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HOW TRADITIONAL-CONSERVATISM BECAME NEO-
FASCISM.

“I was not bluffing when I declared that the Fascist idea will be the
idea of the twentieth century. An eclipse of five years, or even ten, has
absolutely no importance. It is partly events, partly men with their
weaknesses, which today are bringing about this eclipse. History will
vindicate me”
Benito Mussolini, April 20, 1945, eight days before he was shot by
partisans

Conservatism is a Reactionary Movement

The emergence of western Conservatism can be traced to the “reaction” of the
traditional Monarchial and Clerical elites, and their dependent Aristocratic
class, to the excesses of the French Revolution. The word “conservative”, was
first used to describe the practical measures that were adopted in France during
the era that followed the fall of Napoleon. From France, it spread throughout
Europe in the 1820s and 1830s, then to England, and by the 1840s had reached
the U.S.

The French, and later, the Russian revolution, and other 20th Century upheavals
produced among middle class Europeans, a reaction against violent and
abstract innovation; that greatly increased the popular appeal of traditional
Conservatism; but this would not last.

Intellectual Conservatism has been defined as a body of ideas about politics
which claim to hold a preference for the “old and tried” (Monarchy and the
Catholic Church), in the civil society, rather than the new and untried
(revolutionary people’s movements, including; the Protestant Reformation,
Democracy, Socialism, Communism, Anarchism, etc.) Thus when the French
political propagandists were searching for a name to call their reactionary
movement, which was designed toward a social order that would preserve the
best of “Old Europe” with the realities of the 19th Century; they remembered
the old latin title of the “Custodis Pacis” or conservator of the peace. They
then assigned the name, “Conservateur”, or Guardian of the Heritage of
Civilization, to their reactionary political counter-revolution.
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This political philosophy of conservatism was popularized in England by the
Quarterly Review, in the 1820s; and finally entered American usage in the
1840s. The writings of Edmond Burke furnished both English and American
traditional-conservatives with most of their principal theories, which persist to
this day. Burke also influenced the development of 19th Century Liberalism,
and never actually called himself a conservative.

At this time there were no sharp differences between a conservative and a
liberal. The European revolutionary movements of 1829 and 1848, for the first
time, emphasized the differences between conservatives, liberals, and radicals.
Throughout Europe, the ancient regime, or Old Order, in all countries,
orchestrated the conservative philosophy to mean; hostility toward the
principles which drove the French Revolution, as the Royalists struggled to
regain their hold on the people.

While the Liberals had sympathy with the people and their revolutionary
concepts of; Liberty-Equality-Fraternity, and Progress, they did not
support the violent overthrow of the social orders of Monarchy and the Church,
preferring political action, representative government, and popular support of
Liberal philosophy. Liberals at this early stage were already the moderates that
counseled negotiation, compromise, gradual progress, and above all reason.

Intellectual-Conservatism- the Loyal Servant of the Ruling Class

Intellectual-conservatism was co-opted by the ruling class early in its infancy.
The establishment believed strongly that there was a need for a counterbalance
to the radical movements that were always ready to use force, such as finally
happened in the Russian Revolution of 1917.

These early Intellectual-Conservatives admitted that their body of
convictions was not a political system, or an Ideology, but was a way of
looking at the social order. It is a fact that conservative principles have been
followed in various political systems including; Constitutional-Monarchies,
Empires, and Authoritarian and Totalitarian Dictatorships, as well as
Democracies.

It is only in the last half of the 20th Century that a radical Ideology has
perverted the principles of Intellectual traditional-conservatism.
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Intellectual-conservatives agreed with Plato and Cicero that there exists a
natural law, that is above and more than humanity, to which any society
ought to conform. This view contrasted with the liberal’s Utilitarian view of
the state, (the greatest good for the greatest number) and with the radicals who
detested the corrupt abuse of the monarchial and theological power.

These reflective Intellectual-conservatives claimed to believe that Order,
Justice, and Freedom were the byproducts of the long history of civilization
developed by the wisdom gained in many centuries of trial and error. They
argued that the continuity of this societal development must not be
interrupted, and change, if any, ought to be gradual and reluctantly undertaken.
They cited Burke’s maxim of a statesman as;

“one who combined a disposition to preserve with an ability to
reform”
(this continuity was of course to be provided by the Monarchy and the Church)

Conservatives again called on Burke for their principle of prescription, or
respecting the Wisdom of Our Ancestors. They held that modern men are
dwarfs standing on the shoulders of giants, able to see further only because of
their ancestor’s high stature.

Of course their prescription included maintaining the; Ancient Rights (of the
Monarchy) the Moral Precepts (of the Church) and the Social Customs
(of society’s aristocratic elites).

