PROLOGUE

As our nation was com ng into being, Tom Pai ne
famously observed “These are the tines that try nen’s
souls.” The threat he was concerned with was not from
Geat Britain, but fromwithin the new United States of
America: Wre we or were we not going to live up to the
i deal s we had clained for ourselves?

Fromthe start the signs were not encouragi ng. As we
gai ned our independence fromBritain, we were also 1)
taking our first steps toward stealing all of the | ands
of the native tribes by any nmeans necessary, while 2)

t aki ng over and dependi ng upon the slave trade. As our
youth as a nation, that is, we began our ongoing history
of mlitaristic inperialismand of treating “non-whites”
as though they were also “non-human.” It is also worth
noting that those two processes served as sonething of a
trai ning school for our now ingrained habit of “blamng
the victim” |1

Soon after we becane a nation, we had come to view
our many aggressions both within and beyond North America
as a beneficence for those conquered, done “for their own
good”; a blessing fromon high. Indeed, already by 1823,
our President Monroe announced the “Monroe Doctrine:
“Attention Europe! Stay out of our hem sphere!” Uncle Sam
didn’t colonize or inperialize; we just expanded.

Since 1776 we have nmade many wars. | 2| However, in only
one war were we fighting to “save our souls”; our Guvil
War. The others were to expand, or, as with World War 1|
to hold on to “our” territories. But wasn't World \War |
“a war against fascisnf? Not quite. Had it been, we would
have joined the fight no later than 1939; but, |ike
Britain, we waited to be attacked (in our case by Japan),
and went to war against Gernmany only after Hitler

decl ared war agai nst us.

In the past decade or so it has increasingly becone
apparent that our “souls” are “tried” fromwthin for the
second tinme. As with the Cvil War, the issue is whether
or not we will finally try to live up to our ideal as the
“land of the free and the home of the brave,” where “al
men are created equal .”



In the Gvil War 600,000 soldiers died to resol ve
that matter; or did they? Wiy the “or did they”? Part of
the answer is that about half of those dead sol diers died
to maintain slavery; another part refers to the fact that
it was not until the 1920s that wonmen were even partially
(and then reluctantly) seen as “equal”; and there were
many nore decades before Afro-Anericans were —al so
reluctantly —seen as bel ongi ng anong the “free and the
brave”; maybe; for a while. For exanple, consider the
followng “itenf concerning black Gs in Wrld VWar 11..

Item General Douglas MacArthur becanme a hero
as U S. Commandi ng General in the Pacific war.
Early on, he issued an order that bl ack
soldiers were not allowed to carry weapons: no
matter what, no matter where, no nmatter when;
in or out of conmbat areas (which was not so in
t he European war.)

You may learn the full story fromKillens (a
bl ack soldier in the Pacific war |3|; here is
part of it: At a U S. airbase at the
northeastern tip of Australia, black soldiers
broke into the storage building for weapons,
took rifles and engaged in a bl oody fight
against their fellow (but white) As. | knew
about it, because | was on ny way back to New
Qui nea (after a leave), was trying to land to
refuel, and had to turn back.

That was in the past. In what ways are our “soul s”
bei ng threatened here and now? This book seeks to raise
and to answer that question. Wat follows in this
Prol ogue is a nere suggestion of an answer. The chapters
to follow provide details, both as regards 1) the non-
denocratic ways and neans to which we have becone
accustoned, and 2) the ugly revival of anti-denocratic
ways and neans already in place, with others on their
way.
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Slouching Toward Hell

Since the 1970s, the dom nant soci 0o-econom c
tendencies in the USA have been taking us “to the Right”
at an accelerating rate and with a w dening scope. Most
who read this will know what those terns nmean; sonme wl|
not. There is no “official definition” of the political
“Left” or “Right”; what follows here refers to how the
terms are generally used and will be used here.

They refer to directions of political power and
policy. Mouwvenent to the Left refers to policies
representing the felt needs and wants of the majority of
the people; that is, toward nore denocracy in the
econonmi ¢ and social realns as well as in politics.
Movenent to the Right refers to policies representing the
felt needs and desires of a distinct mnority in those
three realns —led by, but by no neans limted to, the
busi ness worl d.

Thus, a novenent to the Left woul d reduce
inequalities regarding —at |east —the matters di scussed
in Chapters9 and 10. In contrast, a novenent to the
Ri ght signifies increasing inequalities in all of its
real ms assisted by policies and structures that represent
and work to the advantage of a small mnority. Also,
Chapters2 and 3 show how cl ass rel ati onships, along with
gender and “race” discrimnation persistently favor “the
Ri ght.”

