While conservatism arose as a militant
Revolution and its doctrine of universal

g together the concerns of the bour-
rking class with various nationalist ideas
s this process unfolded in the twenties and
are the Marxist critique that fascism and other
movements characterized an advanced

my—the Marxist interpretation of fas-
e of truth.! In interwar Europe and in
vas of a professional and commercial
ritarian regimes that promised social
pically had to share power in ruling
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other forces (€8 landowners, the military, the
tive labor uniqns) and accepted this arrang,_
ment in return for cconomic'sccunty and at least the appearanc,
inst the radlcal Left. The Left then was eith

of a defense agan™ . in the demonolo £ S
Communist Of anarchist bu.t, int 8y of the time
g d such other disturbers of the Peace as Mago, )
|I;1corpora:sc Jewssiof clericalists. The demons varied accor i ts,
b:)(:lt]csttlil: t)’rpc of,' authoritarianism established and the i“heriteg

iti lture. ]
Pohtll:caaslcicsl:n was only one variant. of thls. phenomenon, albej; the
most strident and perhaps most interesting example. Particul;my
in its Mussolinian Urform, fa}sc1sm took the .form of mobilizing
opposition to Leftist rcvc?lutlon. Contrary views suggesting the
fascists’ revolutionary origins and goe.lls must be understood in thjg
context. The Italian fascist model claimed to be revolutionary, anqd
indeed more genuinely so than the Left because of its nationg]
and popular character: Mussolini’.s Carta del Lavoro, enacted iy
April 1927, was supposed to have integrated workers and much of
management 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 ardizi,
never hid their anticapitalism as they endeavored to construct a
system 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
more radical document.?

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 imitation 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 from the working class, they came
to be seen as the protectors of the bourgeoisie against revolution-
ary dangers.® This was the role that the fascist squadristi had
already necessarily assumed in Italy by the time Mussolini tOf)k
power in 1922. His paramilitary bands had battled the anarchist
Left in street fights after the First World War, when the Itah:m
economy was crippled by massive strikes. Somewhat later, after t.z
national party had come into being, Mussolini had to balan'a::ll lc—
antibourgeois and working-class elements against a large ™ This
class base that swelled the ranks of his triumphant movement.

coalitions with
Church, and coopera
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Cd, pcrhap S unfairly, “ﬁanCheggiatori [hangers-
the large industrialist lobby Confindustria, yag
ation stone for the new Italian l‘eéimc
ly had to assure Emilio Olivetti, whe directed
fascism believes in the sanctity of property,”
‘would do nothing to interfere with the right
ate the tasks” of their employees. I addi-
arta, the fascist government had imposed strin-
asures, to the detriment of the working class.
no real blow to the owners of Italian indys-
d increased prosperity once the Italian cuyr-
ed.*
ed, in an exaggerated manner, develop-
id other European bourgeoisies had sup-
ath century: the nation and the state. The
volutionary principle, whereas the second
it least in theory, in the framework of a
Vhile this fusion was often messy and hastily
€ some bourgeois preferences, like liberal par-

ons, were denounced by the fascists for being
lly counterproductive, some continuity be-
| fascist societies is not hard to find. A rela-
/in some fascist countries, the functioning of
S even in fascist Italy into the thirties, however
= preservation of a nation-state structure that
relped build made fascist rule something that
edetto Croce and Vilfredo Pareto could at
, clerical fascist form in Austria, this inter-
sm gained the favor of the classical liberal