The principle of Prudence accused liberals and populist radicals of being
imprudent, by advocating reforms, however necessary, which may bring,
unintended abuses, worse than the evils that the reformers hoped to abolish.
(of course the ruling class of society would not benefit from any of the
reforms)

Calling on the religious idea of original sin, the early conservatives embraced
the principle of Imperfectability of man. Since human nature suffers certain
uncorrectable great flaws or faults, and is imperfect, man can never create a
perfect social order. (unless he is an absolute ruler, blessed by the Church)

These conservative principles were obviously invented by theoretical thinkers
in the pay of the ruling classes; as a counter to the revolutionary movements
against the feudal system that was crumbling in Europe. Under various names,
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political parties founded on conservative concepts appeared throughout Europe
at the beginning of the 19th Century. These parties were closely associated
with; the Clergy, the Military Professionals, the Landed Aristocracy, and the
Monarchies. However, in the face of liberal popular appeal and the coming
Industrialism, the old style conservatism inevitably declined, along with
feudalism.

These liberal changes undermined the habitual acceptance of conventional
wisdom, which was the foundation of the conservative doctrines of;
authority, community, tradition, discipline, and order. By the mid-
nineteenth Century, European liberalism, built on the philosophies of what
became known as the Age of Reason or The Enlightenment, had won
repeated victories over the old conservative order, and its conservative
defenders.

American Immunity Until the 20th Century

Americans enjoyed comparative immunity from the political upheavals which
dominated European history until the 20th Century, because American society
had gone from a Monarchial-Colonial system and Mercantilist economic
system (mostly independent of England) directly to a Democratic Republic,
skipping the inequalities of Feudalism, and an entrenched privileged class.

Because of their knowledge of the religious persecutions and wars in Europe,
and their own painful experience with the British Monarchial government, the
American founders built into our Constitution all of the best of all schools of
thought, including; limited government, individual liberty, private ownership
of property and the free marketplace. However, they were also a part of, and
identified with, the traditional-conservative institutions of American
society, such as; the political elites, the clergy, the judiciary, the wealthy
merchants, and the emerging, increasingly Aristocratic, upper class.

These traditional intellectuals recognized a need for government, but insisted it
should be limited; and dispersed power broadly throughout the political and
social structure to avoid great concentration of power at any level or branch of
the Federal government. They believed that; the primary purpose of
government was to serve the people, and to maintain the framework of a fair
system of laws and order, within which other private institutions could operate
effectively.
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Traditional American conservatism has its moderate historical roots in
the political philosophies of John Adams, Alexander Hamilton, and their
Colonial contemporaries. Other respectable American traditional-
conservative thinkers have included; John Quincy Adams, John
Marshall, John C. Calhoun, John Randolph, James Russell Lowell,
Henry Adams, and George Santayana.

America went through a colonial period, a period of Civil War, an Industrial
Revolution, and became a world power in the first half of the 20th Century.
During this time the concepts of conservative and liberal politics evolved with
the issues of the time. However, the American cultural tradition has generally
been for greater liberty, progress and change, and the freedoms and
opportunities of the little guy, against the entrenched power of the wealthy and
powerful.

The conservatives because of their philosophical alignment with the ruling
class; have traditionally been for the opposite; the status quo, the wealthy and
powerful, the business interests, and those who favored the use of military and
economic power to achieve national objectives. Even a great reformer like
Lincoln had an idealistic traditional-conservative inclination.

“What is conservatism? Is it not adherence to the old and tried,
against the new and untried?
Abraham Lincoln, at the Cooper union

Precursors to American Neo-Fascism

The earliest phenomenon that can be identified as an organizational precursor
to Fascism in America is the 19th Century Ku-Klux-Klan. Following the Civil
War and the Federal Reconstruction program; some former Confederate
Officers; fearing the consequences of the blacks being given the vote in 1867;
set up a secret Militia to restore the social order in the South. Like the Italian
“Fasci di Combattimento” and the German “Freikorps” and “Brownshirts”
of the 20th Century; they became extra-legal alternatives to established
authority; which the Klan leaders believed no longer pursued the best interests
of their culture and society Like the Italian “Arditi” in Mussolini’s Fasci who
wore Black Shirts ,these former hardened and battle seasoned soldiers of the
Civil War, employed techniques of intimidation and violence, dressed in
distinctive white robes and hoods, adorned with the Christian Cross.
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The term liberal was seldom invoked in the U.S. until WWI, and did not
become truly popular until the New Deal policies of the FDR administration.
By that time, traditional-conservatism became viewed as a fringe
movement, clinging to old ideas, and as demonstrated by the Republican
Hoover government, totally incapable of responding to the needs of the
American people, during the period leading up to, and during the emergency of
the Great Depression.
(Read a congenital conservative lack of humanity demonstrated
again during the Hurricane Katrina Disaster)

In the period of the Great Depression, and until after WWII, the Democratic
Party was responsible for implementing many major popular reforms of
government and business; that insulated the U.S. from the European extreme
radical movements of the conservative Totalitarian National-Fascists on
the right, and the Collectivist Totalitarian Bolsheviks on the left. By the end
of the war, the uniquely American power balance of Liberal Democracy and
social justice had been vindicated

Until the period following WWII, moderate traditional-Conservatives,
known as The Conservative Revival continued to believe that the functions
of the Federal government should be limited to defending the country from
foreign enemies, to preserve law and order, enforce private contracts, foster
competitive markets and encourage free and fair trade. They held that it was
the nature of human beings to cooperate, and this is what has advanced
civilization, not the coercive and punitive arm of government. Lincoln’s
Liberal views would get him thrown out of the NFC Republican Party today:

“The legitimate role of government, is to do for a community of
people, whatever they need to have done, but can not do, at all, or
can not, so well do, for themselves, in their separate and individual
capacities”
Abraham Lincoln, July 1, 1854

In this regard Conservatives were in almost total agreement with Liberals, but
politicians of both sides of the aisle were becoming increasingly obligated to
the huge American corporations and wealthy interests that were bankrolling
their increasingly expensive campaigns.

