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dealing with "boys" on a power trip, we're dealing with 
a whole system determined to take what it wants. 

"DID YOU EVER FEEL 
LIKE YOU WERE INVISffiLE?" 

Women are to a large extent the heart/soul/head and 
of course the typists/ mailers/ etc. of mixed political 
organizations. And yet we sometimes feel that we are in 
a time warp-that the women's movement never happened 
or was just a nice dream. At meetings and demonstrations, 
men are pontificating, dominating and competing, leaving 
most women (all but the exceptional few) feeling alienated 
and left out. In one Berkeley left conference, a man 
coordinated the workshop on women. The left organizations 
that don't condemn lesbians and gay men as products of 
bourgeois decadence for the· most part end up ignoring them. 
We hear arguments that women's actions are divisive and 
take away from the "real deal." There are male activists 
who go in and out of personal relationships with first this 
woman and then that, who divide us one from the other. 
Personal relationships are once again seen as a private 
domain, leaving women to struggle against male supremacy 
alone. We don't think men are the enemy, yet they do 
bold women and the movement back. We need to make 
men accountable for their actions and the way they operate­
to light a volcano under the male-dominated left. 

Faced with male chauvinist and arrogant leadership, the 
response of "feminist process" is to say since all leadership 
is oppressive our solution should be to get rid of it altogether. 
We end up throwing out the baby with the bath water. Either 
leadership just develops informally (and then it for sure 
is male-dominated) or we end up ineffective, incapable of 
decisive action and of resolving issues. We need to learn 
how to build collective leadership that is accountable and 
is conscious of developing new people and new skills. 
Political power is not just a "male ego trip." 

How we use power, how we build organization, is what 
will determine how effective we are and whether we will 
move forward. To really transform society, more developed 
levels of revolutionary organization and leadership are 
necessary. Women's organization, caucuses and leadership 
must be integral to this process. 

Revolutions and revolutionary societies are made up of 
both women and men. We are not separatists. We believe 
that men can and do change. Yet, from our experience in 

this country, we believe that the only way for men to change 
is if there is an active women's movement fighting for 
women's liberation. The development of. anti-imperialist 
women's organizations has been and will be a material force 
that will push the struggle forward the way no amount 
of articles or discussions can. 

THE CHIWREN ARE THE FUTURE 

We want a different kind of world and we're willing 
to fight for it. We, like other mothers, want something 
different for our children. We want a women's movement 
that takes on collective responsibility for raising our children, 
both to insure that they'll have different values and because 
we know we can't organize if we don't help each other 
with our kids. We want a movement that helps lesbians 
have kids and defends them when they're threatened with 
losing their children. We want our daughters to be proud 
and confident of themselves and our sons to understand 
that they can grow up gentle and caring, that they don't 
have to be macho boys. All our children should be able 
to determine their own sexual identities and to live free 
of oppressive sex roles. We want our children to develop 
respect for other peoples and a hatred of white supremacy. 
Our children don't have to fight for their very survival as 
do nine-year-olds in El Salvador or Azania. Yet how will 
we insure that they will want to fight for freedom in their 
own Lives? 

As for ourselves, we want a different quality of life as 
well. Yet this can't happen in a world at the mercy of U.S. 
imperialism. Our own difficulties, our Lack of confidence, 
our problems in sometimes getting along and remaining 
committed can be challenged within a political context. It 
will take some time and we'll make millions of mistakes. 
The anti-imperialist women's movement didn't disappear. 
It's right here in our minds and in our hearts. 

Let's put our futures with those of women, men and 
children around the world. Let's demand the most from 
ourselves and our movement. If we do that we can fight 
for liberation, for a socialist world, fight for an end to 
imperialism itself. 

We want revolutionary feminism. We know we can't 
have revolution without full women's participation. Let's 
build a movement that will insure that both will come true. 





















24 

government can wage a relentless campaign using all the 
arms in its arsenal without losing the support of the American 
people. Since its alleged aim is to combat terrorism, it will 
be able to get away with just about anything. 

