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 The Resurgent Right: Why Now?

“...we have to say to the counterculture: Nice try, you failed,

BY JEAN HARDISTY

or those who have worked to

further social justice and

democratic values in the

United States, the election of
November 7, 1994 was a defeat. The
election results indicate that the Ameri-
can public has repudiated the liberalism
that has been the dominant method of
social reform since the New Deal. The
resurgent right has consolidated its
power and is now implementing its
agenda. There appears to be a new mood
of meanness that expresses itself in spite-
ful ridicule of liberals, feminists, envi-
ronmentalists, and those in a weak or
dependent position, such as welfare re-
cipients and immigrants. The response
from liberals, progressives, and cenirists
alike has been a mixwure of anger, disbe-
lief, denial, and paralysis.

This is not the first time the United
States has swung dramatically 1o the
right. Periodically throughout US his-
tory, right-wing forces have thrived, pro-
moting such themes as white supremacy,
scapegoating of Jews, violent opposition
to unions, and rabid anti-communism.
During Reconstruction in the South af-
ter the Civil War racial hatred was mobi-
lized to destroy gains made by Blacks,
and then in the 19205 racial
scapegoating created a period of un-
checked lynchings of Black men. Immi-
grants, Catholics, and Jews were
scapegoated as “carriers of socialism” and

you're wrong. And we have to simply, calmly, methodically

reassert American civilization and reestablish the
conditions, which I believe starts with the work ethic.”

Newt Gingrich
Contract with America

“Our political landscape is a toxic dump.”

Bill Moyers

Perspective, NBC News, March 7, 1995

“Papal loyalists” during the first several
decades of this century, and union mem-
bers were violently attacked during the
1930s. The communist witchhunts of the
McCarthy era in the 1950s is a recent
example of rightist resurgence.

The history of US govemment re-
pression of dissenters, the imperialistic
adventures of the 19th and 20th centu-
ries, the grim record of racism directed
against people of color that dates to
slavery, and the resistance to extending
full rights to women are consistent and
persistent themes in US history. In truth,
a close examination of that history re-
veals it is more often out of sync with
democratic values than aligned with
them.

Just 20 years ago it looked as if this
dismal historical record might be over-
come. Certain commitments to equality
and justice had been established in
American political culwure, These com-
mitments were expressed in policy re-
forms, such as guaranteed access to the
vote, legal services for the poor, or food
and shelter for the elderly, the disabled,
and those who cannot provide for them-
selves. These reformist policies tended to
cluster under the general heading of lib-

eralism, with those who saw liberalism's
N

reforms as inadequate to bring about real
equality and justice— the left and
progressives— acting as agents of con-
science to expose the failings and short-
comings of liberalism.

Now the political swing to the right
is so complete that liberalism has be-
come a political orphan: not because it is
a compromised ideology of reform, but
because it has been painted as socialism
in disguise. Secular humanism— one
ideological source of enlightened liberal
reformism— is now under attack from
religious fundamentalism. The left, de-
feated and in disarray, is unable 1o ex-
ploit the widespread disillusionment
with liberalism to promote its own analy-
sis. Altogether, these political condi-
tions add up to a formidable package of
reaction which has an iron grip on the
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From the Director

ith this special double issue, Surina Khan replaces me as co-editor of The
Public Eye. Surina came to Political Research Associates in September, as
our new Associate Research Analyst. She was formerly the co-owner and co-
publisher of Metroline, a regional biweekly magazine for the gay and lesbian
community, based in Hartford, CT. We are very pleased that Surina will
now apply her talent and energy to research and public education on the
right wing. 1 will continue 10 have close involvement with the overall
editorial direction of The Public Eye, occasionally writing the feature article,
and reporting to you on developments at PRA through this new column,
“From the Ditector.”

In September PRA was also able to hire Peter Snoad, our outstanding
fundraising consultant, as Deputy Director. Peter is a former journalist and
comes to us with a long history of work with anti-racist, peace, human
rights, and humanitarian aid organizations, including seven years as a staffer
and consultant with Grassroots International.

With the addition of two new staff, and the consistent and very helpful
presence of two graduate students, Vanessa Mohr and Aaron Katz, we found
our usually crowded offices became a hazardous obstacle course. In order to
give ourselves a bit more breathing room, PRA has just moved to a new
location in nearby Somerville, MA. QOur new space increases our square
footage by abourt a third and allows us to provide those using the Library with
more privacy and quiet. Please note our new address: 120 Beacon St., Suite
300, Somerville, MA 02143. Our phone and fax numbers remain the same.

PRA has also created a "home page” on the World Wide Web, making
our posted resources and information available to anyone linked to the Web,
with simple point and click access. We also post PRA resources on our
electronic Bulletin Board System (BBS), making them freely available to
people who do not have on-line access. PRA's BBS is a no-fee, open access
system that can be reached from anywhere in the world by dialing 617/221-
5815 with a modem. We will not be receiving messages or information
requests through either the Web page or BBS, since all the material we have
available on-line will be posted.

Demand for PRA's services has increased dramatically over the last
year, and fortunately our funders’ support has largely kept pace. Of course,
we are always grateful to our loyal ongoing funders—The Unitarian
Universalist Veatch Program at Shelter Rock, donors associated with The
Funding Exchange and The Tides Foundation, The Chicago Resource
Center, The Harris Foundation, The Mailman Foundation, and The Gaia
Foundation. These foundations have now been joined by welcome new
funders—The Public Welfare Foundation, The HKH Foundation, The
Albert A. List Foundation, The Nathan Cummings Foundation, Flaymarket
People’s Fund, The Sister Fund, The Poverty and Race Research Action
Council, and The Threshold Foundation. We are grateful for both new and
old support, not only from foundations but also from our remarkably loyal
individual donors. This support makes our work at PRA possible.

PRA's research and analysis must be tied 1o action. For that reason, it
is even more important that it be accurate, reliable, and useful. All of us at
Political Research Associates hope that you find The Public Eye and our
other publications helpful to you in understanding the alarming and
dangerous resurgence of the right.

— Jean V. Hardisty
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country.! It is not surprising that those
least able to protect themselves will suf-
fer most from the right's power grab. The
growing gap between rich and poor is
simply the most obvious indicator of the
fate of the poor and dependent.

Mindful that we have been here
before, the obvious question is Why
Now? This is not a moment created
simply by the hard work of a few right-
wing white male leaders; nor is it entitely
a product of the potential for repression
and inequality inherent in capitalism;
nor is it metely a swing of the political
pendulum, a backlash against women, a
result of the collapse of the family, a
spiritual crisis; ot any of the other magic
bullet explanations that have been popu-
larized since the alarming political debut
of the New Right in 1980. Each of these
explanations gets at an aspect of the
country's rightward swing.

This discussion will address the US
right within the electoral sphere, and
right-wing movements that operate
within the Republican Party. Variously
called the New Right, the new Republi-
cans, the Religious Right, or the hard
right, this sector does not include the
extremist, paramilitary right, such as the
Ku Klux Klan, neo-Nazi groups, the
Atyan Nations, and other violent white
supremacist groups. Violent members of
the anti-abortion movement, Christian
Reconstructionists, David Duke, Pat
Buchanan, and Pat Robertson represent
“bridges” that link these two sectots.
Though the paramilitary right is not
discussed here, much of what is said in
this article applies to that sector as well.

The complexity of a full explanation
cannot be exaggerated. There are too
many factors at play to say with certainty
what they all are, or how much each
contributes. However, that must not pre-
vent a good-faith effort to lay out ideas
and interpretations that hold the poten-
tial for insight. In order to chart a course
for the next decade, it is important 10
assess the 1994 election, the mood of the
country in general, and especially the
apparent sweeping success of the right in
hopes that such an understanding will
provide some guidance for action.

An explanation that attempts to be
comprehensive must take into account
the widespread public sentiment that is

finding expression in the right, and also
the role of the leadership of the right in
creating and mobilizing that sentiment.
This discussion will draw on both factors
in attempting to explain the contempo-
rary rise of the right. To organize the
discussion, | suggest that we take one
step back in the causal chain and focus
on five major economic, social, and po-
litical forces that provide the setting
for the expression of a rightist agenda,
and thereby underlie the success of the
resurgent right. These forces are:

¢ a conservative religious revitalization,
+ economic contraction and restructuring,
+ race resentment and bigotry,

+ backlash and social stress, and

¢ a well-funded network of right-wing
organizations.

Each of these conditions has existed
at previous times in US history. While
they usually ovetlap to some extent, they
also can be seen as distinct, identifiable
phenomenon. The lightning speed of the
right's rise can be explained by the si-
multaneous existence of all five factors.
Further, in this period they not only
overlap, but reinforce each other. This
mutual reinforcement accounts for the
exceptional force of the current right-
ward swing.

In fact, the right has created a jug-
gernaut— an overwhelming force that

has now pained state power. For many
progressives and liberals, the specter of
fascism is alarming. That alarm is justi-
fied. We must remember that fascism
begins as a mass movement that com-
bines reactionary political policies and
revolutionary fervor. The contemporary
right combines a set of reactionary social
policies with the fervor provided by fun-
damentalist religious beliefs and long-
standing racism. That is hauntingly simi-
laz to the Weimar Republic in Germany,
where the fervor was provided by nation-
alism rather than religious convictions.
Further, the alienation created by a re-
structuring of the economy that is nega-
tively affecting large numbers of workers
can be compared with other economic
settings in which fascism has attained
power. Howard Phillips, an early New
Right leader who is a right-wing ideo-
logical purist, has said, “The French
Revolution was, to some degree, fueled
by economic concemns. Sa | think what
will trigger [a right-wing Christian revo-
lution] is the economic problems.”
(Stan: 1995)

One important distinction between
the US serting and other settings in
which fascism has risen is that the US
right's leadership is driven by fairly rigid
ideclogical principles. Fascist leadership
is characterized by craven opportun-
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issm— an apparent lack of consistent
pelitical principles that allows the lead-
etship to change its ideology in order to
adapt whatever strategy is necessary to
attain and consolidate state power. An-
other distinction is that in the contem-
porary right there is not one leader who
serves as the strongman. These differ-
ences are important, but it is not far-
fetched to fear that the appearance of a
right-wing charismatic leader with ex-
ceptional political skills might create the
environment that would transform the
current right-wing resurgence into fas-
cism.

RELIGIOUS REVITALIZATION
n the United States, as in many
places throughout the world, there
is a dramatic growth in the number
and influence of people who iden-
tify themselves as religious funda-

mentalists. In fact, it can be argued that

the US is in the midst of a religious
revitalization. The term “revitalization
movement” has been used by anthro-

pologist Anthony F. C. Wallace in a

classic 1956 essay to describe a con-

scious, organized effort by members of a

society to construct a more satisfying

culture by seeking to bring about change
in the whole cultural system, or at least
substantial parts of the system (Wallace,

1956, 264-281). 2

People create a revitalization move-
ment because they perceive that a part of
the society’s cultural system is unsatisfac-
tory. Their discontent leads them to
commit themselves to work with urgency
for an intended shift in the society's
worldview. The catalyst for dissatisfac-
tion can be social stress caused by outside
forces (such as war or famine) or social
imbalances caused by changes within the
society. That is, when people feel ill ac
ease within their society, or feel that
they are losing ground relative to their
expectations, they will often turn to reli-
gion as a vehicle for the restoration of
meaning, purpose, and comfort in their
lives. Their explicit goal is to revitalize
their society through movement activ-
ism.