Har nf ul though the victins of inequality may be, it
al so needs understanding that inequalities al so weak
great harm upon the society as a whole —econom cally,
politically, and socially. Those consequences are
exam ned at sone length in Chapter1l . Then, in Chapter
12, when the treatnent of inequalities is conpared with
that in Western Europe, it may be seen that although
capitalismrequires inequality, it need not be as
i nhumane, nor as dehumani zing as it has been and is in
t he USA.

That said, then what is especially worrisone about
current devel opnents, and why? The main thene of this
book is that the al ready deep and wi de inequalities of
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the USA are now becom ng al ways nore so. Their depth and
breadt h have been inherited fromour history, of course,
a history which has intermttently turned to the Ri ght
and to the Left.

Thus, fromthe 1930s and into the early 1970s, a
politically noderate “Left” process produced a
significant, but also noderate shift of power and a
series of socio-economc reforns which, much aided by the
strongest and nost nunerous | abor unions ever in our
hi story and an accordingly “liberal” Congress and Suprene
Court, steered our socio-economc policies significantly
toward the “Left.” For a while.

Then, in the 1970s, those devel opnments were nade to
begin their ongoing reversal. In that decade the econony
conbi ned hi gh unenpl oynment and inflation and consunerism
(See Chapter7. )

That conbi nation very much weakened workers and
their unions political strength; while, at the sane tine
the business world (especially its big corporations) saw
it as their opportunity to get rid of the earlier reforns
by “organizing” politically in many ways. In effect, they
were creating a “Right-wng” political novenent
(including, in addition to business groups, those against
the earlier reforns for diverse reasons: racists and
sexists, “gun |lovers,” Evangelical Christians, and
mlitarists); put nore sinply, those agai nst denocracy,
agai nst discrimnation, and agai nst those who were
agai nst war.

Whet her directly by the Republican Party at al
governnmental levels, or indirectly through tens of
t housands of highly-paid | obbyists and other fornms of
corruption, the “Right” was able both to undo earlier
reforms and to build a Congress and Suprenme Court of its
own, the latter culmnating with its K to the stolen
presidential election of 2000 (in Florida) —and eased
the shift to the Right in all respects.

Anmong its many results were continuous tax cuts for
the rich, enornous mlitary budgets and a bristling
foreign policy, anti-honosexual, anti-health care, anti-
educational policies, and not |least in inportance, to
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create a seemy inperneable political atnosphere of their
own; aided and abetted each step along the way by the
media, itself a “big business” (and whose main incone is
fromthe advertising of other “big businesses”).

The personification of such policies may be found in
Presi dent George W Bush. But the way was first paved for
hi m by Richard N xon, then Ronal d Reagan, followed by
Bush’s father, then Bill dinton (who bowed and scraped
to the Right all too often); and, it needs adding, the
U S. Congress and State |legislatures with right-w ng
maj orities achieved in many ways, not |east of which was
their bought and paid for political canpaigns at al
| evel s and tens of thousands of highly-paid | obbyists.|4|

One may dislike all of that greatly and still ask:
VWat is to be feared? Is not today's lurch to the R ght
just another bunp in the road?

The answer to that requires guessing, of course. But
an inportant part of an answer is provided by an
exam nation of the relevant history of the 20'" century
that relates to the victories of right-wi ng novenents in
Eur ope between the two world wars.

The reference is to the energence and spread of
fasci smover nmuch of the capitalist world (in G eece,
Spai n, Portugal, Hungary, Japan and, of course, in lItaly
and Germany. That history is the nost rel evant for
apprai sing the ongoing rightward shift in the USA.

How and why that happened for Italy and Germany wil |
be given sustained attention in our final chapter. Here,
a brief look only, which can underline how and why we
shoul d be concerned with the ongoing rightward shift in
t he USA.

“It Can’t Happen Here”

That was the ironic title of a m d-1930s novel by
one of our leading witers, Sinclair Lewis.|5 He was
stinulated to wite it by the string of rightist
nmovenents in M chigan, Louisiana, and in California, nost
strongly. It did not “happen here” then; why it is onits
way to happening here as “friendly fascisni in the
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foreseeable future will be exam ned briefly bel ow, and
nmore fully in Chapter13.

| begin with a few observations concerning the
fascismthat took control of Italy and Germany between
the two world wars, and that which now threatens to take
hold in the USA

The simlarities between that past and our present
make it all too likely that our ongoing nove to the R ght
will take us into a totally non-denocratic system as
happened in Italy and Germany; the differences between
their reality and our probability suggest that although
even our partial denocracy is likely to be lost in a few
decades, that the totalitarianismof the U S A wll be
very different fromltalian and German fascism it wll
be “friendly fascismi —that is, a fascist society in
whi ch institutionalized force would be m ni mal conpared
with that of historical fascism Yes, mninmal —but stil
“fascist”; i.e., and anong ot her dangers, stripped of
denocracy, intensely mlitaristic, and so on, up to and
i ncludi ng the speeding up of our already strong noves
toward environnental and mlitary di sasters and severe
econom ¢ i nequality.