Conservatives continued to hold the old pessimistic view of the masses of
human nature, maintaining that most people need strong laws, and strict moral



Page 7 of 27

codes to keep their appetites under control. They had a preference for the
status quo, and desired change, only in moderation. They opposed high taxes
and resisted all but the most necessary anti-trust, trade, and business ethics
regulations.

For most of our history, these traditional-conservatives, and traditional-liberal
Democrats shared an understanding and mutual respect for Republican
principles, Democratic representative government, individual Liberties, a
Defensive military posture, bi-partisan foreign affairs, and free market
capitalism. A liberal could be conservative on fiscal issues, and a conservative
could be liberal on social issues. Traditional-conservatives might be for a
strong National Defense, and the constraint of Federal spending, but they were
not necessarily; anti-poor, anti-black, anti-gay, anti-women, or anti-social
justice. There were representatives of both views in each party, and there were
shifting majorities for any one issue being considered.

There was less partisan rancor; that later became prevalent after the Fascist era
when orthodox ideology became a weapon of far right politicians, and was
substituted for genuine debate on the issues of the times.

In WWII the British and American Democracies and their allies were happy to
ally themselves with the Russian Communist Dictator Josef Stalin; to fight the
powerful military forces of the Fascists. In 1945, Americans celebrated the
victory of the Liberal Democracies over totalitarian Fascist-Conservative
dictatorships in Europe, and a Japanese Militarist Imperialist-Conservative
dictatorship in the Far East. However, it was not long before a new menace
emerged.

By the end of WWII, Marxist-Leninist Russia, had been in the grip of a
totalitarian Bolshevik dictatorship since the revolution of 1917. This
Internationalist-Conservative Marxist-Leninist government called itself
“International Communism”, but it became a very Conservative
Internationalist-dictatorship, ruled by an elite political Oligarchy, until its
demise in 1991.

After the war, the Russians, having suffered horrendous losses against the
Germans, decided to hold on to the Eastern European countries as a buffer
against any future German ambitions. By a combination of subversion and
military domination; the Russians absorbed these nations into their sphere of
influence. This coalition of the coerced became known as the Warsaw Military
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and Economic Pact. An Iron Curtain, of tyrrany equal to the Fascist tyrrany
descended over Eastern Europe

Socialism-the Perpetual Bogeyman

Socialism and its militant Conservative Bolshevik Communist extremism has
been a Bogeyman for the U.S. Government for many decades. In 1920, the
Palmer raids (headed by the Paleo-Fascist Conservative J.Edgar Hoover), three
years after the Bolshevik revolution in Russia; resulted in the arrest and
deportation of thousands of innocent U.S. residents on the suspicion of
“Communist affiliation”.

After Hoover’s death we learned that he had become the U.S. equivalent of
Lavrentia Beria (Head of the Communist Secret Police, and KGB)
Hoover had for decades, kept vast secret files on the lives of many public
figures, and their families. Senior Federal Judge Laurence Silberman who was
one of the few to read the “sanitized version” of Hoover’s private files, called it
the “worst experience of my long service” He stated that Hoover’s abuse of his
office paved the way for Watergate, and wants Congress to rename the FBI
building to help erase the dishonor Hoover brought to law enforcement.

Russia’s military hegemony in Eastern Europe, and aggressive efforts to
convert other countries around the world to their version of International
Lenin-Stalinist Bolshevism, caused great alarm in the Western Democracies,
and forced the U.S and its allies in Western Europe to form the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization (NATO) to oppose the Soviet Union in Europe. The U.S.
political parties, urged on by an Ultra-Conservative Anti-Communist
movement, and public opinion, adopted an all consuming anti-Communist
Foreign policy, resulting in what became the Cold War, between East and
West; which lasted for most of the remainder of the 20th Century.

The writings of conservative classic thinkers, such as John Locke, Edmund
Burke, John Stuart Mill, and Herbert Spencer rekindled discussions, in the
years following World War II, about individual liberty and the state, but these
ideas were overpowered by the overriding national pre-occupation with the
real and sometimes imagined threat of the Soviet Union’s Communist
Conspiracy.

No Radical group had ever been able to win the votes of sufficient Americans
to break down the barriers of the established Republican and Democratic
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Parties. However, that began to change in the 1950s, in the period of the Cold
War, when extreme brands of Movement Conservatism, called; “Arch-
Conservativism”, “Ultra-Conservatism”, “The New Right”, and “The
Radical Right” began to emerge. The Ultra-Conservative John Birch
Society, which had chapters in virtually every state, enjoyed political success,
especially in Southern California.