To see how effectively the anti-terrorist campaign works, 
one only needs to look at Grenada. The u.s. government 
started its campaign by declaring that Prime Min.ister 
Maurice Bishop bad instituted a terroristic government in 
Grenada. Once it had established this myth as a truth, it 
started to take more aggressive measures against Grenada. 
The nefarious plan was put into action and all arms in 
the arsenal were set in motion. These included destabilization, 
economic sanctions, generating animosity with neighboring 
countries, c.i.a. plots, infiltration of provocateurs and a 
massive propaganda campaign portraying the Bishop 
administration as anti-democratic and totalitarian, and 
Grenada as a satellite of the Soviet Union and Cuba. When 
the invasion was finally undertaken, there was ample support 
within this country as well as in the Canbbean region for 
it 

It's after the invasion that the imperialist beast shows 
its teeth, and the true designs of its plan can be seen. Grenada 
today is a militarily occupied country. There the self­
determination of Washington and not the one of Grenadian 
people is exercised. The elections that were celebrated 
recently were a replica of the ones celebrated in Puerto 
Rico after the military invasion of 1898. What is ironic 
is that all the destruction that has occurred and the suffering 
that awaits that jewel in the Caribbean, has been done in 
the name of combating terrorism. 

Although in the case of our movement the campaign 
is not as intense as it was in the case of Grenada, the 
imperialist goal is the same-to neutralize or annihilate that 
sector that represents a formidable opposition, and its support 
base, in order to continue exercising control. 

The u.s. government has been successful with some of 
its terrorist campaigns. In Nicaragua, El Salvador, Grenada 
and even within its borders against the Black movement 
its terroristic activities have paid off. Consequently, we can't 
expect any respite from this government. On the contrary, 
what we must expect is an intensification of its terroristic 
acts. 

The only way to reduce the effectiveness of u.s. terrorism 
is to fight it. Work has to be done to reduce the effectiveness 
of the propaganda machine. There's a need to demystify 
the rhetoric made truth by the imperialists. The American 
public, once it realizes that an injustice has been committed, 
will withdraw its support of the government This is what 
has happened with the Vietnam war, El Salvador and 
Nicaragua. Fundamentally, what the independence 
movement as well as all anti-imperialists must do is not 
to remain with arms crossed. To wait is equivalent to giving 
the enemy the initiative without checking him. The option 

is either to fight to destroy terrorism or the terrorists will 
destroy us. 

BT: It is now about six years since the POW stance was 
taken. Can you explain the stance and talk about the impact 
it has had? 

WPEZ: It was comrade William Morales who first assumed 
the POW stance after his capture in 1978. Soon after his 
position was made public, Rafael Cancel Miranda' (then 
a prisoner in Marion) applauded it, and called it the only 
legitimate stance for a Puerto Rican revolutionary to assume. 
The second person who assumed the same stance was Angel 
Rodriguez Crist6bal,2 and he paid with his life for it. 

This stance is based on the structural relationship that 
exists between u.s. imperialism and the colony of Puerto 
Rico dating back to the military invasion of 1898. By 
invading Puerto Rico the u.s. committed an unprovoked 
and criminal act of war. That act of war prevails until this 
day. And as long as that relationship exists, as long as Puerto 
Rico is occupied militarily, the Puerto Rican people are 
at war with the government of the u.s.a. 

It could be argued that no act of war was committed 
against the Puerto Rican people. The u.s. government can 
claim that the invasion of 1898 was part of the Spanish/ 
American war. But in order to do this, it would be absolutely 
necessary for the u.s. to negate the historical reasons and 
motivations that it bad for taking over the Island. The united 
states was well aware of Puerto Rico's struggle for 
independence, and that Puerto Rico was not Spain. 

The primary reason for the invasien was to fulfill the 
expansionist aspirations of Yanki imperialism. No one can 
play oblivious to the fact that the u.s. bad its eyes set on 
Puerto Rico even before Monroe dictated his doctrine. It 
wanted Puerto Rico so badly that in 1894, four years before 
the invasion, it offered Spain $30 million for the Island 
lock, stock and barrel. 