Wallace identifies a type of revital-
ization movement which he calls a "“re-
vivalistic movement." We are all famil-
jar with the American religious tradition

of the "revival meering”"— part enter-
tainment, part inspiration, and often de-
picted as a traveling “show” that came o
small towns. The meetings featured
charismatic preachers who won converts
o a very conservative version of Chris-
tianity. It is associated with an earlier,
more innocent and less sophisticated
time, when people were less influenced
by the media and peer pressure was the
major disciplinary force in small-town
and rural settings.

Revivalistic movements are an ex-
tension of the concept of a revival meet-
ing. They are movements that appeal to
large numbers of recruits because they
emphasize the customs, values, and even
the natural world that were thought to
have been characteristic of previous,
more satisfactory times. The movement's
strength comes from its promise that it
will restore these characteristics which
have been lost in the corruption of the
contemporary world. When revivalistic
movements are religious in nature, it is
religious values revered in the past, such
as the importance of adherence 10 a
literal reading of biblical teaching, that
inspire people's interest in religious val-
ues as a source of healing and restoration.
The movement’s message may even cre-
ate a sense of longing for qualities now
lost.

The contemporary movement
known as the Religious Right is such a
revivalistic movement. Based on evan-
gelical, fundamentalist, Pentecostal,
Charismatic, and Reconstructionist reli-
gious practices and values, it is made up
of a broad array of very conservative
Christian sectors, augmented by much
smaller conservative religious sectors of
Judaism, Catholicism, and Istam.

The political power of the Religious
Right is nearly unprecedented in US
history. With the exception of mobiliza-
tions against the teaching of evolution, a
prominent role in the promotion of the
restrictions of Prohibition, and the sup-
portive efforts of many Black churches in
the civil rights struggle, Christian funda-
mentalists and evangelicals have, in
20th century US history, most often
been only marginally involved in politics
and political activism. Though Father
Charles Coughlin, the reactionary and
anti-Semitic “radio priest” of the 19305,

*
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and a few other charismatic, firebrand
preachers rabble-roused for political
goals, rank-and-file fundamentalist and
evangelical religious sects have, for the
most part, stayed out of the power
struggles of the political sphere.

There were solid theological reasons
for this lack of involvement in politics.
For those who read the Bible literally,
the focus is on the "end times"— an area
of Christian theology formally known as
escharology. There is an important theo-
logical debate about the nature of the
end times, a debate between those who
are pre-millenialists and those who are
post-millenialists. The differences be-
tween these two posiiions are so impor-
tant that it was previously very difficult
to bring the two groups together.

As predicted in the Book of Revela-
tions certain events will happen when
the world ends. These include the Rap-
ture; a period of chaos known as the
Tribulations; the return of Christ; and a
thousand years of peace and harmony
under his rule or that of his saints. For
those who take the Bible literally, the
prescription for a virtuous life is one
spent in preparation for this Second
Coming of Christ. Thus, involvement in
day-to-day political struggles in contem-
porary secular society held little interest.
Focused on the future, the moral health
and godliness of this material world was
somewhat irrelevant.

When the New Right began its po-
litical recruitment of Christian
evangelicals and fundamentalists in the
1970s, it faced the question of how 1o
bring them into the political sphere. It
was crucial that shrewd organizing skills
and convincing theological arguments
be developed to inspire and justify their
political involvement. A further compli-
cation lay in the division between pre-
millenialists and post-millenialists about
the nature of the Second Coming. For
pre-millenialists, great events will pre-
cede the return of Christ— perhaps a
rapture of Christian believers into
heaven, but definitely a period of Tribu-
lation which will culminate in the final
battle of Armageddon. Only then will
Christ return to rule on earth for one
thousand years; this period's end will
mark the end of history. For post-
millenialist evangelicals and fundamen-
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talists, the great events of Rapture,
Tribulation and Armageddon will follow
the millennium. During the millennium,
which some post-millenialists believe
has begun, God's elect will rule the
earth. God's elect are self-evidently
Christian, and they bear a heavy burden
to rule in a way befitting Christian prin-
ciples. (Diamond; 1989)

Each theological position (and I
have named only two here) dictates a
different order of commitments in the
conduct of daily life. In order to capture
the large US evangelical and fundamen-
talist population for a massive political
mobilization, the New Right's religious
leadership had te develop arguments
that harmonized the differences and
placed political activism at the top of all
those different lists of commitments.

Two such arguments have achieved
wide acceptance. First, whether one is a
pre-millenialist or a post-millenialist, it
can be argued that to do God's work here
on earth is to oppose earthly evil at all
times. Because moral decay and behavior
not consistent with biblical teachings are
evil, they should be actively opposed.
Second, agreement has emerged that it is
Christians who have been given domin-
ion (rule} over the earth by God. Thus it
is wrong and worthy of opposition when
secular persons inappropriately take that
dominion. These arguments compel the
involvement of evangelicals and funda-
mentalists (and charismatics and Pente-
costals) in contemporary politics. Fur-
ther, they resonate swrongly with the
"“values” questions that are at the center
of the agenda of both the religious and
secular right.

Certain individuals, especially Rob-
ert Billings, Ed McAteer, Jerry Falwell,
Paul Weyrich, and, most recently, Pat
Robertson get credit for recruiting Chris-
tian fundamentalists and evangelicals
into politics. They organized in the
1970s, at a time when the number of
citizens identifying themselves as born-
again Christians was skyrocketing. By
the 1980s, Christian revivalism had be-
come a movement: a locus of righteous
fervor, individual meaning, and political
organizing. As early as 1981, a Gallup
Poll found that 38 percent of the popula-
tion claimed to have been “born-again.”
(Gallup Opinion Index, 184: 1-77)

While not all those born-again Chris-
tians are fundamentalists, nearly all are
evangelicals.’

As this growth occurred, so oo did
the political sophistication of the Chris-
tian Right leadership. The strategic deci-
sion in the 1970s to take the movement
into electoral politics, specifically within
the Republican Party, was evidence of
this growing interest in political power.
{Diamond: 1995) Mainsiream Prorestant
and Catholic churches, meanwhile, were
plagued with low growth, dwindling fi-

“0 *e it i.S no
surprise that
activists in the

Christian Right
score exception-

ally high on tests
of intolerance.”

nances, and a decline in those entering
the priesthood or ministry.

The footsoldiers of the Religious
Right precisely meet Wallace's defini-
tion of members of a society who are
dissatisfied and driven to intwroduce a
new worldview. In this case, dissatisfac-
tion over "moral decay” which they see
as resulting from secular values was aug-
mented by decline in their own status in
society. Many evangelicals and funda-
mentalists felo that their lifestyle and
values had become devalued and in
many cases nearly invisible, at least in
popular culture. Such feelings of status
deprivation and conflict with the domi-
nant values are powerful forces that pro-
mote a sense of alienation.

Equally important is the positive
pull of the Christian Right. Membership
in a movement— in this case one with a
spiritual dimension— offers an antidote
to a sense of alienation. Further, the
theological authoritarianism characteris-
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tic of New Right Christian groups pro-
vides rules 1o live by and answers to life's
problems with absolute clarity, not fuzzy
relativism. Thus, it is no surprise that
activists in the Christian Right score
exceptionally high on tests of intoler-
ance. In a 1990/91 stratified random
sampling of members of Rev. Tim
LaHaye's Focus on the Family, one of the
largest Religious Right organizations,
and activists in Beverly LaHaye's Con-
cerned Women for America, researchers
associated with the Bliss Institute at the
University of Akron found that only 2
percent of Concerned Women for
America activists and 6 percent of Focus
on the Family members agreed with the
statement, “A diversity of moral views is
healthy.” (Smidc ec al: 1994) This isa
frightening statistic to those who rely on,
or simply support, social tolerance and
open-mindedness.

What does a growing and politically
powerful Christian revivalistic move-
ment mean for Jews in the US? Many
conservative Jews may feel a similar
sense of alienation from secular society
and threat to their traditional religious
practices, but it is unlikely that the
Christian Right can provide answers that
are satisfactory for Jews.

Certainly there are Jews who align
themselves with the Christian Right—
an example is the conservative Jewish
group Toward Tradition, headed by
Rabbi Daniel Lapin. Lapin argues that
the proper practice of Jewish faith dic-
tates a belief in moral values that are
more closely aligned with those of con-
servative Christians than with those of
liberals whose secular humanism runs
against the grain of religious practice.

Another argument for Jewish sup-
port for the Christian Right is its consis-
tent support for Israel. Because conserva-
tive Christian biblical teachings main-
tain that the Jews must return to Israel in
order for the Second Coming to occur,
the Christian Right has fiemly supported
US aid to Israel. The role of Israel as a
buffer against communism in the Middle
East was another appealing aspect of this
alliance. For Jews who equate support for
Israel with support for Jews, the Chris-
tian Right is a dependable and valuable
ally.

Nevertheless, the relationship be-
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tween Jews and the Christian Right is a
source of considerable debate within the
Jewish community. For, in fact, the po-
litical platform of the Religious Right
promotes the return of America to its
Christian roots. The slogan “America is
a Christian country” has been the Chris-
tian Right’s motto. Their advocacy for
prayer in schools and the erosion of a
separation between church and state in-
evitably implies discrimination against
Jews. Worse yet is the Christian Right's
belief that those who are not born-again
are not in an appropriate relationship
with God.

Even in its support for [srael, the
Christian Right has simultaneously pur-
sued a greater Christian presence in Is-
rael and proselytized for Jews to convert
to Christianity. (Mouly: 1985)

Despite the recent Christian Right
practice of referring to their religious
beliefs as “Judeo-Christian,” and the re-
cent statement by Ralph Reed that he
had not realized that the slogan
“America is a Christian country” might
be offensive 1o Jews, there is a substantial
part of the Jewish community that re-
mains suspicious that the Christian
Right is anti-Semitic. A recent, long-
overdue publication by the Anti-Defa-
mation League of B'nai B'rith presents a
thorough and accurate review of the
beliefs and practices of major Religious
Right organizations. This book, The Reli-
gious Right: The Assault on Tolerance and
Pluralism in America, presents clear evi-
dence of the latent and active anti-
Semitism that runs throughout the
Christian Right. (Cantor: 1994)

The writings of Rev. Pat Robertson,
whose Christian Coalition is now the
pre-eminent organization of the Chris-
tian Right, are especially revealing. In
his 1994 book, The New World Order,
Robertson presents his own variation on
a long-standing anti-Semitic conspiracy
theory— a sinister plot by secret elites to
rule the world, financed by Jewish bank-
ers. Thus we see the leader of the Chris-
tians Right's largest and most powerful
organization publishing blatant anti-
Semitic rhetoric as “education” for his
members. (Lind: 1995)

Much like its anti-Semitism, the
misogyny of the Religious Right is not
always explicit. Women appear o be

accorded very high respect within the
tenets of conservative Christianity. In
fact, one of the Christian Right's largest
and most active organizations is Con-
cerned Women for America, a Christian
women's organization headed by Beverly
LaHaye. LaHaye teaches that it is in her

“The Christian
Right’s agenda for
women. is explicitly
anti-feminist, but
perhaps more
dangerous is its
implicit attack on
poor women.”

religion and her family that a woman
finds her greatest fulfillment, not in the
incorrect and misled principles of femi-
nism. She leads her members to demon-
ize and mobilize against liberal women
by portraying them as pleasure-seeking,
man-hating, and secular-minded purvey-
ors of sex, abortion, and divorce.