In the U.S., traditional-conservative President Eisenhower
demonstrated a dislike of extremes, and endeavored to steer a middle-of-the-
road course between Reaction and Radicalism, but history has demonstrated
time and again that radicals of conservative political movements are capable of
ignoring their own principles and progressing into authoritarian and totalitarian
extremes.

President Eisenhower was a moderate Republican in the traditional-
conservative mold. In the eight years that he was President, no American
soldier was killed or killed anyone else. It was more than luck. He made it clear
to all Commanders in the field that he did not want “a single shot or bomb
fired without my order”

“The United States never lost a soldier or a foot of ground in my
administration. We kept the peace. People ask how it happened—
by God, it didn’t just happen, I’ll tell you that”
President Dwight Eisenhower

The warmongering Neo-Fascist Birchers were not happy with that record and
went so far as to declare that Eisenhower, Charles DeGaulle, and other eminent
western statesmen were agents of Communist subversion. Alarmed by
Communist espionage at home, and subversion abroad, the Arch-
Conservative anti-communists frequently went off on binges of witch hunts.
The Birchers and other groups, most prominently led by demagogues, such as
Sen. Joseph McCarthy and Richard Nixon, were more concerned with chasing
liberals and Communists in the Arts, and rooting out internal sedition, than in
deterring the military challenge of the Soviet Union.

Whitaker Chambers, a former Communist, who was once a senior editor for
Time Magazine, wrote a hair raising 800 page tell all book, called “Witness”
in which he characterized a melodramatic struggle for survival between East
and West, arguing that modern society could only escape the totalitarian boot if
it chose;
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“God over man, and recognized that secular, pragmatic, liberalism was
but a way station on the road to Communism”

The fierce Arch-Conservative Anti-Communist ideology required that we
must fight them militarily everywhere, at once, in the world. This resulted in a
massive military buildup and eventually, the tragedies of the Korean and
Vietnam Wars. The Vietnam War degenerated into an industrialized killing
machine; that required that we destroy the land and six million of the people of
Vietnam, in order to save them.

By the mid 1960s, the issues that divided Americans were cultural and
economic, and included; the Vietnam War, Drugs, especially Marijuana,
Abortion rights, Crime, Poverty, Religious Bigotry, Race Prejudice, and
Foreign Policy. These are virtually the same issues in 2005, if we substitute the
War on Terror for the Cold War, the Iraqi War for the Vietnam War, the war
on culture by the Christian Right, and the Bush Unilateral Preventive War
Foreign Policy for the Containment strategy of the 1960s.

Arch-Conservative Senator Barry Goldwater published his book “The
Conscience of a Patriot” and his extreme radical rhetoric lost him the
Presidential race. Many conservative college students were recruited to work
for Goldwater, and conservative societies had been formed on some 200
college campuses in the U.S. Numerous institutions were now in place for a
new conservative “Counterkulture: to oppose the liberal culture.

“Senator Goldwater is in fact a radical opponent of conservatism
who, under the banner of personal freedom, would compound that
moral disorder which is a paramount problem of the modern
age…they are not conservative in the American tradition… their
outlook is neither conservative nor Republican”
Walter Lippman

Many conservative analysts believe that traditional-conservatism gradually
lost its legitimate principled philosophical foundation, and intellectual honesty,
when it substituted anti-communism for individual liberty, during these
Cold War years. To be a conservative suddenly meant first and foremost, to
follow a strict Ideology, which required hostility against all things left-wing,
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socialist, or liberal, without differentiation; a position also taken by the
Fascists, a few decades earlier.

In the October 17, 2005 issue of Newsweek, George Will, one of the remaining
Intellectually honest conservative writers, issued a strong intellectual
conservative criticism of the Bush regime and the Neo-Fascist-conservatives,
citing the many violations of conservative principles;

“He (Bush) is the first President in 176 years to serve a full term
without vetoing anything”

“The (Transportation) bill Bush signed contained 6,371 (items of
pork) costing $24 Billion. The total cost of the bill--$286 billion—is
more in inflation-adjusted dollars, than the combined Marshall
Plan and the Interstate Highway system”

“DeLay, who neither knows or cares any more about limited
government than a camel knows about calculus”

“DeLay is exhibit A for the proposition that many Republicans
have gone native in Washington”

“He (Jack Abramoff) is emblematic of DeLay’s faux
conservatism—K Street conservatism. That is Republican power in
the service of lobbyists who, in their K Street habitat, are in the
service of rent seekers—interests eager to bend public power for
their private advantage”

“Since 2000 the number of registered lobbyists in Washington has
more than doubled, from 16,432 to 34,785.”

“The fact that none of those responsible for the postwar planning
or lack thereof, in Iraq have been sacked suggests—no shouts—
that in Washington today there is no serious penalty for serious
failure”

Traditional-conservatism Perverted

The grim European history of ideological struggles leading to WWII, should
have given warning of the inevitable perversion of conservative political ideals,
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which were originally rooted in the same liberal anti-authoritarian philosophies
of the enlightenment; but the movement slid ever more to the right of the
political spectrum.