dNomics for saving the country from the rev-

rical fascist emphasis in Austria in the thir-
nd corporatist socioeconomic policy mattered
irgeoisie than did the efforts of Christian
bert Dollfuss (1892-1934) to protect the
8S, who ruled by emergency decrees, soug.ht
fation of the Austrian government while
’€mocratic paramilitary organization from
lin a civil war. Dollfuss became a firm ally
changed sides to join the Axis and before
0 Nazi assassination. He and his followers
Y to the anti-Marxist and Catholic Right, a
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i ing to prevent Hijtle
loyalty. that led ihcm into struggling to p Hitlepg takeoye,
gl cof:tx;);nt about whether fascism was esseny;
rcvo{t)x‘tsig\;ry” in the 19998 moved two prominent
torians, Nolte and Frangois Furet, to take up thc.co
in an exchange of corrc‘spondcn$c. In l:he magazin
they published the fruits of thc.lr exchange, wl.uc with thé
following themes: whether fascism shoulfi be viewed fo, the mof
part as an interwar dcvclopxpcnt that gained currency j
to Soviet Communism and its supporters; Whether it
revolutionary potential similar to Fhat of Bolshcvism; a
Nazism represented a general fa.scxst phenomenon that
response to the Soviet revolution.” At least two poin
the corresponding historians in. Commentaire ang o
pertinent to the present discussion. Furet argued on the basis of
Nolte’s first major work, Three Faces of

. Fascism, that (1) the intel-
lectual foundations for interwar fascisn

1 were laid before the Firse
World War, that is, prior to the Bolshevik Revolution,

Nazi variant of this movement Was far more vj
Mussolini’s version or the Spanish Falan
violent, genocidal radicalization

ally ucOunth

EUropean his.
ntested Subjecy
c Com entﬂire
h deal;

n Ieactigy
ONtaineq a
nd ththcr
CMerged i,
S made by
S€where are

normalize the a
in the thirties
context, as

his earlier
body of i

berrant authoritarianism tha
that impelled Nolte to treat
just another form of extreme an

work, as a German absorption of a countcrrcvolu;ionary;
r ¢

deas that affected other European peoples as well. F}lf;S'

made this observation Sympathetically, while deploring the ant

. . . . CF'

cist intolerance that has gripped German academic life—and P

haps, to a lesser €xtent, scholarship in his own country.
But the differenc

¢ between Nazism and some kinc_i o) gz.;ir(l)c[
fascism cannot be ignored. The Nazi variation on fascism r“simi ar
only vicious and aggressive, but it also brought 50 Powcintcrwaf
Mmovements wherever Hitler extended his empire. I;:m fascists
€fmany, those who most closely resembled Mussolin

t took over Germany
Nazism in a gcner.al
ti-Communism or, In
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y—violent anti-Semitic groy
Hitler’s final solution against t
an-controlled Italian fascist government
943, resulted in similar mass murder. One
ating about Italian fascism and how it

~ different circumstances, that is, if

uced in 1936 into a self-destructive
iance, however, came about only after
 earlier course as the European leader of
ad assumed this role in the wake of

34. And the anti-Jewish legislation, bar-
an Fascist Party, government, and the pro-
ni pushed through in 1938, revealed an
. Until the late thirties, Mussolini
‘uropean Jewish leaders, not least
ent of Nazi anti-Semitism, he pro-

Ps had to be
he Jews. The

‘This milder fascism would have been
t, and it would have ranged from neo-

crises, particularly the Depression,
1ty-first century may no longer be
ar of Communist upheaval fueled

‘apparatus might have removed one
ist authoritarian government. Most
ocial base of Mussolini’s movement, a
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hreatened bourgeoisie alongside 2 by Now
and nlrass it is hard to see how the socij)
king c'an’néti onal movement could hy,
ritari

traditional
for an autho 3
intact in any We

P ang;.
oundat;%
e .
: : Maipe,
tern country. The social foundatiop of us;i
G-
the classes of yesterday, classes that d no

vy ime were . Naye
lini’s rcglnrts in either a modern service €conomy or :

a
counterp

iversal welfare statc',BOth t}1c. inh.critcd Pourgeos f !
univers 1d generational distinctions, and Cohesiye .
its gender il belong to the social and political Picture of o, 78
class dgd Zt-)nity- Two aspects of the present—q POstbourge:.
late ::ate that accommodates a variety of anconventiony) |
iﬁgiccs and, above all, women liberated .ﬁ'om tradition,)
making roles—might ha.vc dxllmbfounds:d MREIWar fascigyg Or evep
Marxists. It is hard to imagine wh?t, if anythmg, fascisy, woulg
[Boklliketth today’s society, Equ;}tmg fascists witl European
American critics of Third World Immigration i a Pr0pagandis§r
ploy, when it is not simply an anac.h-romstic €Xercise. It te]) noth?
ing about the nature and preconditions of interwar fascism but jt
denigrates those who do not seen ,