For conservative Christian women,
the proper place of the woman in the
home is beneath the authority of her
husband, whe in wm is beneath the
authority of Ged. Far from being a place
of subservience, this is a woman's life in
its natural form, as intended by God and
by a Godly society. Leadership should be
in the hands of men; thus, it is entirely
appropriate that in the case of the anti-
abortion movement— perhaps the first
of the New Right's “social issues” to
bring together a coalition of secular and
religious rightists— the movement has
consistently been led primarily by men.

[n addition to its opposition 10 a
range of reproductive rights that give
women some control over their own bod-
ies, the Religious Right opposes equal
pay, single motherhood, sex education in
the schools, lesbianism, feminist curricu-
lum, and even daycare. Logically then,
the women's movement's struggle for
equality and independence for women is
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considered to be wrong by conservative
Christian women. Lt is, in fact, seen as
threatening to the health of the society
as a whole.

The Christian Right's agenda for
women is explicitly anti-feminist, but
perhaps more dangerous is its implicit
attack on poor women. Because women
are divided into those who are worthy
(living by Godly practices) and unwor-
thy (engaging in an ungodly lifestyle),
many poor women who receive AFDC
assistance, are single mothers, or are
otherwise independent of men but de-
pendent on the state, ate also to be
condemned. The Christian Right's sup-
port for welfare “reform,” given that a
majority of welfare recipients are
women, belies any claim of concemn for
all women.

In fact, even conservative Christian
women can become targets within the
Christian Right. The evangelical men's
organization known as The Promise
Keepers, which draws tens of thousands
of men to its rallies in big-city stadiums,
encourages men to take back the leader-
ship within the family that they have
given over to their wives through their
own weakness and sloth. If the wife is not
willing to give back the leadership of the
family, then the Promise Keepers are
urged to “take it back.” (lialics in origi-
nal) (Evans, 1994)

To the extent that mainstream femi-
nist goals are associated with liberalism,
both the secular and religious right can
be expected to portray feminists as ab-
normal, predatory, and dangerous. That
is not surprising. It is notable, however,
that conservative Christian women col-
laborate in the demonization of poor
women, especially women receiving wel-
fare, and women who are judged to have
made mistakes. In their respect for and
trust in authority, right-wing women find
dignity and a sense of security and order
in their proper and natural place under
the authority of men. [t is far less virtu-
ous to pursue a wrong-headed notion of
equality than to behave appropriately
and be assured of respect. (Dworkin:
1983) For those women who do not
understand the need for women to re-
main in their place and make the neces-
sary sacrifices, there is disapproval that
often wms to disgust and disdain.
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ECONOMIC CONTRACTION,
REDISTRIBUTION, RESTRUCTURING
he US economy, once based
in industrial capital, is being
structurally transformed by
the declining significance of
industrial production and
the increasing role played by finance
capital and the service and information
sectors of the economy. The loss of US
blue-collar industrial jobs, as even small
corporations now locate production fa-
cilities in Third World countries, com-
bined with the downsizing of lower and
middle management corporate struc-
wres, have left a large part of the US
workforce dislocated and disillusioned.

Much of the motivation for this re-
structuring comes from greater interna-
tional competition, which has necessi-
tated increasingly speculative business
behavior in order to maintain a high
level of profits. Profits now are chased
with increasingly arcane schemes— in-
cluding the takeovers, mergers, and buy-
outs of the 1980s, which have continued
in the 1990s.

How does the contemporary right-
wing political movement relate to the
changing US economic scene! In order
to understand a part of the political
motivation of the right, it is important to
identify the economic interests it repre-
sents. [t is clear that the right's economic
agenda (corporate tax cuts, changes in
tax rates to benefit the wealthy, deregu-
lation, privatization, anti-union legisla-
tion, and defunding the left) benefits
business interests and high-income indi-
viduals. Yet there is conflict within the
economic elite— with some corporate
interests aligning with the right, while
some alipn with the moderate wing of
the Republican Party, and some with the
Democrats. It is not until the differing
interests of various sectors of business are
distinguished that this conflict makes
SEnse.

In the late 1970s, when the New
Right became the focus of media atten-
tion, its leadership openly declared its
allegiance to venture capitalism. Based
largely in the West, especially the
Southwest and California, and to a lesser
extent in the South, venture capitalism
represents a sector of corporate business
that is young, often small and indepen-

dent, and characterized by high risk. Qil,
electronics, software, and some pharma-
ceutical companies are examples. In
contrast, larger, older, multinational cor-
porate entities, such as the “blue chip”
companies often located in the Midwest
and North Atlantic regions, represent a
sector of capital with a different identity
and different needs from the political
system. The two sectors are sometimes
called the Cowboys and the Yankees.

Liberalism pursued an agenda that,
for some years, could be tolerated by the
Yankee sector of capital. Large, older
corporate structures needed the stability
that unionization provided, and could
afford 1o “buy” that stability with ben-
efits and relatively high wages. Thus,
during much of the post-WW 1! period,
liberalism and corporate America were
able to co-exist in an uneasy alliance.
However, with the arrival of national
economies that threatened US hege-
mony (such as Japan, Germany, Western
Europe and the emerging Pacific rim
countries), the larger, multinational cor-
porate sector could no longer afford
liberalism's programs and, in the later
1970s, began its own assault on regula-
tory laws and labor's pay rates and ben-
efits packages. When the unions ob-
jected, they were eliminated.

Simultaneously, the venture capital
sector of capital was represented by the
New Right. 1 For this sector, stability was
less important than an economic envi-
ronment that was hospitable for fast
growth. Therefore, deregulation,
deunionization, and lower corporate
taxes were the agenda. As the 1980s
progressed, the needs of the two sectors
converged, until there was no voice left
to defend the economic policies of liber-
alism— regulation, strong unions, and
corporate taxation. (Lyons, 1994) The
attack on these policies was most vi-
ciously mounted by the New Righrt (and
continues to be central 1o the agenda of
the “new Republicans”), but it is also
supported, though more quietly, by big
business.

The result has been the preservation
(even inflation) of profits, but at a high
social cost. The right's economic agenda
has been the equivalent of a “shock”
treatment for the US economy. In order
to maintain slipping profits, a formula of
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increased economic speculation,
downsizing of the labor force, and con-
centration of profits in the hands of
upper management and stockholders has
been followed. The result is a redistribu-
tion of wealth, so that profits are main-
tained but at a punishing cost to the
average wage-earner. Thus, some are get-
ting richer, many are getting poorer, and
the American dream— the belief that
hard work will equal success and a better
standard of living for thé next genera-
tion— has been shattered. (Sklar: 1995)
The discontent that inevitably re-
sults from such a blow to the working and
middle class has taken the form of a
right-wing populist polirtical revolt. We
have seen the appeal of rightist rhetoric
in the midst of economic decline else-
where-— in Germany during the rise of
National Socialism, and more recently
in England during the rise of Margaret
Thartcher's Tory movement. Some po-
litical themes are common to all three
cases: nationalism, tax protest, anti-gov-
emment rhetoric, a nostalgia for a more
“moral” time, and scapegoating.

RACE RESENTMENT AND
BIGOTRY
hite supremacism and
racial bigouy pervade
the economy and cul-
re of US society, tak-
ing different forms at dif-
ferent times. Yer, when discussing the
right, many journalists do not refer at all
to race and racism. Others see racism as
the principal sacial, psychological and
economic motivation for right-wing
politics. Certainly the theme of whiie
resentment of a perceived increase in the
power of racial/fethnic minority groups
plays heavily in the agenda of the right.
That resentment is fanned and aug-
mented by the decreased sense of eco-
nomic security of many working and
middle class white people (such as subur-
ban, white, Republican males, white ru-
ral males, or women whose status is
attached to those men) as a result of
economic restructuring. There is no
doubt that racial resentment and racial
bigotry are major factors in the current
resurgence of the right.?
But how does it work? It is easy 10
see why so much contemporary analysis
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of the right does not discuss racism. The
New Right in the early 1980s explicitly
renounced racism, claiming o wmn its
back on its past association with the Ku
Klux Klan and the George Wallace
Presidential campaign. Whenever a rac-
ist slur, or an indiscreer racist joke is
made public, apologies are made, and the
culprit is chastised, It appears that, in
public political discourse, only David
Duke and his itk are allowed to “speak
race,” and even there, the Republican
Party national leadership creates a public
distance and disavowal. ¢

Another factor that obscures the
right's racism is the intersection of race
and class in the US. Because there now
exists a substantial Black middle class
{and increasingly a Latino and Asian
middle class, though as yet only a tiny
Native American middle class), there
are groups of people of color who are less
culturally threatening to the right. In an
effort to broaden the tent of Republican
voters, these middle class communities
of color have, in some cases, been
courted and promoted by the right.
(Toler:1993)

Most journalists, working within the
institutional racism of their own newspa-
pers or television stations, often accept
right-wing politicians’ self-porirayal as
non-racists at face value, and because
Americans get most of their information
from journalists, the racial motivation of
much of the current right's program is
not properly understood. What is needed
in order to accurately assess the racial
polities of the right is an examination of
the consequences of the right's political
agenda for people of color.

Three public policy initiatives spon-
sored by the right are examples of the
important role of racial bigotry and re-
sentment in the right's political agenda:
welfare “reform,” the anti-immigrant
campaign, and the attack on affirmative
action. Here, racist language is barely
concealed. Stereotypes such as the “wel-
fare queen,” used tw attack welfare re-
cipients, “illegal aliens” 1o attack immi-
grants, and "reverse discrimination” to
misrepresent affirmative action, are pro-
moted for the political punch inherent in
the equation of people of color and nega-
tive qualities. If people of color are
grouped under the umbrella of unseemly

characteristics, then 1o disdain or dismiss
them is less easily identified as racism.

In many cases, the racist results of
right-wing policies are built on racially
encoded concepts. A sampling of some
of the most powerful are: individual re-
sponsibility, states' rights, and depen-
dency. In both blatant and encoded ra-
cial slurs, the central political and psy-
chological ploys used are stereotyping
and scapegoating. Scapegoating is fixing
blame for social stress, economic loss, or
loss of political power on a target group
whose constructed guilt provides a sim-
plistic explanation. Scapegoating in turn
depends on stereotyping— assigning
characteristics {usually negative) not 1o
individuals but to entire groups of
people. In a society experiencing painful
economic contraction, anger increases,
lines harden, and hated stereotypes in-
creasingly become scapegoats. When the
dominant political force is actually pro-
moting scapegoating and stereotyping, as
the right has done so effectively, the
practice is bound 1o thrive.