It could also be argued that the military presence in Puerto 
Rico (which comprises about 13% of the national territory) 
is to defend us from external enemies. Who's our enemy? 
Grenada, Nicaragua, El Salvador or the Dominican 
Republic? The invasion of Grenada was rehearsed and 
carried out from Puerto Rico. But Grenada is not an enemy 
of Puerto Rico. We can make the same comparison with 
the marines who landed in the Dominican Republic in 1965. 
To the Puerto Rican people the Dominican Republic is 
a sister nation and not an enemy. Since we don't have 
any external enemies, then the u.s. military in Puerto Rico 
must be serving a different interest. That interest is the 
capitalist investment in the region. That interest is the 
hegemony that is exercised by u.s. imperialism over the 
nations of the Caribbean and Latin America. 

continued on p.29 
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in check in the u.s.a., the opposite bas happened on the 
Island. 

One of the reasons that could be used to explain this 
phenomenon is the role that u.s. imperialism has assigned 
to Puerto Rico. Puerto Rico serves only as a Link in the 
whole production cycle. This means that Puerto Rico 
partially elaborates the commodity while the rest of the 
production circuit (including further elaboration and 
exchange cycles) is completed in the matrix of the trans­
national in the u.s.a. Since Puerto Rico's production process 
is not linked structurally to Puerto Rico's economy (because 
its primary function is to serve as a link) the economic 
activity (especially jobs in the service area) generated by 
the completion of the production circuit flies away to the 
u.s.a. with the partially elaborated commodity. 

Another important factor that helps to explain this 
phenomenon is that the transnational corporations use 
Puerto Rico for laundering production in order to take 
advantage of the tax benefits, to circumvent tariffs and to 
repatriate capital. Thmsnational corporations transfer to their 
satellites in Puerto Rico (in paper only) production of 
commodities that were produced somewhere else. While 
this production shows up in Puerto Rico's Gross National 
Product, not a penny of it goes to the ~Land's coffers. 

Thus far, I don't think that the independence movement 
has been able to grasp the revolutionary potential of the 
economic crisis. We are still looking for easy solutions to 
complicated problems. In 1984, the biggest issue of the 
independence movement was the elections. There is an urgent 
need to address the economic issue. In the rearguard we 
should be making preparations to incorporate into the 
movement those Puerto Ricans who are being forced to 
emigrate. Looking at this reality, a coordinated plan must 
be worked out between the independence movement in 
Puerto Rico and the rearguard if we are considering how 
to successfully confront the economic crisis issue. 

BT: What is the relationship between mass resistance against 
the military and against U.S. intervention and the 
independence movement, here and on the island? 

WPEZ: The militarization of the Caribbean and the Central 
American region is part and parcel of the u.s. policy of 
using the "military option" of the Reagan Administration. 
The military option is just a euphemism for military 
intervention, invasions and occupations. What the u.s. did 
in Grenada and what it's doing in El Salvador and Nicaragua 
is a demonstration of the military option policy. What makes 
this policy more dangerous is that the government has been 
able to win public support for it domestically. It has also 
been able to win some support and legitimacy in those 
countries where the military installations are being built. 

If the Grenada invasion can be used as a yardstick to measure 
the support for such military ventures, we may not be 
incorrect in assuming that there is a strong support base 
for militarism within the American public. 

By militarizing the region, the u.s. not only counts ori 
bases from which to launch its military operations, but also 

' on some support from the nations where the military 
installations are located. The u.s. seeks to create mercenary 
armies (that would be on the payroll of the Defense 
Department and the CIA) to fight for this country. 

This type of militarization is stronger and more 
sophisticated than the one used in Vietnam. Consequently, 
it's important to involve all the sectors affected if a viable 
opposition is sought. This opposition must come from the 
progressive sectors in the u.s., from Central America and 
the Canbbean. The bulk of the work must be done in this 
country. Because without public support, the u.s. can't wage 
a successful military campaign. 