1 o
: e Y e.nthusmstlc abouyt
government-imposed diversi rinciple,

Wwel.

ifesty]
h()me.

ufficient

the future,” a form of 4
with Mussolini,” Nolte

secondary phenomenon
presented it:

ntumodernism thqy “regained it charm

ject of study as a «
710 Fascism was

ughout the late ni

d
neteenth century, as both Furet an
Nolte haye observed, sworn e

nemies of bourgeois republican 0
ernment from the Monarchist Right toyed with idea of b‘_"ld”;g
alliances witly the working class. It was a desperate v?rSlZ?c ]
Benjamin Disracli’s Tory democracy or of Otto von B‘S.Te i
efforts in he 1880s to identify the German Second Empl,-adic _
Workers’ pensions and universal manhood suffrage. In t::Pe , ¢
ized countcrrcvolutionary version, which fascism fiivethc masseh
national leader yas to cultivate a special relation with
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e ‘r,c{pos;t.ory of nanona} virtue. He would
atly f p.arhamcntafy parties and all interest-
: ght interfere with the unmediated relation
eople.
. feature of this selective democracy was
le of popular consensus. From Plato and
ues Rousseau and Carl Schmitt, democ-
ood, has been about long-term agreement
o self-governing citizens. Not pluralism, but
d opinions, have until very recently been seen
ccessful self-government.!! The progressive
ty into competing individual wills and
cratic commonality in proportion to how
roceeds. The danger is exacerbated by “plu-
ch its critics have considered a contradic-
oric democratic tradition, equality has far
g discrimination or even redistributing
\ knowing and carrying out the general
s to whatever extent it is democratic, is
yong those who accept one another as

ense of such a conception of self-govern-
cticed at the local level, I would dis-
racy as the practice of 2 historical
y custom—and democracy as the imposi-
ts, global democrats, and the enforcers
Je first sort of democracy tries to pre-
main integral to the shared lives of its
structivist and manufactures a consensus

made to live. In any case, the identification of

i g consensus is the long-establishcd view
duce their

nterwar fascists took over to pro
n was a strictly

changes in the socioeconomic structure.
period 2 regime that,
Communism and to

Lt 3
‘during the interwar

orated a reaction to
adical Left. As the frightened bourgeoisi€
the fascists, they found 2 haven that
tor of the internationalist Left and the

v-holders Although fascism rarct
e convention
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Marxist view, and while in Germany the Nagzis Were
first choice of industrialists and bankers, the
ratist Right scared those interests far less ¢t
the other side. And Nolte has a point that
widely celebrated in Marxist rhetoric, was
the European middle class.

Equally relevant, Nolte stresses the interwar Context
sary for understanding fascism. That movement togok sha
of the two contending sides in the “European cjyi| war”
in the twenties and even more in the thirties in central 5
Europe.!? Although there were arguably less violent
available than those chosen, to partisans on both sides
ognized that two conditioning factors determined the g
war. One factor was that those who took meaningfu|
tions often landed in one of the two polarized camps, regarq)

€SS of
where they had started. A second factor was that Partisans pjcj
political-existential positions only from among the significant c[})xoicc ‘
that they discerned. The second point reminds me of 3 question thzi
a relative once asked about why Jews in castern Europe became
Zionists or Marxists or lived under Orthodox Rabbinjc control
Couldn’t these people be like German Jews, my relative wondereq
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 same choice.

: - 1 the
Nationaljsy o, % the
han did the raq; Po.