In a society founded on the system of
enslavement of Blacks, the target of
scapegoating is most often the African
American population. The dominant
culture— white, Protestant, and male—
has historically beld power in part by
oppressing people of color and other
hated out-groups, understanding that in
order to maintain dominance it cannot
tolerate true pluralism.

As always, the effectiveness of the
hold of those in power depends in part on
the swrength of those challenging that
control. Currently, the political cohe-
sion of communities of color is dimin-
ished. The leadership of the African
American community has been in a
weakened and fragmented state for some
time, and the results of civil rights and
anti-poverty legislation, while signifi-
cant, have not fulfilled their promise of
transformation in the fortunes of Black
people. Among Latinos, Asian Ameri-
cans, and African Americans, economic
competition and cultural differences cre-
ate divisions that are easily exploited
and make a movement across race and
ethnicity difficult to hold together.

For many whites of all classes, how-
ever, the advances that have been made
by people of color seem 10 hold particu-

THE FUBLIC EYE - FALL/WINTER 1995

lar symbolic significance. In a climate in
which many whites feel anxious and
vulnerable, there is a simmering racial
resentment of those who appear favored
by affirmative action, so-called "“prefer-
ential treatment,” and a perception that
Blacks have made gains faster than
whites. Bilingualism, multiculturalism,
and other hard-won gains are now the
focus of white backlash. This backlash,
often expressed in a form sanitized of
1acist slurs, atracks African American
gains by arguing that Blacks no longer
suffer discrimination and therefore do
not “deserve” a helping hand. This dis-
missal of the continuing racism within
US society, when combined with the
anxiety and anger created in whites by
economic contraction, results in whites
scapegoating Blacks and other people of
color for the slip in status of groups of
whites.

In the world of the far right, of
course, white supremacism is endemic,
and no obligation is felt o obscure it
The far right is more exuremist and ideo-
logically alienated than the sector of the
right that works within the political
power structure. While there is impor-
tant cross-pollination between the far
right and the electoral right, this discus-
sion is not addressing the racism and
bigotry of the paramilitary far right.

Would the right have such success
with its stereotyping and scapegoating if
the economy were expanding? Perhaps
not, simply because the economic pain
would be less severe and scapegoating
would be less needed as a foil to draw
anger away from more accurate targets.

BACKLASH/SOCIAL STRESS
n important factor in explain-
ing the success of the right is
a shift in the values held by
the majority of the US
public. Since the end of
the 1970s, a climate of stress and discord
has reflected the confusion, resentments,
and fears of a society undergoing rapid
social change. That climate has been
nurtured and exploited by the organized
right to promote social conservatism and
capture power. One method has been to
encourage cynicism about the intentions
of government, and especially the evil of
liberal reformism. The right’s success in
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transforming public attitudes is a testi-
mony to its own self-conscious organiz-
ing, as well as the failure of liberalism 1o
counter with an emotionally compelling
vision.

A central goal of the right is to
restore the norms of social conservatism
that dominated in the 1950s. In the late
1970s, the New Right's leadership skill-
fully identified deep strains of discontent
within the American public: fears, re-
sentments, hatreds and confusion that
bubbled beneath the surface of public
life. By organizing this public unhappi-
ness and confusion into anger targeted at
the liberationfreform movements of the
1960s and 1970s, they
both built on and aggra-
vated social strain. An
important vehicle for this
organizing was the promo-
tion of a romanticized
view of what seems a sim-
pler and more manageable
time. The resulting
change in public attitudes
is a shift in political cul-
ture.
This shift is in the
core values held by people
in both the public sphere
and in their private lives.
Of course, there is enor-
mous variation in the political culture of
any society— by class, race, gender,
ethnicity, and by idiosyncratic prefer-
ences. But what is identified as a
society’s political culture is the body of
values and attitudes held by the bulk of
people as expressed in the voting booth
and captured in randomized opinion
polls and focus group research. The con-
cept of political culture is oo broad a
generalization to reflect the vast num-
bers of subcultures in the US.

Generalization though it is, to talk
about a shift in the political culwure of
the US does capture a real social trans-
formation. [t should not be surprising
that such a shift is not a matter of smooth
transition. The potential winners and
the potential losers are locked in
struggle, as those who were dominant try
to hold on and the challengers uy to
consolidate power. The power struggle is
easiest to track in the political sphere,
and in the economic sphere. It is harder

to track in the socialfcultural sphere—
though this is a vital part of the siruggle.
For this reason, it is a mistake to watch
only the right's success in public policy.
[t is equally important to pay attention
to the “values questions.” For without
capturing the cultural sphere, no eco-
nomic and political shift will hold.

The struggle is between the liberal-
ism that traces its roots to the New Deal
and a right-wing countermovement that
opposes the values and policies of that
liberalism. The liberal reforms now un-
der attack— for example, legalization of
abortion, gains in rights for lesbians and
gay men, public support for free expres-

“The right’s success in transforming
public attitudes is a testimony
to its own self-conscious organizing,
as well as the failure of liberalism
to counter with an emotionally

compelling vision.”

sion, and the extension of civil rights
protections to people of color— are mat-
ters of public policy, but also of values.
Those who support these reforms, and
the values that underlie them, are prime
targets for this countermovement.

Movements and countermovemenits
do baule ar almost any period. In a
complex dance that journalists describe
as the swinging pendulum, progressive
and reactionary forces vie for dominance
and influence, and each works to expose
the other’s agenda. When the Republi-
cans dominate, the pendulum is said to
have swung to the right. When Demo-
crats dominate, it has swung to the left.
Occasionally, however, there is a shift in
the “center"— the majority of voters
who act as the fulcrum or anchor for the
swinging pendulum. This is a period of
enormous confusion, when scapegoating
increases.

Political science literature makes
much of the sirength of the center in US
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politics. It is often lionized as the reason
for US political stability. The durability
and common sense said to characterize
the center is also often associated with
the large US middle class. Common
sense is thought o reside in that stable
body of average Americans, whose wis-
dom keeps a democracy on course.

For nearly 20 years, the US political
center has been moving to the right,
atrracted by the right’s platform of family
values, nationalism, race resentment,
and a rhetoric of the work ethic. The
most skiltful of the right's strategists,
especially Paul Weyrich and Howard
Phillips, targeted areas in which liberal-
ism was wvulnerable, and
with great skill, identified
the themes of depen-
dence, crime, raxes, and
family values. Crucial 1o
the right's success is the
mix of these themes
known as the “social is-
sues"— such as sexual
promiscuity, the decline
of the family, the rights of
children, the legitimacy
of a gay or lesbian sexual
orientation, etc. The right
has appealed to age-old
American cultural strains:
Calvinism, self-teliance,
patriarchy, Christian worship, and pa-
triotism, to create a backlash counter-
movement of enormous effectiveness.
The right's organizing has been docu-
mented in a number of cases, perhaps
most impressively by Ellen Messer-
Davidow in her articles on the right’s
attack on higher education. (Messer-
Davidow, 1993)

A move o the right usually means a
shoring up of the “establishment.” But
the contemporary US right's conserva-
tism is not of the system-supporting type.
Classical conservatism favors respect for
government, reverence for the church as
an institution, support for the nuclear
family, and free market economics. It
holds the individual as the most impor-
tant unit in society. In major respects,
the shift now occurring does not conform
to classical conservatism. The right—
both religious and secular— is more ex-
treme in its ideology. It fosters suspi-
cion— if not hatred— of government,
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dismissal of the mainstream Protestant
churches, and a punitive and intrusive
role toward individual sexual conduct
and sexual orientation.

Rather than a familiar brand of con-
servative "Father Knows Best" Republi-
canism, this right-wing social movement
organizes the expression of more extreme
instincts. It is built on a backlash fueled
by anger— in the form of tesentment,
spite, vengeance, envy, loss, and bitter-
ness over declining status— on the part
of those who feel that they have not
benefited from the changes of the last 30
years. {Gusfield: 1963; Crawford: 1980)
This social anger is also fed by the cur-
rent religious revitalization, economic
contraction and race resentment dis-
cussed above. This volatile combination
of reactionary instincts is fanned by the
right and directed toward the targers of
liberals, feminists, people of color (espe-
cially through stereotyping of welfare
tecipients, criminals, immigrants, and
drug users), and lesbians and gay men, all
petceived to be the beneficiaries of lib-
eral social change.

A number of specific grievances and
deprivations underlie the right's success-
ful organizing of a countermovement.
First is anxiety on the part of the white,
suburban middle class Protestants who
were dominant for generations and in
the 1980s began to see themselves as
losing status and therefore willing to join
backlash movements. The assurance of a
secure and predictable place in society,
while never guaranteed, was certainly
expected as part of the heritage associ-
ated with white skin, education, and
middle class family of origin. Policies
designed to fortify the liberal ideals of
wlerance and pluralism and increased
equality seemed to threaten the standing
of white heterosexual middle-class Prot-
estants and Catholics, especially males.
In the heat of disillusionment and right-
wing propaganda, this sector of white
voters abandoned the Democratic coali-
tion. (Edsall and Edsall: 1990)

But the right's resurgence is not
based exclusively in the middle class.
Working class whites also suffer social
stress and perceived loss of status, and
especially resent their obvious competi-
tors— African American men, women,
gays and lesbians, and immigrants. They
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also resent the New Class, the small but
visible young urban professional
nouveau riches of the 1980s. These
yuppies, as they are known, ate stockbro-
kers, professional couples with no chil-
dren, single women corporate execu-
tives, MBAs who specialize in mergers
and buy-outs, and lawyers who specialize
in large real estate transactions. In short,
they do not work with their hands, they
have excess income which they spend on
luxury items, and they are unatrached or
only loosely attached to church or fam-
ily.

Across class lines there is a shared
anxiety and confusion over the speed of
social and cultural change— change that
is perceived as making the society more

“As the political ‘center’
moves to the right, pub-
lic debate increasingly
takes place between the
moderate right and the
extreme right.”

violent, more sexually permissive, less
orderly, and less predictable. There is
particular anxiety in raising children,
because it is in this sphere that 50 much
of the perceived decline in American
society becomes concrete,

It is in the raising of children that
much of the American dream is most
vividly enacted. The United States as
the world's dominant economic power,
ever-growing and bringing increased
prosperity to each succeeding genera-
tion, is a revered image in our political
folklore. Though the American dream is
itself a social invention, it is a particu-
latly powerful one. One successful strat-
egy of the contemporary right has been
to wrap itself in the American dream,
and 1o poruay liberals as killets of that
dream. (Quigley: 1992) The right's cari-
cature of an all-powerful liberalism has
proved elastic enough to have caused
any grievance,

For middle- and working-class white
Protestants anxious about their own sta-
tus and resentful of the loss of the Ameri-
can dream, the demonization of liberals
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and progressives deflects anger away
from upper-class Republicans— the only
group that has remained relatively un-
ouched by the economic contraction,
social changes, and shift in political cul-
ture of the tast three decades. Whether
ot not a right-wing backlash movement
prevails, this group will remain stable. In
fact, due to deregulation, and changes in
the tax code, it is expanding. While
upper-class Republicans may not be cul-
wrally comfortable with the "resentment
donstituency,” there is litde in this
movement that appears to threaten their
position in society. Thus, the takeover of
the Republican Party by its right wing is
unlikely 1o be opposed by any upper class
elites except the weakened and faltering
Republican moderates, who support a
more traditional brand of classical con-
servatism.