The termfriendly fascismwas first used in a book
with that title, by Bertram Goss in 1980. |6] In doing
so, G oss very probably had Owell’s 1984 in mnd. |6|
(published in 1948). As noted above, there will be a
fuller discussion of “friendly fascisn in our |ast
chapter. Now we note sone key simlarities and
di fferences anong and between Italy and Germany in the
1920s and 1930s and the USA today.

1. The USA To begin with, it seens al nbst sonething of a
bad joke to even nention the USA and fascismin “the sane
breath.” In many ways, ours has been seen as a society to
be admred and envied, for our intellectual, cultural,
and scientific strengths, our many geographi c beauti es,
our wealth, and, not |east, for our denobcracy and its
freedons.
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2. And Italy? It is geographically a very small country,
when conpared with the U S.A and it |acks the many
natural resources taken for granted here. But it is well-
| ocated for trade, and has excellent agricultural
resources. More than all else, Italy has been admred for
its marvel ous contributions in the world of art,
literature, and nusic (and, nore recently, filn) and has
had nore than its share of scientific advancenent. Late
in the 19'" century, Italy was admred for its vigorous
denocratic novenents, nost especially as regards the mass
of its agricultural and industrial workers. In the years
1900 to 1918 it had becone one of the nobst denocratic
nations in Europe, with Germany a cl ose second; at | east.

3. Germany? Considerably nore than Italy (or the USA)
CGermany had | ong been seen as a major contributor in the
aesthetic and, as well, in the scientific world. Wrld
War | by itself made an econom c ruin of Germany, and the
greedy postwar “peace treaties” inposed upon CGermany at
Versailles by the victors piled ruin upon ruin.

From 1918 to 1924 Germany was effectively starving
to death until the victors, led by U S. capital, cane in
to assist financially in what by the md-‘20s had becone
a vibrant recovery. In the years 1925 to 1930, that
recovery was such as to reinvigorate the previous
advanced and efficient econony, and to do the sane for
German science and culture —so nuch so, that it is
accepted that in those sane years, Germany was generally
viewed as the “center of global culture and science.

In less than five years, however, its |eader had
beconme Adol ph Hitler, and Germany was well on its way to
becom ng the nost disgusting, ferocious, and cruel
society in history. |7|

Cermany’s Nazismwas fascismwith a different and
cunni ngly deceptive nane: (NSDAP, or in translation) the
“National Socialist German Workers’ Party.” Because of
its concentration canps and its genocidal treatnent of
Jews And Gypsies, it made Italy’ s fasci sm seemgentle.
But gentle it never was; especially not after 1938, when
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Italy joined Germany in transporting (ltalian) Jews to
Htler' s canps.

The major point of the foregoing is, by us, now,
that in just a few years before Italy and/or Germany
becanme vicious fascist societies, it would have seened
ridiculous to their citizens —or others —to think that
“I't” could happen in those countries.

O which, concerning the USA, nuch nore will be said
in Chapter13 . Here, however a final observation
concerning fascism past and present and, a concl uding
bit nore about Italy and Gernmany. Because the world has
changed so nuch and in so many ways since Wirld War |1,
it is extrenely unlikely that the fascismof Italy,
CGermany, and ot hers coul d happen again in Western Europe
or in the USA; however, be warned: it did happen again,
in the nost denocratic country in Latin Anmerica.

In what was a close copy Italian fasci smwas
critically assisted fromits begi nnings by the N xon
Adm nistration in 1973: in Chile, when the denocratically
el ected Al ende governnment was overthrown by the fasci st
General Pinochet. During and after the struggle,
countl ess thousands of Chileans were tortured and
murdered. At that tinme, Chile was the nost advanced (and
the nost capitalist) nation in Latin America;
under standably its people had conme to believe that theirs
was a truly civilized nation: it was too civilized for
Ki ssi nger, Nixon, and General Pinochet.| 8|

Be that as it may, why is it so unlikely that
“historic fascisnf will be repeated, especially in the
USA? Part of the answer has an very unpl easant side to
it: specifically, in the USA, the brutal ways and neans
of fascismare not likely to be necessary to achieve the
results desired by those with power. Wiy not? Because as
political matters now stand, there does not exist in the
U. S. A any substantial, |et alone strong denocracy
needi ng to be smashed; but “smashing” was necessary to
hol d back the strong Left novenents of Italy and Germany
in the interwar period, and again in the Chile of the
1960s and 1970s.
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That coul d change here; however, although there are
surely many mllions of our people who woul d detest even
“friendly” fascism at present it is unlikely that nore
t han sonme t housands of us do now or are likely in the
future to constitute a neani ngful opposition to what now
| oons over the horizon.