Traditional-Conservative William F. Buckley founded “National Review”
and became the intellectual leader of the right in the 1960/70s. However,
Buckley eventually became concerned with the excesses of the Law and
Order-Conservatives, who advocated ever more coercive Laws and
punishments, and suppression of individual liberties for the violation of drug
laws. He eventually came out for the legalization of Marijuana.

“I have… sometimes wondered whether I am myself, a true
conservative”
William F. Buckley, 1964

From FDR to Eisenhower, traditional-conservative political leaders
maintained a cautious tolerance on a broad range of social issues, without
resorting to name calling or violence in speech or action. This all changed in
the Nixon years.

“I need not explain why the prospect of electing Mr. Nixon
displeases me. Suffice to say that he appeals to the wrong
majority to govern the United States in these times.—a majority
whose dominant temper will be sullenly resentful of the social
changes we have been experiencing, and impulsively react to the
crisis we shall inevitably be enduring”
Irving Kristol, June 8, 1968
(Staunch Liberal, now called the “Godfather of Neo-Conservatism”

At that time, Kristol Sr. was right, Nixon criminally abused his power, secretly
expanded the war, targetted his political enemies for investigation, mobilized
the nation against drugs and was; more than any other person, responsible for
the build-up of the massive and anti-conservative U.S. Prisons Industry and
Police-State.
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“Ultraliberalism today translates into a whimpering isolationalism in
Foreign policy, a mulish obstructionism in domestic policy, and a
pusillanimous pussyfooting on the critical issue of Law and Order”
Vice-President Spiro Agnew, September 10, 1970, key member of
criminal Nixon regime, Later Convicted of corruption charges.

After Watergate, the Democrats were willing to extend the olive branch to
President Ford, and Richard Nixon received a pre-negotiated pardon, to avoid
the worldwide embarrassment and circus of the criminal prosecution of a
President of the United States.

When former Naval Officer and moderate Christian President Jimmy Carter
was elected; the New Right repaid the Democratic Party forbearance by
bitterly opposing every program or policy of the former Georgia Governor.
When the U.S. Embassy was overrun and the embassy staff held hostage
during the Iranian revolution; there is strong evidence that Reagan operatives
were negotiating thru back channels to hold up the release of the hostages until
Reagan was elected; undoubtedly for some promised quid-pro-quo. The
popular movie star then made a deal with the Christian-Nationalist
Fundamentalists, and was elected with a strong plurality. This was a sign that
all future Republican campaigns would be partnered with the Fundamentalist
Crusaders, and be run with no holds barred, not even making a deal with the
Muslim Radical Extremists; as happened again in the Iran-Contra scandal, in
which Reagan and Bush Sr. barely avoided being convicted of their crimes.

The American Neo-Conservative Revolution

In 1981, Ronald Reagan came into office, claiming to be the first American
Neo-Conservative President He liked to say that he was a near hopeless
hemophiliac liberal, before the Democratic Party liberal policies left him; but
the truth was that he was a Goldwater style conservative, that believed in
Militarist solutions to world problems, and hard line regressive and repressive
conservative answers to domestic problems, and social issues.

A dogmatic meanness lurked at the core of Reagan's political agenda
effectively concealed by an actor’s image of friendliness. When it came to
politics and ideology, Reagan used this meanness like a razor blade to advance
his main purpose, de-legitimizing the commonwealth functions of the federal
government. Wealthy individuals, corporate and financial interests got
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extraordinary benefits (tax reductions and deregulation) while the bottom half
got shorted, whenever an opportunity arose. His original proposition; to cut
taxes regressively, double military spending, shrink Social Justice government
programs, and balance the federal budget on the back of the middle class, self-
destructed in practice, but the Neo-conservatives were delighted, since they had
delivered the boodle to their Hi-roller clients, at the expense of all the rest of
us.

“The signs are as clear as they could be, that we are about to have
a government that will hide a regressive and repressive domestic
policy behind an aggressive and adventurous foreign policy”
The Nation, Editorial 1981

The Nation’s editors were right. Reagan greatly expanded the military, and
concurrently the budget deficit. He initiated an unjustified war with the tiny
island of Grenada; as a way of exorcising the so-called Vietnam Syndrome. He
was responsible for preaching supply side economics (called Voodoo
Economics by GHW Bush), unjustified tax breaks for the wealthiest
Americans, and the Christian-Nationalist Crusader’s version of traditional
family values. When confronted with the biggest moral challenge of his
administration, he failed to stop the worldwide AIDS epidemic by the use of
inexpensive prophylactics, when it was small and manageable; directly causing
the deaths of millions. The prudish Reagan was the first conservative to cater to
the Religious Right, and was able to appoint more Judges to the Supreme Court
than any President in history, and a higher percentage of the judiciary than any
president since FDR.

The American New Right Universal Fascist Conservatives were back in
power, for the first time since the Nixon debacle.

Over the past 30 years these American Neo- Conservatives gradually began
to conform to a single lock-step political ideology, allied with a fanatical
religious fundamentalist intolerance. By the 1990s, to be a Conservative
meant; to adhere to fundamentally Fascist beliefs; which hold contempt for
everything moderate, liberal, and democratic. Conservatism had mutated into
an Authoritarian Crypto-Fascism, which hid its iron fist behind a populist
rhetoric. They, in fact held unbridled contempt for the uniquely American
proven solutions to the basic inequities of Capitalism, Transnational
Globalism, and International conflict.
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The Cold War greatly expanded the U.S. military, the defense industry, and the
National Security and police apparatus, including the FBI and the Intelligence
agencies. The Cold War thus defined conservatism as an Anti-Socialist
movement for nearly half a century.