Media plays an important role in the
current shift and should be mentioned as
a factor in the right's resurgence. The
right has vilified the mainstream media
as liberal and biased against conservative
and Christian views. By creating new
media outlets, such as Pat Robertson's
Christian Broadcast Network, and by
pressuring mainstrteam media through
boycous of advertisers’ products and let-
ter-writing campaigns, the right has
gained remarkable media access. As
documenited by the newsletter of Fair-
ness and Accuracy in Reporting, the
opinions represented even within the
television outlet most attacked by the
right, PBS, range from cenurist to right
wing. (Extral: 1993) With the exception
of past sporadic appearances by the late
Erwin Knoll on the McNeilfLehrer News
Hour or an occasional independent film
with a progressive theme, there is no
voice of the left on television. Pacifica
Radio is one of only a handful of left
radio outlets. As the political “center”
moves to the right, public debate in-
creasingly 1akes place between the
moderate right and the extreme right.

Before the electronic age— specifi-
cally satellite television transmission,
cable TV and ralk-radio programming—
a diversity of values existed in greater
distance from each other. Decision-mak-
ing elites and opinion makers were
thought to have more information than
the average person, and for that reason
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were often accorded the role of repre-
senting their constituents. Today, people
feel that they have enough information
to be direct decision-makers. (Inglehart:
1990} This has encouraged a strong
streak of populism that is a crucial ingre-
dient in the right's social movement.

The right has promoted a belief that
wisdom resides in the average (white)
person and that elites and intellectuals
are no longer needed as mediators be-
tween government and the people. Thus,
an important part of the culture shift is
a demand by middle- and working-class
white voters for a more direct democ-
racy, in order to express their discontent.
This has allowed those who understand
and urilize that demand— in this case
the right, not the left— to gain political
advantage by quickly providing an outlet
for it. And it has led to further disenfran-
chisement of the poor and underserved,
who are less well-trained and well-
equipped for the challenges of direct
democracy.

Social stress and culture shift might
equally cause a leftist resurgence— an
identification of the source of the prob-
lem within capitalism, its power struc-
ture and the owning class that controls
it. At times this has been the case, but
the strength of the right has succeeded in
supptessing and deflecting such political
impulses, in part through the vehicle of
an effective, coordinated, and well-
funded movement infrastructure.

RIGHT-WING MOVEMENT
BUILDING
ocial, political, angd economic
discontent, no matter how
strongly poweted by mutually
reinforcing causes, does not
result in revolutionary change
unless there is a political movement to
capture the anger and direct it in a
certain direction. The right's ability o
capitalize on the economic chaos, racial
tensions, and social discontent of the
current historical moment can be ex-
plained, in large part, by its stronger
political movement.

This movement is well-financed and
well-run, combining shrewd strategic
planning for political success with a rigid
set of ideclogical principles backed by a
certitude based in religious beliefs. The
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membership organizations, networks,
think tanks, media outlets, campus pub-
lications, coalitions, interest groups,
PACs, and funders that work to advance
the right's political movement make up
its "movement infrastructure.”

While a movement cannot succeed
without substantial mass sentiment w©
support it, its precise level of success is
shaped by the strength and effectiveness
of its infrastructure. (Hixson, p. 273)
Public education, which is key to any
change in political direction, depends on
movement-oriented think tanks, re-
search centers, publishing houses, TV
and radio outlets, and schools and uni-
versities. Legislative initiatives to press
movement goals require legal firms. Mo-
bilization for popular campaigns to pres-
sure legislators requires grassroots mem-
bership organizations. Capturing elec-
toral power requires political consult-
ants, PACs, media expertise, and
grassroots training programs for political
supporters.

The right's strategists, fundets, orga-
nizers and activists have modeled the
creation of an effective movement infra-
structure. By attending to movement-
building, they have created a jupger-
naut— an overwhelming force that has
swept the right to power and swept away
liberal reformism in 15 short years.

In the early 1990s Beth Schulman,
Associate Publisher of In These Times
magazine, circulated a memorandum
that discussed the difference in funding
pattemns of progressive funders and right-
wing funders. She pointed out that the
right-wing funders invested in the build-
ing blocks or skeletal structure of their
movement— such as publications, re-
search centers, think tanks, and aca-
demic fellowships and chairs designated
for rightist scholars, campus organiza-
tions, and youth groups. (Schulman:
1992 and Bleifuss: 1995)

Liberal and progressive foundations,
on the other hand, were not underwrit-
ing movement-building, but instead
were funding good works that promised
to assure better social conditions and
promote equality and tolerance. Much of
this funding could be classified as hu-
manitarian aid, which was needed in the
face of the social service cuts of the
Reagan/Bush years. Unable o twm a
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deaf ear to need and suffering, liberal and
progressive funders lacked the discipline
and single-mindedness of the right's
funders. The result is thar the right got
greater political mileage for each dollar
invested because the movement it un-
derwrote was focused on a strategic plan
for seizing power.

Thus, in the case of a particular
right-wing issue, such as the liberalism of
higher education or the increasing effec-
tiveness of the gay rights movement, the
right hall in place all the components
needed to launch a full scale campaign o
press the issue. Local single-issue organi-
zations could tap into the resources of
national right-wing legal firms, research
centers, publishing houses, funders, and
membership organizations. This allowed
the fire-power of an entire movement to
assist the political work of the smallest
grassroots right-wing effort.

One of the most effective roles of
the right-wing movement infrastructure
has been its tole in kniting together
secular social and economic conserva-
tives and conservative religious activists.
These two groups might have existed
side-by-side without a conscious effort to
coordinate and integrate their work. By
combining forces through the newworks
and coalitions of the right, the impact of
each sector has increased dramatically.
United, the secular and religious right
have seized power; separately, that would
have been unlikely.

Related to movement infrascructure
is the need for strategic planning. With-
out clear analysis, defined goals, and
developed sirategies, even the strongest
movement will spin its wheels without
actually capturing power. Two academ-
ics who write about the right's strategic
planning are sociologist Seymour Martin
Lipset and his critic, Michael Rogin,
political scientist at UC/Berkeley. Lipset
identified three sectors that contribute
to right-wing success: Republican politi-
cians, their core constituency of upper-
income conservatives, and the lower-
middle and working class adherents of
backlash movements. Writing in the late
1960s and early 1970s, Lipset focused
much of his attention on working class
rightists. As a result, the role of Republi-
can politicians and upper-income con-
servatives in the US right was long over-
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looked in academic circles.

Michael Rogin has corrected this
oversight with what he calls “resource
mobilization theory.” In case studies that
have examined Joseph McCarthy,
Geotge Wallace, and political behavior
in Qrange County, California, Rogin has
highlighted the role of political elites
{(Republican Party activists and office-
holders in this case) and “cause activ-
ists,” right-wing activists whose organiza-
tional base is outside the Party, but
whose political goal is control of the
Party. This is a crucial aspect of the
success of the right wing of the Republi-
can Party in taking over the Party. The
“cause activists” are not harnessed by
Party unity, or even Party loyalty. The
Republican Party is simply a vehicle for
the right's goals— the most appropriate
and sensible vehicle, but one that is itself
in need of right-wing reform.

In a search for new electoral cleav-
ages to exploit within the Democratic
Party, the right's Republican partisans
saw the potential of the social issues,
including racial tensions, as a source of
division within Democratic ranks. A
strategy of luring socially conservative
Democtats away from the Democratic
Party, which dates to the 1960s and is
known as the Southern Strategy, has
accomplished several overlapping goals:
the growth of the power of the Republi-
can Party, the diversion of resources to
Republicans through control of policy-
making decisions that affect the distribu-
tion of wealth, and the weakening of
such political opponents as Democrats
and left-leaning independent voters.

These goals were achieved not sim-
ply because of a spontaneous expression
of backlash social sentiments, racial re-
sentments, or economic anger. They
were accomplished by capturing deci-
sion-making positions (winning political
office), mobilizing resources (getting
control of bureaucracies), and swaying
public opinion (activating political ideo-
logues through a network of organiza-
tions, publications, churches, research
organizations, grassroots groups, national
coalitions, conferences, TV and radio,
voter education, and activist training).
Because the right's movement is not led
by Republican office-holders, the move-
ment is not always system-supporting. [t
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is often system-opposing, as New Right
and Christian Right leaders ignore or
confront Republicans deemed insuffi-
ciently loyal to the movement. (Dia-
mond: 1995)

The role of the federal government
in promorting or squelching a growing
social movement is fluid and opportunis-
tic. The government can be either a
passive judge of competing movements
and interests, or an active participant
that promotes or inhibits them. The gov-
emment can channel resources, confer
legitimacy, and provide leadership for a
social movement. (Lo: 1982) In the cur-
rent right-wing movement, government
power has been hotly contended— an
acknowledgment of the crucial role that
it can play as an asset or a roadblock for
a movement.

Govemment also has its own inde-
pendent interests, primarily those of self-
preservation and preservation of the sta-
tus quo. In some cases those needs may
call for expanded rights for some groups,
the promotion of greater tolerance, or
strengthening of one or another disad-
vantaged group. [n most cases, however,
government interest lies with those
holders of power whose interests it most
strongly represents. In the case of the
right, when right-wing activism is so
extreme that it is directed ar the over-
throw of the government or the massive
disruption of the status quo, government
represses that sector.’

For the most part, the right’s move-
ment-building has been financed by
elites outside government, who have
bankrolled a movement infrastructure
that is openly hostile to government
power in its New Deal form. Elites inside
government have often (unsuccessfully)
opposed the right's rapid ascension.

CONCLUSION
he current electoral and cul-
tural success of the right has
not occurred in a vacuum,
but during a specific histori-
cal period in which five
overlapping and reinforcing factors have
converged o create a hospitable envi-
ronment. These factors are driving the
political and social direction of the
country relentlessly to the right.
This analysis can help us to under-
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stand the challenge we face in respond-
ing to the dangerous movement known
as the New Right, the Christian Right
and the new Republicans. [t is discourag-
ing that many of the factors discussed
above— especially economic contrac-
tion, social backlash, and the sirength of
the right's political infrastructure—
mitigate against liberal refoemist social
change. That does not mean, however,
that there is no hope. What is needed is
a clear appreciation of both the danger
we now face, and the potential for posi-
tive change that exists despite that dan-
ger.