: 1cals ..

a ghastly nightmarc tc)

as nccC&
€ as ope
that rageq
nd Castern
altcrnatives
’ NOltc rec-

Uropean Civi
pohdcal p()si-

THE CHANGING RIGHT

The particular polarity that Nolte explored was time-bound.
Fascists exerted influence and ran governments but did 50 in
“their epoch,” as readers learn from the original German utlclog
Nolte’s magnum opus. True fascists have not survived as FlClglio
opponents of Muslim immigration or as those types rf"f;:_': o
journalistically as “Islamofascists.” More useful than snfolefprcss
contemporaries into archaic categories, perhaps as a \\fatys bcl;)l1ge |
displeasure, is to acknowledge this obviO}xs fact: faslcnsc i
to the Right as it existed in a particular time and p I::ic )

the fascist Right is no longer around, another 2
Making the Right what it is comes down t(')ll ldi
against the Left, although what that Left is Wi
generation to the next.

ght may ¢
mobilizauon

ffer from on¢
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French Communists since the end of the Second
tes the sea change undergone by the European
e Communist Party of France in 1946 polled
¢ of the vote in national elections, and as late as 1956,
. about 26 percent; by 2002, however, its electoral
conld 25 3 percent. As late as 1979
o had fallen to abou.t percent. ate as 1979, 46.5 percent
fihe French Communist vote came from industrial workers, who
ade up 36 percent of the French work force. But such workers’
votes by 1997 accounted for only 31 percent of Communist sup-
i extracted from a once formidable class that had shrunk to 29
cent of French wage earners.!®> The majority of French
Communists Were by then white-collar employees, including large
numbers of government functionaries. Moreover, the old issues
that 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
Ffont National in France and the Vlaams Belang in Flanders, the
R"Sht has sometimes done far better than the Left in picking up
disgruntled workers.

-Alﬂmugh the Left’s projects have changed over time, there
;c,a!so overlaps between its past and current interests. An antipa-
ex’;logﬁzourgcois society, formerly associated with capitalist
h0m0ph' bll ‘.and more recently with sexism, xenophobia, and
“ﬂmry:sl:’] has been a constant Leftist feature in the twentieth
mﬁm&; I se‘:o has bCCl.l an obsession with secularizing public

tions seen as languishing under reactionary Christian influ-

cncc.' ’S“ [ [N
ich proclivities complement a Leftist vision of progress,

Underst, od 2
Wciery aséca;: gradual or revolutionary advance toward a universal
<f 'P“ﬁchlﬁ? fec‘ﬂamm, equality, and scientific planning. The
ﬁr‘mom rﬂﬁnfy ih :Elfrop.c, tfsually has indulged Soviet tyranny
i“s_ on_‘ft’he p ?rcsslon inflicted by governments perceived as
- Right. This double standard in contemporary

A lookat the
War illustrd

g in generél: i

Le
28'6 pCchﬂ

Eur y
ICally tre, en the form of a noisy crusade against “fascism”;

it
ts o :
Stalinist and Maoist mass murder as a mere faux
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pas, something that progressive arfnfasasts are 10t suppogey t
not;'cc This posturing has resulted in a steady stream of i 0

Wect;

in the French and German press, as Furet documents, :gC:;,VfS
those who have focused attention on Communist Crimeg, Sucs}:
publicists have been accused of trying to turn our minds .
from fascist atrocities by exaggcmng less reprehensible Commyy,;
misdeeds. At the same time, parties of the Left in Gcrmany hmt
honored dead Marxist revolutionaries by naming or rellam?lve
public places and streets for Rqsa Lu)fcmburg and Karl Mapy .0
by re-erecting statues of Lenin in Berlin.!*

What makes the Right a “secondary phenomenop» is it
opposition to the Left, regardless of how that side €Xpresses itsdsf
at any particular time. The current Right, allowing for isolated
exceptions, does not treat interwar fascism as a useful mode] for
reform; today’s racial nationalists in the United States typically are
libertarians who do not speak about a corporate €conomy or rejp-
troducing legal segregation. Such Rightists, exemplified by the
contributors to American Renaissance and The Occidental Quarser)y
have no hope of reclaiming public administration from the Lef
and would be delighted if government 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, whose
culture and self-respect the Right sees as under attack. The Right
loathes “managerial multiculturalism” and complains that.thc wel-
fare state has become a prime instrument of cultural-socngl trans-
formation through its socialization of the young, immigratio®
policies, and preferential treatment of minorities.'®