In 1984 we saw a good mobilization against u.s. militarism 
in Puerto Rico. It expanded to all sectors of Puerto Rican 
society and across ideological lines. Even within the 
autonomous wing of the Partido Popular Democratico 
(PPD)10, anti-militarism sentiments have been expressed. 
One legislator is drawing a bill prohibiting Puerto Rican 
National Guard members from participating in any military 
operation or maneuver in Central America or the Caribbean 
region. H there was one single issue that united Puerto Ricans 
in 1984, it was the militarization issue. 

At the present moment, the proponents of militarism have 
the lead in this country. There is an upheaval of false 
patriotism, the anti-draft issue has not taken root, military 
recruitment has been extremely successful, the invasion of 
Grenada was applauded as a victory, the anti-Sandinista 
terrorists are receiving more money and arms, and the u.s. 
involvement in El Salvador is increasing. Such reality 
demands that we devote more time and effort to combat 
militarism. Without a doubt, it's incumbent on the 
progressive sectors in this country to take the lead in 
organizing a viable anti-militarization campaign. 

BT: What do you think of the results of the elections in 
Puerto Rico? 

WPEZ: Our position is that colonial elections are not going 
to create any structural changes. H elections would create 
structural changes and serve the interest of the Puerto Rican 
people, then the u.s. government would not allow us to 
celebrate them. If in the past 86 years of electoral politics 
there is not a shred of evidence to support the notion that 
elections could be used to advance the struggle against 
colonialism, to continue voting is the equivalent of indulging 
in futility. 
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York grand jury initially refused to indict Goetz for 
anything but minor weapons charges. Racists have 
transformed Goetz into a national folk hero: the subway 
vigilante, our modern day avenging angel. 

The notion that the right wing is a marginal force, 
supported by only a handful of rich conservatives and the 
crackpots of the John Birch Society, has begun to break 
down. Today, with Reagan in the role of godfather, flanked 
by Jerry Falwell, Jesse Helms and Jeanne Kirkpatrick, the 
hearts of millions are being won to support an increasingly 
authoritarian state guided by a vision of a resurgent America. 

Seemingly overnight, a vast web of religious, political 
and media groups known as the New Right has surfaced. 
But the New Right is no Johnny-come-lately to the political 
landscape. Its bold goal of leading the U.S. back onto the 
path of patriotic glory and white supremacy grows out of 
the strategic needs of a weakened imperialism. In the years 
since the defeat in Vietnam, the often bitterly divided ruling 
elite has turned increasingly to the radical policies and 
activism of the New Right for solutions to its crisis. 

In this article we're going to explore how the New Right 
has been catapulted to prominence precisely because it has 
built a solid relationship to the centers of real power. The 
New Right's success is not a policy aberration by a two­
term president whose conservative excesses must be curbed 
until the opposing ruling class Democrat comes along. We . 
are witnessing the most significant restructuring of our society 
since the New Deal of the 1930s. This political transformation 
is aU the more dangerous because it reflects the needs and 
desires not only of the ruling class but of a massive popular 
base as well. 

FROM THE SHADOWS OF THE 1960'S 

Many of the leading figures of the New Right began 
their careers during the early 1960s, when sharp breaks 
occurred in the American traditions of racism, militarism 
and anti-communism. The age of liberalism, symbolized by 
Kennedy, proved unable to deliver on its promise of financing 
the massive war in Indochina while simultaneously ending 
poverty and racism at home. Lyndon Johnson's "Great 
Society" dragged the economy into a spiral of inflation, 
stagnation, and debt from which there seemed no escape. 
By the end of the 1960s, with Black rebellions in over 
a hundred cities, campuses on strike and the Army heading 
for defeat in Vietnam, the stability of the U.S. was crumbling. 

Ruling class conservatives were confronted with the 
task of countering the global and domestic assaults on 
the system and developing a long range plan of regaining 
the offensive. One of their foe:al projects was ~o capture 
control of the Republican Party and transform it into a 

force representing the "new conservative majority." In this 
cauldron of crisis, the New Right was born. 