When the Soviet Union collapsed; Anti-Communist Neo-Conservative
politicos were left without an enemy. Their very survival, as a political
movement was called into question, along with the huge Military-Security
Complex they had created to fight the Soviet Union.

Neo-Conservative Nationalist “New Order”-Basic Principles:

“Our revolutionary Nationalism is in no way the product of the
revolutionary heritage of 1789 (Rights of Man, Enlightenment,
Liberalism,etc.)… We fight political and Economic Liberalism because
we reject the primacy of the economic over the political…We are not
individualists…the community of destiny which is the Nation and our
Nationalist political option leave no room for individualism… National
solidarity and Social Justice are at loggerheads with this notion…We
want the closing of borders, draconian measures against employers of
illegal immigrants, we reject universal suffrage…”
Groupe Union Defense (GUD) a University based Fascist Euro-Fascist
movement, Paris, 1988

Neo-Fascist Conservatives Rule in Bushworld

The 911 attack satisfied the radical Neo-Conservative Movement’s need for an
enemy that would rationalize the continuing accumulation of power over the
American people and the world. Being in power, conservatives had no interest
in the pursuit of historic traditional-conservative principles that had served as
the core of their original philosophy. They now implemented a foreign and Un-
American Ideology, that is so far to the right of traditional American
Conservatism, it accurately imitates the Totalitarian Fascist Ideology of the
1930s.

“In truth, we wish to put an end to the 400 year Individualistic
revolution of the West and usher in a creative age of Conservatism”
Edgar Jung, Nazi Ideologue, 1927
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In the struggle between individual liberty and state power, traditional-
conservatives had embraced a presumption for liberty. For the Neo-Fascist
Conservatives, liberty has become a hindrance to an all-reaching police-
state. Those who insist upon protecting liberty, get labeled "traitors" or
"America-haters." To these American Neo-Fascists, absolute power has
become its own purpose.

In their quest for one-party absolute power, the CNF Republicans have
traveled from the Centrist-Right to the far right of the political spectrum, from
the respectable, moderate, traditional-conservatism of Dwight Eisenhower, to
the fiercely Anti-Communist Militarist Arch-Conservative philosophy of Barry
Goldwater, to the Paranoid Extra-Legal, Imperial-Conservatism of Richard
Nixon, to the Socially Puritanical, and Nationalist Fundamentalist Social-
Conservatism of Ronald Reagan, to the New World Order Realpolitik-
Conservatism of G.H.W. Bush, and finally to the dangerous Neo-Fascist-
Totalitarian-Conservatism of the dictatorial Bush jr.regime.

The policies and actions of the Bush regime place it squarely in the
company of the Totalitarian regimes of; Benito Mussolini, Vladimir
Lenin, Adolf Hitler, Josef Stalin, Mao-Tse-Tung, and Ayatollah
Khomeini.

Hate Groups—America’s Homegrown Brownshirts

“Somewhere in America:
Every Hour---Someone commits a Hate Crime
Every Day----At least eight Blacks, four Gays or Lesbians, two
Jews, two whites, and one Latino become Hate Crime victims
Every Week—A Cross is burned”
Southern Poverty Law Center, 2005 Report on Hate Crimes“

The NFC Republicans pretend they don’t support the actions of Hate Groups
in our society, but their actions prove otherwise. They steadfastly opposed all
efforts to have Hate Crimes established as Federal crimes. Whether it is ruling
that possession of machine guns is constitutional; tacitly approving of abortion
clinic harassment; encouraging vigilante groups to patrol the borders; ignoring
police brutality; or refusing to condemn and outlaw lynching; the NFC
Republicans have encouraged these criminal thugs and bully boys to become
the modern day Brownshirts of the NFC movement.
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Active U.S. Hate Groups in 2004

The Southern Poverty Law Center's Intelligence Project counted 762 active hate groups in the United
States in 2004.

The Center lists only organizations and their chapters known to be active during 2004.

Click a state on the map below to find out more about hate groups around the country.

» Download PDF version of the Active U.S. Hate Groups in 2004

Black Separatist

Christian Identity

Ku Klux Klan

Neo-Confederate

Neo-Nazi

Other

Racist Skinhead

» Read a list of hate incidents

All hate groups have beliefs or practices that attack or malign an entire class of people, typically for
their immutable characteristics.

This list was compiled using hate group publications and websites, citizen and law
enforcement reports, field sources and news reports.

