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The election of Ronald Reagan has had a profound effect on the
US. & landslide vietory by a politician only recently dismissed by
the capit-alist media as too right-wing to survive in American poli-
tics can only be seen as decisive evidence of the growing strength
of reaction. Reggan in the White House and the Congressional Repub-
lican/Southern Democrat malority stand as a cléar #argeEx threat
to the gains of the wpbrking class and all oppressed groupa, a Sym-
bol of the rise of the Right and its imminent attacke.

This disquieting event has posed two urgent questions to the
Left: How do we understand the mounting attack on these people ,
its basis in the current crisis of capitalism, and its expression
in the rightward shift of the US government? What role can the
Left play in the response to thisrattack.

Cne assessment oI the present situation which is popular on
the Left sums it up as a "rising fascist danger®, which conseguently
requires & Lascially anti-fascist strategic response, We disagree
with this response. hile we cansider fascism to be a danger, we
don't think that iIt's the principal aspect Rof this period, I, this
2=part opinion, we will first critique the "fascist danger" perspec=
tive and then, in part 2, present our own views on the present crisis
and the appropriate strategic XExREEEZEY response.

In tlese pages, as well as in its own ¥mm® journal, the Line of
March editorial board has recently argued that the threat posed by

Reagan and
the rise of/tile Right is essentially a fascist one, and that the

correct communist response is to build a2 United Front against Fascism,

modeled on the strategy of the Communist International after 1935.

LoM's approach is therefore useful as the most sophisticated vre-
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sentation of this position. Therefore, it provides a good basis for
comparing the contrasting analyses of the nature of the current crisis.,.
The differing implications for left activity arising from each analysis
should not be minimized,

For proponents of the "fascist danger" argument, the current
period is characterized by an "imperialist offensive" on the part
of US capital, or perhaps ,more accurately a counteroffensive, aimed
at "reversing the anti-imperialist tide." This offensgéve consists
of aqﬁncreasingly militarist stance internationally, fimanced by
a domestic social austerity program, made palatable to the masses
by faging a white "patriotic" consensus, and buttressed politically
b~y a rising far-right politicial tendency.

N Nl

This last feature-designated a "definite fascist tendency"=
becomes the heart of the mjtter bacause, according to Loli, the
"main sectors of finance capital have linked up with the extreme
right wing politid€ally," ﬁﬁe evidence: that Reagan, "the right
wing's principl@ ideologue," was able to win the backing of the
"Zastern ostablishment". Furthermore, the imperialist offensive -
the drive toward war and "racially defined social austeritv" -
w-ill 8 "regure Iinance capital to increasingly cement its ties
with the far rightx."

No one on the Left denief8 that there has been a shift toward
more aggressive, right wing policies within the capitalist state.
But to =xm=x assert that this rightward shift can only mean the rise
of fasc%ﬁm §imply will not do, for the history of capitalism, inter-

-

nationally and in the US, shows that not every orga-nized attack on

the conditions of the people is an expression of fascism. XK

In order to assess the true nature of the fascist danger, we

must understand its distinguishing features--not the ever-present
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fascism of the KKK or Nazis, but the process of replacement of bourgeois

demoaacy by a fascist state as a result of the class struggle. e

_ pos | L
feel the following mE®m constitute a Parxist-Leninist view of the

elements of fasciam,

*Fascism 1is a qualitativelf different form of state power from
bourgeois demoacy. Historically, bourgeocis democmacy, with its
breadth and flexibility, is the form of state power that most closely
corresponds to capitalism. “s a result, fascism has arisen only under
.specific and excepticnal conditions,

*Fascism is a particular outcome of a capitalist crisis- eco-
nomic, political, and ideological - in which the contradictions
within the ruling class and between the ruling class and the masses f%d+

must be resolved Tn  order to overcome the crisis,cannot be resolved
throagh bourgepis democratic means,

*Pascism is based on a new kind of political alliance between
monopoly capital and the petit bourgetisie, which replaces the
traditional bourgeois dearfratic political alignment that proved
unable to resolve the crisis,

*This alliance is made possifﬁe becanse the middle
classes @ are radicalized by the crisis and transfer their
traditional political allegiance from the old bourgeois parties
to new fascist organizations. “hese middle classes then become
a mass base for the deﬁeloping fascist movement,

*The capitalist crisis which gives rise to fascism finds the
working class strong enough economically to constitmte a considerable
obstacle to capital's smooth resolution of the crisis, »Hut too weak
totonstitute an alternative pole of attraction sufficient to win
over the radicalized middle classes.,

Do the snecific and exceptional conditions that make the emep -
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gence of fascism a serious danger currently exist in the US? We think

note. A capitalist crisis certainly exists: the economy has been on

a downward slide for nearlv a decade, while rising militarism and

deepening class, racial, and sexual contradictions have increased

the extent of the scial crisis. But to date there is no evidence to

suggest that the ruling class ofiensiwve recuired by the crisis cannot

be ccnducted entirely within the tradition of bourgeois democracy.