A widely used textbook with an unmistakably
Political Ideologies by Leon P. Baradat (now in its nin
vilifies Americans of “the extreme Right.” In 2 <fllaPth
painting of emaciated inmates at Auschwitz (it 1 m
no Gulag art accompanies the book’s generally Cn as being
flcsc'riptions of Communism), Baradat portrays t_hc extremis”
irrationally opposed to government: “Rightwing

arx and

bly Leftist tilt,
th edition)
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1e United States. The collapse of t}e Soviet

a traditional negative foca Point of the
external danger removed, thoge Ameri-
sources of great evil in their midst have
VErnment as an oppressive and threaten.
ed—violently, if necessary,”16 Looking
oved premises—that the Pogge Comitatus,
libertarian Rights are all growi

icative of paranoia; and that those who fee]
Ice-prone—one may acknowledge that this

ne true statement. The far Right, and even
‘holds no brief for the administrative state

fist Right, resembles anarchists or crit-
re than followers of Mussolini or, a for-

 of the Right that now exists here and
initiatives undertaken by the media, courts,

A to promote the kinds of significant
red Western societies since the 1960s,
n is the activist Phyllis Schlafly, who
1 d legal career to fighting the social
ty of Schlafly by Donald T. Critchlow
ombatant against Leftist reforms that
rkplace. Offensive to Schlafly are such
ition of the traditional domestic role of
tian symbols from public places, the
targeted preferential hiring and
€ expansion of Third World immi-
do not necessarily remind one of
h Schlafly, moreover, has no dis-
alism, she is on the Right by virtue
ial Left. Her Rightist orientation
might have erred by using “right-
18 Schlafly with Ronald Reagan in a
arried out by “conservative right-
~makes this reader wonder whether
s subject. Should one apply to
unt Metternich, who worked to
Revolution, and other nineteenth-

b‘
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More meaningful is Critcm’?w,sd leplanlation 2bou Ow
Schlafiypindiorel deithe upcoplc an er p ace E}mon o
“Any characterization of Schlafly must be cqu\lraltliﬁw with .tlfc recop.
nition that she, and other grassroots conservatives whg joineq et
opposed the political status quo. Th.et)lr] \ﬁfangl?t Protracteq Strugg),
against the liberal welfa.rc state, witl c;ts rle lance on CeNtralipe
government, bureaucratic cxp?r.tISC,l ju llaa activism, an'd distrust
of popular democracy, traditiona va ucs,- and Patriotisy, »17
Critchlow convincingly shows that his subject, a Catholic pe.
publican from St. Louis who, like her husl_)and, 1S 2 well-trajpey
and articulate lawyer, brought out of her childhood the image of ,
virtuous American nation that needed to be re-empowered. Her
“grassroots conservatism,” as Critchlow calls it, is a tendency thyy
Schlafly eloquently exemplifies. It is a defining rightwing phenop.
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, from Pierre Poujade
and Jean-Marie Le Pen in France to George Wallace and Pyt
Buchanan in the United States, have appealed to the “people” over
the heads of political elites in the name of betrayed popular virtues,

Although Critchlow draws parallels between Schlafly and
another self-assertive midwestern woman, the protofeminist Betty
Friedan, his comparison cannot be successfully extended beyond a
few personal traits to any specific populist belief.!® Feminists and
the social Left do not call for the overthrow of political elites but
wish to work through them to reconstruct human behavior. They
certainly do not idolize the “common” man, 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, €X-
Presses a passionate and almost mystical belief in thc.dcnz’s;
whose instincts and natural goodness must be released in Ofd‘:c
fo restore the nation and its freedom. Willmoore Kendall., hed
unvarnished populist in the carly National Review circle, laVl:nd_
Praise on those “who think in their hips” and who ralllcd. toc
Communism as an expression of their outraged sense of vmir;blc

Although the Right and the social Left exhibit a C?tn:;zlls for
enthusiasm for electoral displays—for example, the Le che Right
extending the electorate to the hidden disadvantaged and aims 31