With the end of the Eisenhower era, and the defeat of 
Nixon in 1960, the party faced a serious lack of leadership. 
To fill this vacuum came the Goldwater movement of 1964, 
where old guard conservatives fused with new groups like 
the Young Americans for Freedom (founded in 1960 at 
the estate of the conservative Buckley clan) to take over 
the party organization. YAF was a key training ground for 
cadres of today's New Right. Ambitious young reactionaries 
like Richard Viguerie started to build the structures, like 
the direct mail campaigns, which give the movement much 
of its present clout. Ruling class money began to create 
right wing think tanks like the American Enterprise Institute 
in Washington, D.C. and to strengthen older anti-communist 
bastions like the Hoover Institute in Palo Alto, California. 
Dedicated ostensibly to countering the "liberal domination 
of the media and intellectual establishment," these 
organizations have served the rulers by recruiting scholars 
and politicians to implement the right wing agenQa.. 

"EXTREMISM 
IN THE DEFENSE OF LffiERfY 

IS NO VICE" 

Goldwater's resounding defeat by Johnson in 1964 
sparked a series of debates and splits within the Republican 
Party, conservative institutions and the ruling class. While 
Nixon and Rockefeller, representi.ng the "moderate" and 
"liberal" wings of the Republicans, fought over who would 
run in 1968, the right wing refused to accept defeat. Instead, 
with the backing of some forces within the ruling financial 
groups, they accelerated the building of the New Right 
machine inside and outside of the Republican Party. 

Reagan, Goldwater's heir apparent, won the governorship 
of California in 1966. By 1968, with the country in turmoil 
over Vietnam and the Black revolution, he was only narrowly 
defeated by Nixon for the party's presidential nomination. 
Nixon represented the dominant ruling class interests of the 
time, a class moving away from the policies and image 
of liberalism. Groomed for the presidency under Eisenhower, 
he had established his anti-communist credentials during 
the McCarthy witchhunts of the 1950s. Reagan and the 
conservatives, who became the New Right, opposed Nixon 
for his policies of detente with the Soviet Union and China. 
Nevertheless, he adopted many of their positions. The war 
in Southeast Asia grew more genocidal as B-52's carpet 
bombed Vietnamese cities. The liberal pledge to wage a 
war on poverty was turned around into an FBI war on 
the Black and other anti-imperialist movements. Faced with 
growing domestic resistance, Nixon and Agnew appealed 
to the (white) "silent majority" to stand up and fight back. 
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the banner of the campaign ,against "terrorism." 
The degree of convergence between the New Right and 

ruling class programs is seen every Monday in the decisions 
of the U.S. Supreme Court. From the relatively liberal force 
it was during the 1960s when it upheld and broadened 
civil rights, the highest court in the land has become a vehicle 
for legitimizing 'the movement towards the right The 
restriction of formerly constitutionally protected rights and 
the making of new hard-line laws will accelerate as aging 
justices retire and are replaced by Reagan appointees. 

Women's Place. Richard Viguerie, kingpin of many New 
Right organizations, has said: 

The abortion issue is the door through which many people 
come into conservative politics, but they don't stop there. 
Their convictions against abortions are like the first in a 
series of dominoes. Then we lead them to concern about 
sexual ethics and standards among young people. This leads 
to opposition to secular humanism, [which is] the godfather 
and the royal road to socialism and communism. 

Nowhere has the New Right better demonstrated its ability 
to mobilize and organize than with the anti-abortion 
movement. Built on an appeal to emotions and a 
fundamentalist morality, and with the willing assistance of 
the mass media, this issue has helped legitimize the entire 
New Right program in the eyes of millions. It has also 
successfully pushed policy debates onto a higher plane, 
rejecting the ultimate authority of the judicial and legislative 
process. In an ominous development, right wing violence 
and terror, currently focused on abortion clinics, has suddenly 
become a legitimate means of carrying out "God's law." 

