue as the building f re Prisons to incarcerate more young men, who n1ight Oth-o mo • "fi h erwise be beating their hapless sign~ cant ot ers, and demo-graphic shifts that keep raising the median a~crage age throughout the Wcstcn1 world. Brooks talks up the social Left by attaching a conservative-sounding value to its presumed accoinplishment. This kind of gesture has become predictable in American con-servatism. The unfurling of conservative values or the renaming of Leftist values as conservative ones has accompanied a general retreat from "extremism" undertaken by those seeking social and professional acceptability. The practitioners of this retreat move closer to the Left while at the same time reassuring their followers on the Right that they are not abandoning substantive stands. Such activists claim to be upholding values, which they call "con-servative" and which, for as long as they speak about them in the context of public policy, can be made to seem different by virtue of wearing a different label from what "liberals" advocate. In December 1970, in a review of William Buckley's anthol-ogy The Governor Listeth in the New York Times, Margot Hentoff calls attention to the value and issue realignment undergone by an erstwhile rightwing enfant terrible: "Mr. Buckley, looking for new ground in shifting sand, now writes of the 'new conservatism' which concerns itself with such things as: the democratic process ( 'the rights of authorities of Harvard over against the mobocratic demands of students and faculty'); due process ("how valuable due process becomes up against the Marcusean furies"); i1p1vard mobility ( 'for which purpose the new conservatives are giving tl~e free market something of a hand-for instance, by preferential hir· ing ofNegrocs')."21 
H ff . " k n on the 

. ento notes approvingly that Buckley has ta e lit· weight of middle-aged responsibility" by n1oving toward the po -~ 
• i center and by swerving leftward in the preceding sev c. ce • 
fl d the ior on questions of race. This putative n1aturation re ecte ,.1ey's f • 11 • l ding Buctu 

0 noninte cctual as well as intellectual factors, inc u . 1 and kn cl • l bbera 5 own osc relations with several New York Jew,s 1 . Irving neoconscrvativcs: Abe Rosenthal at the New Tork Times, ldey's v -=- l 
• than Bue 4'1~~0 , and Norman Podhoretz.22 But n1ore striking ~as his li • 

oei1rs ' app canon of the maxim d'autres temps, d'autres m 
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invention of corresponding values for a "new conser-
dis(OVC~ or ntrist position he had been moving toward even vatfsPl, : ~~licizcd appreciation of Harry ,affa's defense of dem-

h !atity. Those who thereafter would not fall into line by ~c 1c required value and issue adjustment would become ~akin~ extremists in the eyes of Buckley and his followers. nghn:tly those who tacked sufficiently leftward remained con-frCSU. because they espoused what were, at least for the ,crvanvet,, "conservative values." Such examples are not meant to momcn • • ·1 h ' • d d b •on the journalistic pnvi eges to c ange one s mm an to snu :who refuse to follow one's course. My point is to underscore megulfbctwccn tailored "conservative values" and those features common to the historical Right that have been identifiable as such 
until the present day. 

A final illustration of this difference is a speech given on 
August 27, 2005, by Angela Merkel, the chief of Germany's Christian Democratic-Christian Social Union, in the northwestern Gcnnan city of Dortmund. At her party's rally, scheduled three weeks before the federal elections that her Center-Right coalition hoped to win, Merkel faced the challenge of articulating the "Cmstian values" said to be embedded in her party. In recent years, union leaders have gingerly sidestepped any social issue that might evoke the anger of the Left-Center media, and this has irri-tated Catholic bishops and some Evangelical clergy, who claim that the union has cynically exploited the "Christian" label. f ~ough Merkel, a technician from East Germany with feminist caninp, was initially disposed to find something vaguely Christian to say, her advisors, drawn from former chancellor Helmut Kohl, 
:rote her remarks to remove anything that might rattle those they hoped to win over to their side. Merkel thus spoke in 
Wo of "the freedom which. is due to everyone, whetl1er man or co~ no matter what one's religion or from whither one ho:· Such freedom entails "the right of women to leave the also ~OOsc a career, and to pick one's own partner." Merkel stand in th her concern about removing any barrier that might \Yb e way of someone pursuing this vision.23 
her~ she and her advisors ( Referenten) were asked where in thatthl!'v any ~Christian values" could be found, they responded • ., Were 101 l° • . . tty lias to . P •cit m Merkel's words. The party chiers pnor-at\d thens~ the electoral campaign in which she was engaged, 
of Values. A ~ould focus on the presentation and implementation rmer Party chief, Edmund Stoiber, had taken care of 
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th . being when he addressed the rally and mock d values for e nme . p c • e . . Social Democratic arty 1or wanting to "abol· h the oppos1non . d • M h 1s G nification day while mtro ucmg o am1ned's birtl -erman u f " al • ,, . 1 d ,,24 This is how the party o v ue-conservansm m German d:~is with its foundational truth_s while keeping the German Rig!~ 
ta distance. The union has tned to exclude acceptable politic 1 a 'h hN' a debate from such parties of the Rig t as t e at1onal Democrats and even the more moderately Rightist Republicans, and it has done so to capture votes that might otherwise go to its competitors. In Bavaria, Stoiber's home base, he and his Christian Social provincial government have been prodding federal courts to ban parties on their Right as a "danger to the German de1nocratic order." Such tactics, according to their critics, are detrimental to political pluralism. Even Right-Center parties use the courts to go after opposition parties on their Right. Under Article 21-2 of the German Basic Law banning parties that threaten the survival of the German Republic, this procedure is sin1ple and effective.25 It achieves the desired effect of marginalizing the union's rivals on the Right, who raise serious criticisms about Third World immi-gration and multiculturalism and who call for slashing the costly German welfare state. Whether or not these rivals are correct in their stands, they represent a modern Right, which the value con-servatives in the centrist union have tried to discredit. Not surpris-ingly, those who campaign under the banner of "Christian values" have not only diluted their value commitn1ent to make it indistin-guishable from that of the Left; they have also contributed to a sit-uation in which the Right, as the real counterpoint to the regnant Left, cannot hope to become a respectable political player. Although not the sole function that value conservatism has per-formed in either Europe or the United States, its role in stripping respectability from an explicit Right deserves attention. Some spokesmen for the American Right, like the lately deceased S~m~el Francis, have ridiculed "conservative" as a terin whereby their si?e accepts the fate of having been driven out of the 1nainstreatn poht· ical d ba 26 tl to be e tc. For those who find such an outco1ne devou Y ,, des' d • • d • values. ire , it lS a vantagcous to go on preaching "conservanve B t th • tl • oncept u ere 18 absolutely no good reason to pretend tl1at 115 c _ has dri • • · d soine . ven polittcal discussion toward the Right. Its effects an times even its explicit purpose have been exactly tl1e opposite. 
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