The Center lists only organizations and their chapters known to be active during 2004.
Activities may include criminal acts, marches, rallies, speeches, meetings, leafleting or
publishing. Websites that appear to be merely the work of a single individual, rather than the
publication of a group, are not included on the list. Listing here does not imply that a group
advocates or engages in violence or other criminal activity.
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SEDUCTION OF THE FALSE PROPHETS

Throughout the modern Nation-State era the people have been taught to think
about political ideology in a conceptual paradigm of Left-Right Philosophies.
Although this concept has been useful for academic debate, such paradigms are
actually over-simplifications of reality, and have been successfully employed
by right of center propagandists and polemicists to distort reality into the Neo-
Fascist-Conservative ideology they are peddling; claiming their opponents to
be extremists on the opposite or ‘Leftist” or “Liberal” end of the political
spectrum. It is no accident that these are the same tactics used by the Fascists
and the Nazis in the 1930s.

Conservatives have a tendency to describe all political systems by their
economic and social policies. Some, especially Ant-communist conservatives
have tried to claim that the Fascist dictatorships were actually Far Left
ideologies of the political spectrum, because they used the name “Socialist” in
their names. The selection of the title National Socialist, by the German Nazi
party was a clever populist ploy to attract middle class Germans, who became
the bulwark of the movement. Although some early Fascist and Nazi theorists
advocated the partial expropriation of wealth by heavy tax and the confiscation
of war profits; once in power, they abandoned all such populist ideas, and
joined with the conservative elements of society to acquire and keep power.
They confiscated property, but only that of their political and racial enemies.

The only legitimate method of constructing a political spectrum (polis=people)
is to judge how a system affects the rights of individuals. Aristotle identified
three types of rule; tyranny, oligarchy, and democracy. Over time a fourth
was identified; anarchy, or no government at all. Thus the left-right spectrum
must be constructed on the basis of how much Liberty and Rights are
enjoyed by the individual, and what powers are granted to the government,
not on the basis of economic or cultural “isms”

The NFC Republicans, Like the original Fascists, have been very effective in
identifying their only U.S. opponent, the Democrat Party, as a far left of Center
party, therefore aligned with profligate collectivist “Socialists” and
“Godless Communists” Adolph Hitler used the exact same strategy against
the Liberals, Social Democrats, the Catholic Centre, and the Socialist Parties in
Germany. In less than a century, the plague of Fascism has re-emerged again in
a Liberal Democratic State, this time disguised as Neo-Conservatism. All
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lovers of Liberty must unite to stop the false prophets of this evil ideology, this
time before they gain absolute power, and destroy humanity on a scale
unimaginable in the last century.

False Prophets-Monsters-and Common Men:

“There is no rationality in the Nazi hatred; it is a hate that is not in
us;…We can not understand it, but we can and must understand
from where it springs, and we must be on our guard…because
what happened could happen again…Conscience can be seduced
and obscured again…Mussolini and Hitler were believed,
applauded, admired, adored like Gods,… They were charismatic
leaders they possessed a secret power of seduction that did not
proceed from the credibility or the soundness of the things they
said…and yet they were acclaimed with hosannas and followed to
the death by millions of the faithful. We must remember that these
faithful followers, among them the diligent executors of inhuman
orders, were not born Torturers, were not (with a few exceptions)
monsters; they were ordinary men.

It is therefore necessary to be suspicious of those who seek to
convince us with means other than reason, and of charismatic
leaders; we must be cautious about delegating to others our
judgement and our will. Since it is difficult to distinguish true
prophets from false, it is well to regard all prophets with
suspicion…A new Fascism, with its trail of intolerance, of abuse,
and of servitude, can be born outside our country and imported
into it, walking on tiptoe and calling itself by other names, or it can
loose itself from without with which such violence that it routs all
defenses. At this point, wise counsel no longer serves, and we
must find the strength to resist”
Appendix of “If This Is a Man” by Author Primo Levi, 1958, Jewish
Italian, Partisan in 1943, Arrested and sent to Auschwitz in 1944,
Liberated. Wrote series of works bearing witness to the atrocities
committed by the Nazis, Committed suicide 1987, believing that a
new generation had arisen who were either oblivious of the
realities of Fascism, or who were swayed by the efforts of
historical revisionists and the rise of “New Right” Politics again in
Italy
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COMPARISON CNF VS FASCIST IDEOLOGY/CONDUCT

A review of the literature of the first Fascist movement and the policies, plans,
and actions of the NFC movement, and its ideology, reveals an uncanny
similarity, and demonstrates that Neo-Fascist-Conservatives have been
following virtually all of the methods and dogma of the original Fascists:

FASCISM NFC

Extreme Nativist Nationalism Yes Yes

Imperial Acquisitions gained by Conquest Yes Yes

Adoption of Extreme Radical Conservatism Yes Yes

Enemy of Liberal Democracy Yes Yes

Enemy of Peace and Pacifism Yes Yes

Pursuit of One Party Rule of the State Yes Yes

Foreign Policy of Aggression and
Unilateral “Preventive Wars” Yes Yes

Military Threats to Protect “Vital Interests”
/Achieve Political Aims Yes Yes

Contempt for Multi-Lateral Consensus Yes Yes

Discrediting of International Bodies Yes Yes

Exploitation and Domination of Weak States Yes Yes

Pursuit of World Military Supremacy Yes Yes

Glorification of the Warrior State/Violence Yes Yes

Idolization of a Strong Leader/Elite Class Yes Yes
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Obsession with National Security Yes Yes