Opes to submit every decision to plebiscites—thelr consensy’
entirely different. One side wishes to create a broadcrobilizc:
Of Managerial governance, while the other seeks o 'z; support *
masses for counterrevolution. These observations len
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e puting the stigma of the Third Reich to
Bmdat’ poun t Presumably the demos, which the Right seeks

¢ entire 2167 is not any random collection of individuals; it is,
o Jet 4 sts hope, sufficiently cohesive to rule itself. And the
¢ .nghn . i ¢ a nation or as a people, the more
morc'mtcf‘t‘wﬂ[ be able to assert itself against the Left, which enjoys
(ffectively ! of public administration and the media.

without im

VALUE CONSERVATISM VS. THE RIGHT

t, and perhaps never can be, coextensive with con-
eratism. Therefore, the term “grassroots conservative,” when
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.
Like the Left, the populist Right makes its own appeal to equality.
The confrontation between Left and Right in 2005 does not,
h°?"°"°f, replicate the nineteenth-century battle between conser-
"‘tl'i"fs and liberals. Different social classes, armed with different
it técal goals, are waging a quite dissimilar struggle.
ing mv:gule;ctll:n thefltight cqual§ conservatjsm d9cs i‘t mean try-
Versarial positiges'o conservative values.” A Rightist take:s an
b}'commt, " k:n in relation to the L<::ft; a “value conservative,”
a0 lcygpa] debto cobble. togcthcr views for a TV presentation
Ocone i iatc:. Fut in either case, it is a mere performance
PSS t0 avoiq sposoth‘:ynmg to appear to have convictions but who
s are o i 1g l}ls hstcPcrs. The bearers of conservative
d M Which théy ¥ perts in dealing with the establishment Left
Othe their mﬂds? not far removed, and they are also inclined to
:n‘.‘:ut things, Onm' the laﬂ_guagc of self-evident truths and per-
Ofeyirses illustration of this practice is David Brooks’s

The Right is no

2,:&03, rosl?sn;:ff:?:s“ vative” views for the New York Times.
ofy "Viftout“ i yv:1 d”gﬁly marriage as a conservative con-
iy g ' OF Virtye d‘]les 3 in August 2005, he sang the praises
lhi,p d Teached 4 at had become manifest over the last ten

g €W peak in “family virtue.”2® The reason for

°Vcr 1t the i~
the lagt & € Incidence of spousal violence had dropped

Years to j Tou i
to its lowest point in thirty years. The
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columnist tips his hat to fcrhinist groups for involvin
ment more fully in family.llfc and for working fol:
punish male violence. In his Zt.‘.al to celebrate a feh11
America, Brooks fails to notice other e{(planano
attributed to unparalleled virtue, explanations suc
of more prisons to incarcerate more young men,
erwise be beating their hapless significant oth
graphic shifts that keep raising the median averag
the Western world. Brooks talks up the social
conservative-sounding value to its presumed a

This kind of gesture has become predicta
servatism. The unfurling of conservative valy
Leftist values as conservative ones has accompanied g, general
retreat from “extremism” undertaken by those seeking social ang
professional acceptability. The practitioner

s of this retreat move
closer to the Left while at the same time reassuring their followers

g the 80very,.
stiffer laws to
nist-inﬂuenced
ns for whay he
h as the buildin
who might oth-
€rs, and demg.
€ age throughout
Left by attaching a
ccomplishmen;.

ble in American con-
€s or the IeNaming of

seem different by virtue
“liberals” advocate.

ing of Negroes’).”21
. Hentoff notes approvingly that Buckley has “taken on the
weight of middle-ag

. L Bl . -t‘
) ed responsibility” by moving toward the p01;rs
ical center and by Swerving leftward in the preceding several ¢
ON questions of race

: + This putative maturation reflected the :1) rcz
of nonintellectya] as well as intellectual factors, including Buc Z?ld
OWn close relations witl, several New York Jewish liberals
Ncoconservatives.