The reactionary forces of this his-
torical moment will not be stopped sim-
ply by progressives working harder. The
engine of reaction must first be slowed in
order to create breathing room for liber-
alism and the left. This requires a mas-
sive campaign of public education 1o
expose the right's hidden agendas and
actual motivations. There must also be
careful documentation of the conse-
quences of right-wing policies. Simulta-
neously, progressives need to develop
new leadership and new ideas. (Levitas,
et al: 1995)

The most important quality in de-
veloping new ideas may be the ability 1o
listen with new ears o the concerns,
fears, hopes, and aspirations of the tradi-
tional constituencies of the lefi— low-
income people, people who suffer from
discrimination {especially racism and
sexism), and working people on whose
backs the profits of a rapacious capiral-
ism are built. Historically, liberals and
progressives have been better at advo-
cacy than at listening. While the left and
liberals have accomplished a great many
reforms, the right has been more success-
ful at creating a simple message that wins
support by encapsulating frustrations and
directing them toward unpopular scape-
goats.

This is a powerful marketing formula
that has been used in the past to bring
ultra-tight movements to power, most
notably in Germany in the 1930s. Itisa
technique that thrives in a setting of
economic hard times for working people.
It rests on a movement infrastructure
that can organize aggressively to spread
the message and win recruits. And it
thrives when progressives, reformers, hu-



The Public Eye

manists, and liberal religious people un-
derestimate the threat they face or are too
weak or unorganized to hold the line.

Religious liberals will have a crucial
role 1o play in the restructuring of the
liberal/left coalition. The punitive and
vengeful brand of Christian fundamental-
ism that now dominates the Religious
Right must be confronted by those whose
religious beliefs lead to humane, socially
conscious public policy.

Further, the strategists of liberal and
progressive social change must admit the
failure of their message and their policies
to hold the loyalty of the average voter.
With that admission must come a self-
criticism that is honest, thorough, and
seeks input from not only those who
stayed with liberalism, but also those who
have rejected it. Failed revolutionary
movements in other countries are some-
times criticized by progressives for failing
to examine adequately the reasons for
their loss of popular support. No less
should be done in the face of ocur own
failure, if the rebuilding is to avoid the
shortcomings of the past.

MOTES

! For an excellent account of the history of
the rise of the right, see Chip Berlet, “The
Right Rides High.” The Progressive, Octo-
ber, 1994, pp. 22-29.

! There is no rigorous and universally-
agreed definition of a "movement.” In the
case of religious and social movements,
often something as specific as a campaign
mounted by a group of like-minded citi-
zens is labeled a movement. In this discus-
sion the term movement will be reserved
for umbrella movements rather than their
sub-movements. Thus, the term social
movement will refer to the collectivity of
active campaigns mobilized by the right
around the social issues. Economic, politi-
cal, and religious movements will refer to
the collectivity of active campaigns mobi-
lized by the right around economic, politi-
cal, and religious issues. All these move-
ments unite under the rubric of the con-
temporary US right.

I The definitions of evangelical and funda-
mentalist are murky because they describe
movements tather than institutions.
George Marsden (1991) attempts a defini-
tion: Christian evangelicalism includes

®

any Christian who is traditional enough
to affirm the basic beliefs of : 1) the final
authority of the Bible, 2} the reality of
scripture, 3) redemption through Christ,
4) the importance of missionary work,
and 5) the importance of a spiritually
transformed life. A Christian fundamen-
talist is an evangelical who is militant in
opposition to liberal theology or to
changes in cultural values or mores.
Pentecostalism, which dates to the
1920s, is associated with faith healing
and speaking in tongues, signifying dra-
matic intervention of the supernatural.
A slightly different and more modem
form of supemartural religious pracrice is
practiced by “Charismatics.” To be born-
again refers to a conversion experience
in which one surrenders his or her life to
Jesus Christ, thus making Jesus your per-
sonal Lord and savior. {Diamond, 1989)
1 The sectors are drawn in an over-simple
fashion for the sake of the argument.
Many New Right organizations received
financial support from sources within the
multinational sector, and many aspects
of the political agendas of each overlap;
most notably in the cultural sphere and
the area of the “social issues.”

% The term “white” is used here to refer 10
Americans of European descent who are
non-Jews. Needless to say, skin color and
racial identification are far more com-
plex than allowed by schemes of racial
classification. They are, to a large ex-
tent, social constructions.

§ The Republican Party refused to back
David Duke in his 1991 campaign for
Govemor of Louisiana, despite the cer-
tain victory of the Democratic candi-
date, Edwin Edmunds.

7 This is the case when the Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms (BATE)
has attacked right-wing enclaves that
have stockpiled weapons, right-wing tax
protesters who have defied the [RS, or
far-right movement activists who have
engaged in illegal activity.

Write or call Political Research Associates
for a bibliography to this article.

Corrections: On p. 5, column 3: "Rev. Tim LaHaye's
Focus on the Family," should read "Dr. James
Dobson's Focus on the Family." On p. 17 we
identified Dennis King as the author of Habits of
Mind: Struggling Over Values in America's
Classroonts. The author is Melinda Fine.,
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Please make
a note of our
new address:

Politicol Research Associates
120 Beacon St., Suite' 300
Somemille, MA 02143-4303

(Gur:phone and fax remuin the sume.)

PRA SELECTED TO JOIN
WORKING ASSETS POOL

PRA 1s one of 36 progresslve nonprofil
organizations that will share as much
as $2 miklion In 1995 donations to the
Working Assets funding pool. The San
Francisco-hased company coniribules
to the poo! whenever its cusiomers use
Its credit card and long distance
phone services. And customers edd to
the pool by rounding up their phone
bills.

We're naturally delighted to be se-
jected thls year— a recognition of
PRA’s key role us o natlonal informa-
tion resource on the Aght. How muck It
will mean to PRA financlally will de-
pend on how Working Assels custom-
ers vole to divide “the ple”. It’s a
tough cholce: the 36 nonprofits on the
list ore among the best In the country
working on human rights, peace, eco-
nomle and soclal Justfce, und envirn-
mental Issves. If you're a Working As-
sets customer, we hope yov will In-
clude PRA amonyg those you check on
your ballot form. 1 you're nol yet o
Working Assels cusiomer we urge you
to Join.
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More For Them, Less For Us

Holly Sklar
Chaos or Community?

Seeking Solutions, Not

Scapegoats for Bad Economics
Boston: South End Press 1995

HOLLY SKLAR 1S ON A MISSION TO GET
readers to recognize that we need not be
taken in by the “snake oil" of
scapegoating which is so abundandy
peddled these days. Don't swallow it, she
writes. The politicized lies mask a grow-
ing accumulation of wealth and continu-
ing concentration of power in the hands
of a tiny few.

To convince us that there are anti-
dotes to the snake oil, Sklar presents a
multifaceted analysis of how the politi-
cal center has shifted dramatically to the
right. She points out that views once
considered exwemist Far Right are now
considered ordinary, views once consid-
ered centrist are now considered
ultraliberal, and views genuinely to the
left are largely ignored in the mass me-
dia. The agenda of ulua-conservative
political elites is being walked into exist-
ence as policy change. As a result, Sklar

says, "Demagoguery is threatening de-
moctacy.”

In urging us to fight back, Sklar
takes apart layets of misinformation and
disinformation. The nine chapters—
with titles such as “Full of Unemploy-
ment”, “Cycle of Unequal Opportunity”,
“Greed Surplus, Democracy Deficit" —
look eritically at persistent impoverish-
ment, downsizing, the use of contingent
wotkers, outsourcing to cheaper labor
outside the US, "global webs” and global
loan sharks, intentional unemployment,
myths about welfare, mandatory dis-
crimination and much more.

At first reading, Chaos or Commu-
nity? is slow-going, but do stick with it—
it gets easier as one reads along. And
there are incentives. Throughout, the
reader comes across refreshingly insight-
ful comparisons, metaphorical state-
ments, Matt Wuetker cartoons {excel-
lent, as always) and visual graphs of data.
One example [ hear myself speaking over
and over again: In the US, “[plecple
who take care of animals in zoos make an
average $2,500 more a year than child
care teachers.” (p. 93)

Some of what Sklar provides is fa-
miliar. What makes the

TRICKLE )OWN ECONOMICS

book so useful is the way

ANDP THE EROSION OF THE g
AMERICAN MIDDLE CLASD

she combines, translates
and presents the informa-

tion and arguments. She
provides new ways to
demonstrate that, for ex-
ample, poverty is increas-
ingly entrapping young
families, even some with
twWo wage-earners present.
The rates of poverty
among matried couples

under 30 years of age over

2

i)
NERaRy e
'Q%'—'L;‘g?@’ ;

two decades are compel-

ling:
1973 8%
1989  17%
1990 20%

In places, she paints
vivid word-pictures. Some
of her analysis reverses
stereotypes effectively, as

in her discussion of the
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“upper-class cycle of dependency on un-
equal opportunity.” (p. 101) She echoes
Jonathan Kozol's discernment that there
is no academic study of the pathological
detachment of the very rich and their
pattern of seceding from concerns and
responsibilities about housing for all,
public schools and the like.

Sklar includes pithy quotes from
those of a less-than-liberal persuasion as
well— William Bennett, for example, is
quoted on the typical cocaine user as
white male full-time worker from the
suburbs in a section on “Coloring the
Drug War," part of a chapter aptly titled
“Locking Up ‘Surplus’ Labor.”

The book provides a number of rein-
forcing facts for the reader who is cynical
about the motives of the managers of the
US economy. For instance, Sklar quotes
Federal Reserve Chair Paul Volcker as
stating in October 1979 that “the stan-
dard [of living] of the average American
has to decline.” And so it has.

Other instructive and useful
“soundbites” include: wage discrimina-
tion in the US for women is worse than
in other westernized countries, with the
exception of Japan (p. 921), the term
“workfarce” best characterizes the rheto-
ric about ending welfare without sub-
stantively ending poverty, the growing
dependence of local governments on
gambling revenues is among the indica-
tors of increasing chaos, and proportion-
ately more infants die before their first
birthday in the US than in 20 other
countries. In Sklar's words: "If the US
government were a parent, it would be
guilty of child abuse.” (p. 15)

Sklar does factor in the “intransi-
gence of racism,” naming the attack on
affirmative action as the “slander” of
people of color, and detailing the cost of
being a person or family of color. Espe-
cially helpful are statistics on how
downsizing disproportionately affects
Blacks.

Despite its hard-hitting analysis and
useful, accessible information, Chaos or
Community? has one important short-
coming. The book would have been
stronger if Sklar had displayed a deeper
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understanding of the legislated racial dis-
crimination embedded in the social
welfare system devised by the adminis-
tration of Franklin Delano Roosevelt.
Because that system shaped today's sys-
tem, a thorough discussion is needed of
FDR's deliberately-structured dual sys-
tem, which assured support for the indus-
wial working class but not for agricul-
tural workers. At that time, African
Americans were predominantly agricul-
wural workers. As described in an excel-
lent book by Jill Quadagno titled The
Color of Welfare: How Racism Under-
mined the War on Poverty, (NY: Oxford
University Press, 1994), this dual system
effectively placed African Americans
outside the welfare system.

Sklar places little hope in the
Clinton Administration. In facy, her dis-
dain for Clinton's approaches is explicit:
“[t is as if Franklin Roosevelr talked New
Deal rhetoric and continued the policies
of Herbert Hoover” (p. 146)

While Sklar does cite alternatives,
particularly in her last chapter, her em-
phasis is not on the usual list of shoulds/
oughts/musts— such as community loan
funds, different concepts of property
rights, or simpler lifestyles. Her intent is
to get her readers to confront the ideo-
logical emulsion that is killing us.