Demonization of Enemies/Scapegoats Yes Yes

Suppression/Manipulation of the Press Yes Yes

Suppression of Dissent Yes Yes

Use of Fear and Division to Justify Policy Yes Yes

Suspension of Constitutional Rights Yes Yes

Contempt for Rule of Law Yes Yes

Human and Civil Rights Routinely Violated Yes Yes

Torture of Prisoners and Enemies Yes Yes

Racist, Sexist, Xenophobic, Homophobic Yes Yes

Control of the Mass Media Yes Partial

Widespread Use of Government Propaganda Yes Yes

Obsession with Crime and Punishment Yes Yes

Judiciary Politicized Yes Yes

Criminal Justice System Corrupted Yes Yes

Creation of Massive Prison Systems/
Large % of Population imprisoned Yes Yes

Pursuit of World Economic Domination No Yes

Corporate/Government Power Merged Yes Yes

Crony Capitalism and Corruption Rampant Yes Yes

Inequality of Man immutable/Desirable Yes Yes
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Exploitation of Workers Yes Yes

Torture of POWs No Yes

Genocide Yes No

Labor Power Suppressed Yes Yes

Christian-Nationalist Religion given primacy Yes Yes

Religion and Government Merged Yes Yes

Hypocritical Righteousness and False Morality Yes Yes

Enforced Discipline in all Human Conduct Yes Coming

Science Subservient to Government Yes Coming

Environmental Profligacy No Yes

Arts Dominated or Persecuted Yes Partial

Dire and False complaints of the Decline of
Society’s Cultural, Sexual, and Moral Values Yes Yes

Resistance to Social Change in the
Modern World-Social Conformity Yes Yes

Martial Law-Complete Totalitarian State Yes Coming

Yes= Policy or Ideology of the regime
Partial or Coming =Planned Not fully implemented yet

Any American that wants to live in a society that is based on the Rights of
Man, and our Liberal Democratic system of government; and who is
against an Authoritarian and Totalitarian government; must not vote for
any NFC Republicans in any future elections. They have lost the
legitimacy to rule and govern this great nation.
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THE IDEOLOGICAL PARADIGM-THE PEOPLE’S VIEW

The Conventional Wisdom Ideological Spectrum

U.S. Two Party System
Democrats/Republicans

Extreme
Absolute
Anarchy

Communists Socialists Social
Democrats

Traditional
Liberals

Traditional-
Conservatives

Libertarians Oligararchists Monarchists Fascists/
Neo-

Fascists

Absolute
Dictatorship Extreme

Left Right

American Liberal Democracy

The Moderate Middle
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The Political Power Sharing Spectrum

Liberal Democracy Conservative/Authoritarian/Totalitarian States

People Sovereign/Autocratic Leader(s)

Constitution Arbitrary Edicts

Rule of Law
(Justice)

Unjust Laws/No Laws
(Injustice)

Government Leaders Elected Government Agents Appointed

Government Power is Limited The People’s Rights are Limited
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The Real World Ideological Spectrum
Ruling Class

Left-People Are Supreme Right-State Is Supreme

*Absolute Dictators/Tyranny
(Totalitarian, Rome, Fascist
Italy, Nazi Germany)

*Bolshevik Dictatorships
(Totalitarian, USSR, China)
*Fascists/Neo-Conservatives

(Authoritarian-Totalitarian, Spain)

*Monarchists (England, Denmark, Japan…)

*Oligarchy (Venice)

*Traditional Conservatives (English and American
Governments for most of U.S. history)

*Libertarians (Weak Third Party in the U.S.)

*Platonic Republic (Greece-Theoretical)

*Liberal Democracy (U.S. since 1932)

*Social/Christian Liberal Democracy (Most of Europe)

*Athenian Democracy (Golden Age of Greece)
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*Socialism (England, Canada, Sweden, etc.)

*Marxist Ideal Communism

*Absolute Anarchy (No Government-Theoretical Extreme)

PEOPLE (Citizens/Subjects)
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Historically, the idea of Left-Right political attitudes goes back to the first
French legislature after the Revolution; when conservative representatives were
seated to the right of the speaker and the radical deputies were seated to the
left.

The German philosopher Hegel proposed a notion that history was progressive,
that an "Absolute," or "Spirit", some sort of cosmic force (his word:
zeitgeist), weaved the periods of history together, creating conflicts that
resulted in resolutions that in turn led to further conflicts and so on, until,
ultimately, "everything worked out in the end." When history ended,
paradise on earth was achieved.

In addition to being a tremendously influential philosopher of the 19th century,
Hegel was a popular professor at the University of Berlin. After his death,
students at the university divided on how best to interpret and implement his
philosophy. They adopted the right-wing / left-wing paradigm, with the
radicals calling themselves "left Hegelians" and the more conservative
students calling themselves "right Hegelians." It was at this time that a bright
young man enrolled and started hanging out with the Left Hegelians. His name
was Karl Marx and he went on to become one of the most well-known and
controversial thinkers of the modern era.

Included here are the representations of the actual political ideologies of the
most important political parties and movements as they should be viewed—
from the perspective of how they affect the lives and liberties of the people.

PUBLIUS