The anti-abortion movement is on the offensive. Polls 
indicate that a clear majority of people continue to favor 
abortion, yet Reagan promises that he will appoint no one 
to the Supreme or Federal courts who' believes abortion 
is a woman's right. State funds for abortions are cut, driving 
women back into dangerous back-alley abortion mills. As 
a consequence of state moves to cut the birthrate for colonized 
women, more and more Third World women are being 
channeled into sterilization as the alternative to safe abortions. 

Spearheaded by Phyllis Schlafly and the Eagle Forum, 
every right wing organization worked overtime to defeat 
the Equal Rights Amendment. In the face of a rising tide 
of divorce, violence against women and pornography, the 
New Right crusades for a return to the biblical values of 
the patriarchal (white) nuclear family. By re-enshrining male 
supremacy, particularly for the tens of millions of religious 
white working class Americans, the New Right supports 
the traditional subjugation of women to men in both the 
family and society. Denouncing lesbian and gay liberation 
as a crime against God and a threat to youth, they are 
creating an atmosphere where anti-gay violence is flourishing. 

• 
New Right preachers, leading the attack on homosexuality, 
have characterized the killer disease AIDS as God's 
punishment of sinners. Is it any wonder that the Ku Klux 
Klan is now emboldened to call for the extermination of 
gay people? 

Yet the New Right's very success in attacking the 
movement of women for liberation also exposes contra­
dictions between its strategy and the real economic and 
political necessities of the ruling class. While rightists 
proclaim that women's place is in the home, the long run 
restructuring of the U.S. economy and society must rest 
on.women's permanent participation in the labor force. With 
women's wages at about 60% of those received by men 
in comparable jobs, it is highly unlikely that the rulers will 
sacrifice their real profits from the exploitation of women's 
labor on the altar of Christian fundamentalism. More than 
economics is at stake however. It is clear that millions of 
women will never go back to defining themselves solely 
as wives and mothers or give up the struggle to end male 
supremacy. Nevertheless, in the counterattack on women's 
liberation, the social and economic rights and cultural 
expressions of women's strength are under assault from all 
sides. 

ARMIES OF THE RIGHT 

Driven by crisis to create a mass movement committed 
to war, white supremacy and repression, the ruling class 
has brought violent and dangerous forces into being. While 
the ruling class controls the New Right from the top, it 
will not easily contain the host of reactionary dynamics 
that this movement is unleashing. 

In a society already dominated by white supremacy, the 
right is expanding the breeding ground for fasdst ideas. 
Although overt racist attacks are publicly rejected by New 
Rightists, fascist groups like the Klan recruit from within 
conservative-run movements against busing, abortion and 
crime. As the Black Nation and other colonized peoples 
inside this country rise up against the empire's plan to slowly 
destroy and re-enslave them, a fascist response will spring 
from the reactionary base now under construction by the 
New Right. 

The Ku Klux Klan, with over a century of history under 
its belt and a tradition rooted in American slavery and 
military conquest, remains very active in America today. 
Organizations like the Anti-Defamation League and 
Klanwatch estimate the current strength in cadres of the 
white supremacist movement at between 6,000 and 10,000 
hardcore members with 300,000 active supporters and 
millions of sympathizers. The majority of the fascist 
movement can be found in over a dozen Klan organizations, 
Nazi groups, the National States Rights Party, Christian 
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killed while fighting in Nicaragua. The mercenary magazine/ 
organization, Soldier of FortUne, has admitted sending teams 
of advisors to train and fight with the contras in Nicaragua 
and to help the Salvadoran army battle the freedom fighters 
of the FMLN. Alexander McColl, Soldier of Fortunes 
Special Projects Instructor, said when interviewed in El 
Salvador, "What we're doing here has been briefed to senior 
officials in Washington. They are aware of what we're doing 
and they approve." Soldier of Fortune publishes recruiting 
ads for groups like the Christian Patriots Defense League, 
who are linked to the neo-nazi National Alliance and the 
Ku Klux Klan. In early 1985, Don Black, a leader of the 
Ku Klux Klan, announced the formation of a new 
organization called the Nathan Bedford Forrest Brigade 
(named for the founder of the Klan in 1865). This brigade 
will be based in Honduras and will carry out the Klan's 
commitment to fight "communism" throughout the 
Americas. These developments reveal that there is a growing 
overlap between the government, New Right organizations 
which are funding counter-revolution in Central America, 
and the Klan/mercenary networks of killers homegrown 
inside the U.S. 