. ving
Abe Rosenthal at the New York Times, I
Ol, and NOl'man

applicati : gers Was T
Pplication of the maxim d’aytres temps, d’autres Mmoe

)
ol uckley
Podhoretz.22 But more striking than B 1is
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or invention of corresponding values ﬁ?r a “new conser-
disCOVC:Y centrist position he had been moving toward even
"’ﬁ? ’hi: ublicized appreciation of Harry Jaffa’s defense of dem-
before Ealit)’o Those who thereafter would not fall into line by
“mnccgw required value and issue adjustment would become
m‘kms extremists in the eyes of Buckley and his followers.
nslﬂ‘”“;%ly those who tacked sufficiently leftward remained cop-
pmunn;e because they espoused what were, at least for the
mcnﬁ: “conservative values.” Such examples are not meant to
uestion the journalistic privileges to change one’s mind and to snub
?hose who refuse to follow one’s course. My point is to underscore
the gulf between 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
German 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

“Christian values” said to be embedded in 1

1er 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-
tited Catholic bishops and some Evangelical clergy, who claim
that the union has cynically exploited the “Christian” label.
ﬁt:iﬁugh Mc'rk.c!, a tthnician from East Germany with fen}in_ist
. 8’;; Was Initially disposed. to find something vaguely Christian
rcwry’ et advisors, drawn from former chancellor Helmut Kohl,
wo:::hllcr hrc:marks to. remove anytl.iin.g that might rattle tlxo§e
P'ﬁkc.of“)t,hcog.ed to win over to their side. Merkel thus spoke in
oman, o eedom which is due to everyone, wheth.cr man or
Omeg,» 'suchmf:tter what o.nc’s rchgnon or from whither one
Use, 10 chog, eedom entails “the right of women to leave the
050 gpraceny o - 2 Career, and to pick one’s own partner.” Merkel
stang i, 3 w:l' concern about removing any barrier that might
Wher 2 Of someone pursuing this vision.23
e gy *he and her advisors (R ked where in
Speech 0y “Chrier rs (Referenten) were asked whe

thay they e stan values” could be found, they rcsponficd
° 10 wip l:phcu in Merkel’s words. The party chief’s prior-
g N she ¢ 1€ electora) campaign in which she was engaged,
Ould focus o the presentation and implementation

S ormer pary, chief, Edmund Stoiber, had taken care of


Todd
Highlight


—\

T——

PAUL EDWARD GOTTFRIED
92

values for the time being when h'c alc’idrcssf?oc:. the ra.lly and ‘l‘nocke
I 1 nrr 5 O “abolig
German unification day while :‘ntro a5 o_ja"},"?Cd S birth.
day.”?* This is how the party of Vall:lC-COHS?rvatlsnl In GCrmanY
deals with its foundational truth.s while keeping the Germanp Right
at a distance. The union has tried to exclude acceptable Politicy]
debate from such parties of the Right as the .National Democrag
and even the more moderately Rightist .chubllca.ns, and it has dope
so to capture votes that might otherwise go to its Competitors, [p,
Bavaria, Stoiber’s home base, he and his Christian Socia] Provingcia|
government have been prodding federal courts to ban parties oy
their Right as a “danger to the German democratic 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 simple and effective.25 [t
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 commitment 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. Somé
spokesmen for the American Right, like the lately deceased S.am.uel
Erancis, have ridiculed “conservative” as a term whereby their Slfic
accepts the fate of having been driven out of the mainstream polg'
lcal. debate.26 For thoge who find such an outcome devoutly to %
desired, it is advantageous to g0 on preaching “conscrvativ.c valucz- :
But there s absolutely no good reason to pretend that this concep

o .. . lllc-
h_as driven politica] discussion toward the Right. Its effects ;}ﬂd &
tmes even its explicit Purpose have been exactly the opposite:





{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":true}


{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":true}


{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":true}


{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":true}


{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":true}


{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":true}


{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":true}


{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":true}


{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":true}


{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":true}


{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":true}


{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":true}


{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":true}


{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":true}


{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":true}


{"type":"Book","isBackSide":false,"languages":["en-us"],"usedOnDeviceOCR":true}