Accolades are due Holly Sklar for
cucting through the confusions and com-
plexities that are contemporaty econom-
ics, and for urging us on to .counter the
ideology of the right. Use her text 10
strengthen your arguments for the re-
structuring of an income suppott system
to: 1) eradicate poverty, 1) ensure au-
thentic economic security, and 3) pre-
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New from Political Research Associates and South End Press

Eyes Right!

Challenging the Right Wing Backlash

Edited by Chip Berlet

I he right is moving full force to impose ils E}rfﬁ Rgghff

agenda regarding race, sex,
(un)amployment, and government, seek-
ing to turn back the clock to before the
Great Depression. These urgent essays will
encourage strategic action to counler right-
wing corporate, religious, and polilical agen-
das and to defend democracy and diver- [{fy
sily. Activists and progressive academics
will find useful information and analyses to
help draw blueprints for localized stralegic cam-
paigns to counter the right-wing ascendency.

\k /-ith contribulions from activists, journalists, and
intellectuals— such as Jean Hardisty of Polilical
Research Associates, journalist Liz Galst, Scot
Nakagawa of the Nalional Gay & Lesbian Task
Force, theorist Matthew N. Lyons, Loretta Ross of
the Center for Democratic Renewal, author Fred
Clarkson, Suzanne Pharr of the Women's Project,
and many more— this anthology brings together
some of the most insightful and original thinking
about fighting the right wing today. The contribu-
tors to this anthology call for all persons who want
to defend democracy and diversity to forge inte-
grated and broad-based coalitions for mulual self-
defense on the grassroots and state level. With
chapters covering attacks on immigrants, lesbians
and gay men, people of color, environmenlalists,
artists, and educators, this anthology shows how
these disparate groups are linked by the need to
resist the over-arching anti-democratic objectives of
the right-wing offensive.

s el nklb

To order, call toll free 1-800-533-8478 or write South End Press,
Orders Department, 116 St. Botolph St., Boston, MA 02115. Call or
write for a free catalog from South End Press. Organizations may
request a 40% discount on orders of five or more of the same litle.

vent the impoverishment of anyone.
We, too, can be political “wordsmiths”.

— Loretta J. Williams

Loretta J. Williams is an enti-racist commu-
nity activist and sociologist who manages the
Chelsea/Dudley Parinership (a community-
university collaboration m the Boston area).
She is a member of the Board of Directors of
Political Research Associates (PRA). Holly
Sklar is a Research Associate at PRA.

Correction: We would like to clarify that included in the full correspondence
regarding “Anti-Semitism in @ Word,” |The Public Eye, Summer, 1995| is e
response from Matthew Lyons to Kenneth Stern, Leonard Zeskind, and Daniel
Levitas. This response, along with the full correspondence, is avsilable from PRA.
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BOOKS RECEIVED

A Selected, Annotated List

D'Souza, Dinesh

The End of Racism
New York, NY: Free Press, 1995.
724 pages.

In The End of Racism, Dinesh D'Souza, a
Research Fellow at the American Enter-
prise Institute, argues that Black behav-
ior, not racism, is what handicaps Blacks.
D'Souza concedes that racism does exist,
but argues that it no longer has the power
to thwart Black people. Rather, according
to D'Souza, it is the behavior of “the
African American underclass which fla-
prantly violates and scandalizes basic
codes of responsibility, decency, and ci-
vility.” His argument is based in a conser-
vative white establishment ideology
which is effectively using people of color,
like D'Souza, to spread its message which
itself is cloaked in racism.

Reavis, Dick J.
The Ashes of Waco:

An Investigation
New York: Simon & Schuster, 1995.
320 pages.

A scathing dencuncement of the govern-
ment decision-makers involved in the
siege and subsequent standoff at Waco as
well as the media assigned to cover it
The questions posed by Reavis, an inves-
tigative journalist, are simple yet compel-
ling: Why didn’t the press probe what was
happening in Waco while it was occurring
instead of unquestioningly relying on in-
formation supplied by the government
and related sources!? And, more disturb-
ingly, why didn'c the press thoroughly
investigate this incident immediately fol-

lowing its outcome? Reavis also presentsa
good, though somewhat arbitrary, assess-
ment of histarical events in the develop-
ment of the Davidians. Unfortunately,
many of these events are presented at face
value, lacking any form of critical analy-
sis. Overall though, this is an essential
reading for anyone interested in what
went wrong at Waco.

hooks, bell

Killing Rage: Ending Racism
New York, NY: Henry Holt and Company,
1995. 277 pages.

bell hooks' tenth baok, Killing Rage, is a
collection of essays in which hooks main-
tains her belief that ending racism is
directly linked 1o ending sexism. She ef-
fectively argues that the topic of race and
racism in public discourse are dominated
by men and that black women's voices
don't count. Her essays address class is-
sues, multiracial issues, white supremacist
oppression, and sexism within the African
American community. She writes with
urgency and clarity while offering strate-
gies for change.

Tabor, James D. and Gallagher, Eugene V.
Why Waco? Cults and the Battle

for Religious Freedom in

America
Berkeley, CA: University of Califonia
Press, 1995. 252 pages with footnotesfindex.

Relying on transcripts and other evidence
not made available 10 the public, Taylor
and Gallagher present a well-reasoned,
rational analysis of the events leading up
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1o the final hours of the standoff. As
professors of teligious studies they provide
a context within which the history and
development of the apocalyptic theology
espoused by the Branch Davidians can be
understood. The “Cult Conuroversy”, a
recurring theme throughout Why Waco?,
is examined in detail in the final part of
the book, including the effect of the anti-
Cult movement on public perceptions of
new religious movements, and the impli-
cations this has for other alternative reli-
gious groups in the US. The appendix
includes an unfinished manuscript by
David Koresh on the Seven Seals of the
Book of Revelation. If you read only one
book about what happened in Waco this
should be it

Kelly, Mike
Color Lines: The Troubled
Dreams of Racial Harmony in an

American Town
New York: William Morrow & Com.-
pany,1995. 532 pages including index.

Color Lines is a dramatized account of
racial tension following the death of an
African American high school student at
the hands of a policeman in Teaneck,
New Jersey, a town noted for its history of
voluntary desegregation and “harmoni-
ous” racial integration. Pieced together
from numerous interviews by the author,
himself a resident of Teaneck, Color Lines
reads like a popular novel. The account
seems to reflect the author's personal
journey of understanding the profound
roots of racism and racial tension in US
society, rather than furthering the race
debate.
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Diamond, Sara

Roads to Dominion:
Right-Wing Movements and
Political Power in the

United States
New York: The Guilfard Press, 1995.
445 pages, bibliography, index, footnotes.

A lushly—detailed sociclogical analysis
that provides the most cogent and com-
plex ovetview of the US political right
since WWII ever published. Diamond
demonstrates how different perceptions of
the appropriate role for govemment lead
different sectors of the right into con-
stantly—shifting tactical altliances; and
which shift right-wing movements into
system—supportive or system-—opposi-
tional roles in the larger society.

Kazin, Michae

The Populist Persuasion:

An American History

New York: Basic Books, 1995. 381 pages,
bibliography, index, footnotes.

A clear-minded account of US populism
as an impulse or style of organizing that
has transformed over time from its late
1800's roots to its current capture by
right—wing backlash forces. At the end of
the book the author confesses a yeaming
for the return of progressive democratic
populism. A crucial book for understand-
ing current reactionary political move-
ments with their anti-elite rhetoric.

King, Dennis
Habits of Mind:
Struggling Over Values in

America's Classrooms

San Francisco, CA: Jossey—Bass, 1995,

217 pages, index, footnotes.

An unabashed call for defending the ideal
of democracy and the importance of
teaching our children to defend democ-
racy and diversity. Reviews the actual
classroom use of curricula such as Facing
History and Ourselves and contrasts that

@

with the myths of critics such as Phyllis
Schlafly who attack values education as
liberal psychological brainwashing. Seri-
ous, insightful, derailed, hopeful.

King, Dennis

Get the Facts on Anyone,

2nd edition

New York: Macmillan, 1995.

279 pages, bibliography and resources
section, appendix.

The updated version of King's
indispensible guide on wusing public
sources to check the background of any
person or organization. Now includes sec-
tion on Investigative Resources on the
Internet.

Novick, Michael
White Lies White Power:
The Fight Against White

Supremacy and

Reactionary Violence

Monroe, Maine: Common Courage Press,
1995, 350 pages, index.

A powerful polemic indicting institu-
tional white supremacy, and explaining its
role in building racist reactionary move-
ments in US society.

Holhut, Randolph T.
The George Seldes Reader:

An Anthology of the Writings of
America's Foremost

Journalistic Gadfly
New York: Barricade Books, 1994.
448 pages.

A marvelous and perceptive collection
showing the three faces of Seldes: foreign
correspondent, freedom fighter, and press
critic. A must for the library of every
well-read reporter or anti-fascist, espe-
cially given the difficulty in finding the
many out—of-print books by Seldes.
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STATES RIGHTS
PATRIOTIC EVOLUTION

“Forced integration is destroying
the White Political Cultural
group known as State Citizens.”

Richard McDonald, 1989

“] consider myself a patriot, in
the same way DBenjamin
Pranklin and George Washing-
ton were, They all were for
America, and that's what [ am
about.”

Richard McDonald, 1995

MeDonald is a personality in the
patriot movement who writes
for Perceptions magazine and
conducts trainings on establish-
ing personal soverasignty, a
pseudo-legal concept rooted in
historic opposition by white su-
premagists to the Constitutional
amendment granting full citi-
zenship to freed slaves. Sources:
1989 newsletter from McDonald
cited in the New York Post, July
5, 1995, p. 18. 1995 flyer from
Richard McDonald.

HAIKU

Gentle flocks cornered
peck each other or tumn to
face the attacker
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PATRIOTS CHOMP

BIG APPLE

Small patriot and armed militia groups
have been springing up around New York
City for over a year, so it was inevitable
that they would worm into the Big Apple.
New Yorker Sharon Biggs
calls the militias “ex-
treme” but peddles the
standard patriot move-
ment claims about “sover-
eign citizenship” and
“freeman” status—ideas
rooted in segregationist
arguments of the past. De-
spite these white suprema-
cist roots, a quarter of
those attending a recent Bigps' training
were African Americans, illuminating
the difficulty in exposing the new coded
forms of racism and anti-Semitism chat
petmeate the patriot movement and its
armed wing, the militias.

THE OLD STANDARDS,
WEEKLY

The reactionary orientation of The
Weekly Standard was made crystal clear in
its direct mail pitch to charter subscribers
which included a colorful brochure that
opened one panel at a time to reveal the
text "From the New Deal...to the Great
Society...affirmative action...to the wel-
fare system...the deficit...to defense
cuts...liberals have made America what it
is today...but we're poing to fix all that—
starting right now!” Editor and publisher
Bill Kristol is joined in the endeavor by
executive editor Fred Bames and deputy
editor John Podhoretz. Hubris aside, the
mailing goes on to claim “Together,
they'll see to it that The Weekly Standard
gives you an unparalled sense of where the
nation is headed, where it should be go-
ing, and how we can get it there....”