The state embrace of domestic fascists working in Central 
America is a gauge of the willingness of the rulers to bring 
right wing terrorists into their new consensus. As the 
escalation of the war in Central America meets growing 
resistance from anti-war and anti-imperialist movements 
here, these forces will become more- not less-important 
to empire. Th.is is already happening now, not in some 
far off speculative future. 

CAN IT HAPPEN HERE? 

How far and how fast will the New Right "revolution" 
advance? This will be determined by the degree to which 
it furthers the overall goals of the ruling class in the years 
to come. Contradictions between the ideological program 
of the New Right and pragmatic constraints of day-t<Hlay 
political and economic realities will continue to arise. At 
any given point, the demands of the right on government 
will likely go beyond what the rulers can agree to implement. 
This creates inevitable tensions which reflect themselves in 
struggles for power. Even though the New Right does not 
presently speak for a majority of the ruling class, its ideas 
and influence are pushing mainstream politics to the right. 
Who would have predicted that George Schultz, the advocate 
of pre-emptive strikes against "terrorists" in populated areas, 
would end up being attacked as a moderate! This is in 
no way confined to the Republican Party. In the wake of 
Mondale's defeat, the Democrats are trying to jettison their 

liberal image as a party of "minorities, feminists and labor," 
and are desperately seeking a new place on the right side 
of the political bandwagon. 

Much of the appeal of the New Right comes from its 
populism- its ability to address the needs and concerns of 
the white working class. Issues of taxes, crime, social decay 
and immigration speak to immediate self-interest and attract 
the attention of the usually apolitical grass roots. Reagan's 
praise of small town life and the return to "Christian values" 
evokes an image of town meeting democracy in a better 
and simpler time. Through its campaigns, the New Right 
empowers its followers to challenge "big government which 
bas lost touch with the common people." We began to 
see this in the nationwide effort against school busing which 
mobilized thousands of people specifically to confront federal 
and local authority. Under the guise of such positive values 
as "community control" and preserving neighborhoods, the 
continued segregation of the public schools was assured. 
The New Right's continuing attacks on the "elitists in 
government" has, ironically, become a brilliant means of 
winning people to support an even more authoritarian and 
repressive state. Today, the ability of the New Rightists to 
dress blatant appeals to racism, male supremacy and war 
in the garb of spirituality, the family and community is 
key to the success of Reagan's proclaimed "Second American 
Revolution." 

These developments raise the question," Are we witnessing 
the birth of fascism in the U.S.?" World war and fascism 
have historically been the responses of the imperialist system 
to severe crisis. In Germany, the Nazis instituted a genocidal 
dictatorship as the motor to launch a world war to recreate 
empire. Backed by significant sectors of the elite, fascism 
in Germany came to power at the bead of a racist mass 
movement. The Nazis created a new form of state power 
which shattered the institutions and culture of bourgeois 
democracy. 

Can it happen here? As U.S. imperialism sinks deeper 
into crisis over the next years, no one can predict the ultimate 
shape of its inevitible move to the right. This society bas 
been perfectly willing to exterminate Native Americans, 
enslave and colonize Black, Puerto Rican and Mexicano 
people, and commit genocide against the people of 
Indochina. At this stage the crisis does not yet demand 
a fascist solution, and the New Right isn't the Nazis. But 
the ruling class and the New Right are succeeding in using 
the structures and principles of constitutional democracy 
to lay the foundation for a mass based totalitarian state. 
This is why the New Right is such a formidable enemy. 
And"why we will be fighting them for decades to come. • 
