€-—.. This offensive is itself a serious danger, the d-nger of a
reaction,

gualitatively new form of capitalist/ But it is sinply not the

case that the exploitation of militarism, nationalism, racism, and

sexsin cannot be developed within the framework of US bourgeois

democracy which has always emploved them,

Similarly, there is no evidence that the different¢es within the
ruling class itsy%f cannot be resélved through bourgeois democratic

effective political
means. In the US, the/hegemony of -monopdély capital over the other
sections of capital and the middle ®%XxaX classes remains unchallenged,
There is no incapacitating contradiction within the ruling alliance
(such as the presence of anachronistic <dessrr=r® classes like the
semi~-feudal large lmndowners in Germany and Italy in the 1920's
ang '30's) that could prevent monopoly capital from seeking a solution
to the crisis on its own terms,

There is also no ev®idence that the middle =a% classes have been
radicalized to the point that they are ceasing to support the Demo-
crats and Republicans. Far from it. Perhaps the most striking feature
of the last electicn was the ren&fuvnahnryi of the two=party systézp.
Reduced to the stotus of a seemingly permanent oppositi®n in Congress,
the Rebublicans had been subordinate to the Democratic majority even
when they held the presidency, In the last election, however, the
Republicans re-emerged as a full pértner in bourgeois politifs.

The third party initiatives, on the other hand, fared poorly. and
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while the resurgence of the Rerublican party is frightening evidence
of a shift to the right, to see the GOP as the "fascist" alternatiwe
to the traditional bourggeis representation of the Democrats would
be far-fetched in the extreme,

Finally, the US working class has not in recent historv had the
organizational power or co_nsciousness to seriously challenge tac
ideolowical legitimacy of bourgeois democacy or the ability of capital
to resokve crisfies on its own terms, The leaders of the working class
haZve predominantly been labor bureaucrats and, at best, social
democrats, Far from posing visions of a revo&utiongry alternative
to the present Exx crisis, the mwx working class has for decades
been integrated into the variety of bourgeois democratic institutions
within which it?ng+h“fy struggles for moderation of the worst features
of its class oppression, .

For these reasons, we thinkit is incorrect to claim that the
threat posed by the current situation is one of fascism. But what
is at stake in such gn error im not only, as LoM claims, the danger
of "crying wolf": that sounding the alarm for fascisnm premacurely
would leave tae Left and the people insensitive to that danger when
it actually ariskes, What is also at stake is the effectiveness of
the strategy for the Left and the mass movements in the current crisis.,

Any strategy for fighting - danger that does not actuallv predominate

must necessarily weaken the struggle against the main dinger that

does exidgh,

The unfortummte fact is that the US communist movement Las more
than enough experience in fighting dangees that are not in fact
posed, and expecially in fighting a fictidious fasesim, Indeed,

histecrically, the two most pxImXmERXX prominent communist Strategies
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for work in the mass movement have been predicated on fichting fas-

€ism as the main threat to the people. These are the two strategies
employved by the CPUSA in the 1930's under the airection of the Comintern.
Cne a left gform and the other a right form, these strategies live

on as the models adopted by most communist organizations todave.

, the CPUSA

During the ultra-left ”thEﬁd period" (1929-34)
viewed the Great Depression as the long-awaited final breakdown of
caritalism. Denying any possibility of capitalism rejuvenating itself)
the CP assumed that capit,l would have to turn to fascism in order
to survive., Seeing the only progressive outcome of the crisis as
revolution and the only regressive outcome as fascism, the Party's
practice was consistently ultra-ieft and sectarian. All social
democratic opposition to cries for re¥olution (and to the CP) was
labelled "social fascist". In the labor movement, the CP est/blished
dual "EEEEXXNERA "reuolutionary".unionS}whosé charters called for
the dictatorship of the proletariat.”