That generalization, which applies especially
(al though not only) to the USA will be pursued at sone
length in our final chapter. Here, however, a relevant
comment concerning the fascismof the past and what m ght
occur in the near future, with variations.

In 1943, the em nent English political philosopher
Harol d Laski wrote a book seeking to explain both the
revol utionary and counter-revol utionary novenents of the
precedi ng two decades.|9] In his analysis of fascism
Laski defined it in a telling way, at |east as rel evant
for our tinmes as for his: “Fascismis capitalismwth the
gloves off.” (Not all who read this would know that the
“gloves” referred to are not dainty white gl oves, but
t hose heavily padded gl oves used by boxers for sparring
practice, so that serious injuries wll be unlikely.)

VWhat then are the “gloves” of capitalisnf? They are
t he ways and neans of political denocracy. In principle,
and by the early 20'" century, in practice —political
denocracy could be and was used to allow an anti -
capitalist novenent to exist, even to flourish —and in
principle to get rid of capitalismwere it to achieve a
political majority —which, in Italy and Germany had cone
to be seen as a real probability —in Italy by 1920, in
CGermany by 1930.

Therefore, in both Italy and Germany, as strong and
al ways growi ng anti-capitalist novenents energed and
continued, the “establishnent” in effect concluded: “Of
with the gloves! No nore political denocracy!”

VWhat or who was “the establishment? In both Italy
and Germany it was headed up by business (especially big
business) —with critical support fromthe bottomup by
di sillusioned and angry veterans —especially in Germany,
whi ch had |l ost the war, but also in Italy, which was on
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the wi nning side, but not anong the war’s econom c
beneficiaries. Now anot her quick | ook at both:

Italy: The establishnment had two additional and
i nportant nmenbers in addition to business, the big
farmers and the Catholic Church: a) the big farners had
for centuries been hiring nunberless and easily
expl oi tabl e peasants to do the work. But by the end of
the 19'" century the latter were becom ng powerl ess no
| onger; they were organi zed (and woul d be an i nportant
ally for the workers’ socialist novenent: see the film
“Bitter Rice”); b) the Church because it saw socialism as
irreligious. As the 19'" century was ending and as Italian
i ndustrialization took hold the factory workers began to
stretch their political nuscles. (See the film The
O gani zer, in which Marcello Mastroianni is the tragic
hero.)

Germany: The “establishnent” was al so —“of course”
—the capitalist class, the nost tightly organized (in
“cartel s”) of all European businesses. As in Italy (if
for diverse reasons) they also gained the support of the
disillusioned mlitary, fromtop to bottom Having |ost a
war that had been seen as “a pushover,” suffered enornous
casualties and, if they survived, conme back to a
destroyed econony and rising msery they were an easy
touch for Hitler’s ranting agai nst Jews —even though
anti-Semtismwas |l ess prevalent in Germany than in, say,
France —and for “revenge” against, especially, their
both their defeat and postwar treatnent.

In both Italy and Germany (and el sewhere) as fascism
took hold, voting was replaced by force, beatings,

i nprisonnment, and nurder, as the lofty “Establishnment”
| ooked the other way. |10]

As enphasi zed in Chapter4 , political denocracy is
only one el enent of a denocratic society; what else is
necessary for a truly denocratic society are al so
econom ¢ and soci al denocracy; that is, a society
cherishing substantial equality. In the 20'" century, and
especially in the past 50 years or so, political
denocracy has been easily “polluted” by corruption and
“diluted” or dried up by consunerism Taken together,
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t hey have transfornmed voting into sonmething |like a gane

of

10.

| oaded dice. (See Chapters2 and 4.)
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hi msel f” for having witten such a critical book
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about one of our “friendly nations.” “Nazi Germany”
our friend, as late as 1938? Yes indeed; in that very
year, the U S. Steel Conpany, the world s |argest,

met in Dusseldorf with British, German, and French
steel conpanies to make a “friendly agreenent” to
divide up the world steel market). How could | know
about such things? | was working as a stenographer
and researcher in the office of the conpany’s V.P.

for Strategic Research at that tinme. (But not for
much | onger.)
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