PARENTAL RIGHTS
MOVEMENT

A new right-wing group, “Of the People
Foundation,” is backing a "Parental
Rights Amendment” to state constitu-
tions. The Amendment consists of two
simple clauses: “1.) The right of parents to
direct the upbringing and education of
their children shall not be infringed. 2.)
The legislatures shall have the power to
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enforce, by appropriate legislation, the
provision of this article.”

Behind the surface attraction of the
simple wording is a plan by ultraconserva-
tives to use the Amendment to mobilize
patents to block comprehensive sexuality
education, gay-tolerant curricula, and at-
tempts by social service
agencies to protect chil-
dren from abuse. The key
is understanding that the
Amendment would give
parents explicit legal
standing to launch litiga-
ticn against state agencies
any time they felt their
“parental rights" had been
infringed. The strategy is a way for ultra-
conservatives to manipulate public policy
without the bother of seeking change
through the electoral system from local
school boards to the statehouse.

Among the resources promoted in
the newsletter are “Child Abuse in the
Classroom” edited by Phyllis Schlafly,
and “Parents Rights” by John Whitehead
of the Rutherford Institute.

The group already has backers in 24
state legislatures: Alabama, Arizona,
California, Colorado, Florida, Georgia,
Illinois, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan,
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Ne-
braska, New York, North Dakota, Ohio,
Oregon, Pennsylvania, Texas, South
Carolina, Virginia, Washington, and
Wisconsin.

Of the People, 2111 Wilson Bled., Suite
700, Aslington, VA 22201. (703) 351-
5051. Chatrman, Jeffrey Bell; President,
Ralph Benko; Ex. Dir., Greg D. Erken;
Newsletter, Voice Of The People.

LOG CABIN REPUBLICANS
EXPANDS

Log Cabin Republicans (LCR), a conser-
vative gay and lesbian group, claims to be
the country's largest gay and lesbian parti-
san organization, with 50 affiliated chap-
ters in 35 states and more than 10,000
members. LCR has moved to a new office
space in Washington, DC and expanded
its Washington staff to include a Devel-
opment Consultant, a Director of Public
Affairs, an HIV/AIDS consuliant, and an

administrative assistant.
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In an effort to continue the growth
process, LCR also voted to merge with the
Log Cabin Federation, the umbrella orga-
nization of the grass roots clubs. The
merger, which passed at Log Cabin's An-
nual National Cenvention held in
Cincinatti, Ohio from August 25-27 com-
bines the two organizations under one
board of directors and will "unite and
strengthen the gay conservative move-
ment,” according to Log Cabin Talk, the
newsletter of LCR.

Newly elected board members incude
Abner Mason (Boston, MA) as vice-
chair; Gregory Curtis (New Orleans, LA)
as director of club development, and Alex
Wentzel (Laguna Beach, CA) as director
of membership. The newly-elected re-
gional directors include Monty Carnell
{Boston, MA), Mark Mead (Atlanta,
GA), John Ammitzboll (Paterson, NJ},
Patrick Ball, (Houston, TX), Sam Collins
{Cincinatti, OH) and state Rep. Chuck
Carpenter (R-OR), an openly gay Repub-
lican who was elecred as a regional direc-
tor despite his recent endorsement of
state Senate President Gordon Smith for
the US Senate. Smith has accepted the
endorsement of the Oregon Citizen's Al-
liance, which has repeatedly sponsored
satewide and local anti-gay-rights initia-
tives.

LCR btelieves in limited govemment,
a suong defense, and in equal treatment
and equal opportunity under the law.
They adamantly oppose affirmative ac-
tion and were the only gay group to
endorse the Contract With America. In
1994 LCR raised more than $200,000 for
Republican candidates and continues, as
part of its mission, to form relationships
with Republicans in the House and Sen-
ate.

In a recent issue of Insight magazine,
Rich Tafel, Executive Director of LCR,
urged gay activists to get back to their
roots: "In fact, the conservatives so domi-
nated the strategy that at the first gay-
rights demonstrations, a rigid dress code
was required: Men wore suits and women
wore dresses.” According to Tafel, most
gays want to lead quiet professional lives
in which sexual practices are a private
matter— this doesn't mean they want 1o
stay in the closet; rather, some gay conser-
vatives say a silent confidence in being



The Public Eye

“out” represents the maturation of the gay
movement.

US TAXPAYERS PARTY

Calling it a “virulently anti-democratic
group with far right political views,” jour-
nalist Mike Weber's profile of the US
Taxpayers Party in the Sept. 28, 1995
Columbus Guardian notes that "in 1994
the party ran a total of 68 candidates for
office in eight states, with 16 running for
federal office and 51 for state and local
seats.” USTP leader Howard Phillips, a
key architect of the New Right, was a
1992 presidential candidate who ap-
peared in the ballot in 21 states. Now
Phillips is networking the theocratic
right, attempting to recruit such luminar-
ies as James Dobson of Focus on the
Family to force the Republicans to stand
firm on right—wing social issues such as
stopping abortion, or failing that, aban-
doning the Republicans for a third party
candidate championing hard right moral
issues. One possible candidate would be
Pat Buchanan, assuming he would break
with the Republican Party, which he has
refused to do in the past. Even without a
presidential contender, the USTP serves
as a nexus for hard right forces still willing
1o use the electoral system to change the
society, and for white supremacists and
anti-Semites seeking a semi-respectable
cover for their recruiting.
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RESOURCES
continued from page 20

Gopher Site & Searchable
Databases

gopher.publiceye. org: 7021

(gopher to server “publiceye.org” with
server port set to “7021")

Electronic Mail Lists for
Information Sharing

<rightdocs> for long study documents
concerning the political right.
<rightferum> for alerts & discussions
concerning the political right.

To join the list send e-mail to
the computer address:
“majordomo®@igc.apc.org” with the
single line message: “subscribe
rightdocs” or “subscribe rightforum.”
If you wish to get off the list send to
“majordomo@igc.apc.org” the single
line message “unsubscribe rightdocs” or
“unsubscribe rightforum”

Bulletin Board System

For free direct access to the Public Eye
BBS, call using computer telecommuni-
cations software to (617) 221-5815. No
fee or connect charges other than your
normal long-distance billing. 24 hours/

day. Settings: 300bps-14,400bps, 8NI1.
Co—sponsored with the National Law-
yers Guild Civil Liberties Committee.

PRA Conferences on IGC
Peacenet

<pra.publiceye> Back issues of The Pub-
lic Eye fiewsletter.

<pra.bibliography> Bibliographies &
reading lists.

<pra.prodemocracy> List of groups pro-
moting democracy & diversity.
<pra.reactionary> List of reactionary,
orthodox & rraditionalist groups.
<pra.reporis> Reports, monographs, &
other lengthy text files.
<pol.right.docs> Conference echoing
<rightdocs> list (see above).
<pol.right.forum> Conference echoing
<rightforum> list (see above).

Democracy Works Home Page
Join PRA and other pro-democracy
groups at the Democracy Works home
page, sponsored by the Institute for Al-
ternative Journalism:

URL: hrtp://fwww.alternet.orgfan/
demworks. honl

SUBSCRIBE

l . Individun|/Mon-Profit Organizalion $29.00
Q YeS:? | want to subscribe to The Public Eye. Other Organizniion $39.00
Q Pplease send my subscription to the address below. ﬂfmﬂ'mﬂ;ﬂ;@ 19
Q) Piease send a glft subscription to the address below. o4 §9.00/5artves mei, $14.00/ir moif
T Swbscription (1 year/d issves) §—
0. Postoge (outside U1.S., Canada, and Mexico) $
Nome Donation to support the work of PRA §
([Donors of $100 or more receive Tbe Public Epw Bve of tharpe) -
Address TOTAL $
Q Payment Enclosed (Make checks poyable to Political Research Associates).
Gty State Tip O charge my Mastercard/Visa
O Please enclose a gift card with my gift subscription. m‘:"'# Exp. Dote
Froms Signaiure
Home

Muil form with paymeni to; Palitical Research Associoles, 120 Beacon S1., Suite 300, Somenville, MA 02143
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NOT IN OUR TOWN

Over 150 public television stations have
aired or will be airing the award-win-
ning documentary program "Not in Qur
Town” which tells the story of how the
people of Billings, Montana joined to-
gether to support their neighbors who
were under attack by white suprema-
cists. Tapes and curriculum guides for
school and community discussions and
trainings are available for follow—up
from the documentary producers, the
California Working Group, 5867 Ocean
View Drive, Oakland, CA 94618, (510)
547-8484.

SCHOOL VOUCHERS

The Case Against School Vouchers by
Edd Doerr, Albert ]. Menendez, and
John M. Swomley, is a timely tome
available from Americans for Religious
Liberty, P.O. Box 6656, Silver Spring,
MD 20916, 301 598-2447.

RELIGION IN THE PUBLIC
SCHOOLS

“Religion in the Public Schools: A Joint
Statement of Current Law,” [s a pam-
phlet endorsed by a wide variety of
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groups across the political spectrum.
The pamphlet outlines the cutrent
state of law relating to issues of reli-
gion, education, students, teachers,
and public schools. It is available by
writing “Religion in the Public
Schools,” 15 East 84th Streer, Suite
501, New York, NY 10028.

IN-DEPTH GUIDE TO WHITE
SUPREMACIST MOVEMENT
The Northwest Imperative: Docu-
menting a Decade Of Hate by Robert
Crawford, S. L. Gardiner, Jonathan
Mozzochi, and R. L. Taylor, is a excel-
lent in-depth resource for persons
studying the white supremacist move-
ment which is strongest in the Pacific
Northwest. For ordering information
contact the Coalition for Human Dig-
nity, Portland Office, P.O. Box 40344,
Portland, OR 97240, 503 281-5823.
The Coalition for Human Dignity pro-
vides support to community organiza-
tions and monitors “family values” po-
litical efforts (the Oregon Citizens'
Alliance, Washington Family Coun-
cil); national Christian Right organi-
zations (Eagle Forum, the Christian

Coalition); and white supremacist ac-
tivity (Holocaust revisionists, racist
skinheads, Posse Comirtarus).

ALLIES FOR JUSTICE

Allies for Justice is an informative 40—
page conference summary produced by
the Headwaters Fund that documents
the discussion and recommendations of
a group of community acrivists and
funders that mert in June of 1995 to
strategize about building an effective
progressive challenge to right-wing at-
tacks on democracy, economic faimess,
and social justice. The Headwaters
Fund, 122 W. Franklin Ave., Room,
110, Minneapolis, MN 55404, (602)
879-0602.

PRA ONLINE

While PRA does not answer e-mail
information requests, it does post all of
its elecironically~available informa-
tion online at the sites listed below.

Internet

Web Home Page & Searchahle Databases
URL: http:/fwww.publiceye.orgfpra/
URL: gopher: gopher.publiceye.org:7021/

conanued on page 19
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