In 1935, the Party's line and practice shifted, again following

M3

the shift in the Comintern. The CP's new analysis concluded
that the US wns no longer in a revolutionary situstien, so its
"revolutionary" tactics were no longer inorder. Instend, the
onlyl nessihle outcomes of the crisis were fascism of democracy.
The new stratery was ® the United iront avainst ascism, waich
wes to unite gll anti-iascist forces in the strugcsle to preserve
democracy.

the United Front line was a welcome chanre from ”third.neriod”
sectarianism., . Durine~ the United Front period, the CPUS:L
became the larrest and most influential revolutionary orcanization
in US histerv. The party's mass worll, especially i{s erucial role

in buildines the CTIC, continues to inspire communists todar,
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holdine out the hone ol eauivalent influence in the noss

-~

rovements in the future. DBut the United Tront 1Iine and xx strater

“fascism that wesn't on

)

continued to suifer from tarretting

M

the agends | and in the end became outright class collaborationksm.
By narrowing the possibles outcomes of the crisis to faszism

or demoaac y, the Party remained oblivious to the guestion that was
actuslly at hand: what form of bourgeois democracy? By labelling
all reactionary forces "fascéﬁt", the Party obscured the critical
differences within the "znti-fascist" camp.Jﬁgz all opposition to
the New Deal wss seen as "fascist", all supporters were labelled
"democratic." Over time, the Party increasingly tailed after the
"progressive" wing of the bourgeoisie and its allies in the mass
movements, in the interests of "fighting fascism". Thus, the New
Deal,and Roosevelt himself, became equagsd with the anti-fascist
struggle for democracy tgféort where th%isupported the Democrats
in the 1938 election "without hesitation",

While thera-certainly were places in the workd that confronted
fascism as the main danger at that time, the US was not one of them;
ERdnor is it the main threat today, for many of the same reasons.
Guided by stratedies that took as their keystone the imminent threat
of fascism, the CPUSA remaired insensitive to the transfermation
actually taking place: the development of an interventionist
form of the bourgeois democr-tic state that would renew US capitalism
andLFoopt the masghovements through Keynesian economic policies,

nLheive,
and a dominmt position within world imperialism which was to go
unchallenged for decades., Oblivious to this process, the CP was
unable to effectively intervene to the maximum advantage of the work-
ing class and oppressed people.
Cn a more recent note, during the Nixon presidencey, the October

League (presently the CP(ML)) interpreted atergate and the shift
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t::o the right as also representing a rising fascist danger, before
the absurdity of that position b:icame apparent. Then, as now,
those faithfiul to the idea of uncritically reproducing 1930's
Marxism in a modern context have been unable +to understand the
blinded
long term strength and stability of bourgeois democracy /as they
are by a narrow gnti-fascist point of view,
We have seen some of the historical dangers inherent in basing
a vonnmunist stratedy in this period on combatting the rise of fascism,
At the same time,such a strategy has the following theoretical add

political implications:

1) It reproduces the capitalist ideoclogicel =vth about the

wonderful nature of bourgeois democracy Dy treating every sidfnificant

attack on the masses as fascist; that is, outTside the parameters

of bourgeois democracy. This narrow and static view of bourgeois
- ‘reactionary
dEmzmazydemocracy seeks to define the current/offensive of capital

only inits relation to fascism: ;s an expression of fascism, or
immediate
leading to it. With fascism not on thg/agenda, this view obstructs

all shalysis of struggles that are currently taking place within
bourgeeis demmocracy "nd threatens to disorient our activity in
those strugoles,

2)_It reduces the various possible transformations of the bourgeois

state and bourgeois politics as a result of the current crisis to

only one: fascism. It is typical of the economic determinism that

has dominated Marxism not ¢nly in the CP but throughout the communist
movement today that every economic crisis automatically signals the
breakdown of Capitalism, to wh%ﬁh the bourgeoisis's only possible
response is fascism, This mechanistic schema does not allow for

the possinility that a crisis can result in = substanté&l changes
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wothin bourgeois democracy itself. Yet historically, every maHor
economic crisis in the US has donemmrzxm precisely that, Such
changes have altered, and can alter, the terrain of class struggle
dramatically, raising the possibility of advances and reverses for
the working class., But those who remain obsxessaed with a revo-
lution which is not readv to happen or a fascism which is not
arcund the corner remain blind to thg real opportunities which

a serious cCrisis presents.

UnonTzcoJ/ | ca

3) It looks 0 the historv of the CP in the 1930s for

cnidance.

on analysis., strategv and tactics in =umk o wavr that dnvites

renetition of nast errors. Those who target fasciém as the
Ganger in this period generally adont ecither thira neriod unitra-
leftism or the united front azéinsﬁ fascism a2s 2 nmodel Tor wxaxrk
xoklE their own stratesy. While most orgenizations mive thase
stratesies their own twist, nonec fxew o serious crition
theoretical hases of the stra tegv nor its nractical consecuences
in history.
Fo stratezy mechanically trsnsvosed from the ®n nast and
aimed At a mythical danger can mnify the lefi's wori or serve the

magses in their current struggles. If we are to chart a wav
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forward in the current period, we must breakx with thif lezacy of

U5 communist history both in the way we sanalvge the current oprigis
and in the sirategy and tactics we emnlo¥. Our own approach

to the present crisis and the Left's strategic response will

be discussed in Part 2 of this opinion,



