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You Say You Want a Revolution? [Review of the Book The Other Side of the
Sixties: Young Americans for Freedom and the Rise of Conservative Politics]

Abstract

[Excerpt] Was the New Left a premature revolution, the fruits of which must await a future set of proper
conditions to develop? Or was it more a victim of a giant government conspiracy that crushed a vibrant and
growing oppositional tendency? Adherents of these and similar interpretations thus can explain the demise of
the New Left while protecting its image as a tribune of a people in inevitable, if slow, political motion. But a
perspective less protective of the New Left might reveal more. Perhaps treatments of that era have never fully
captured either the complex turnings of America's political and religious history or the complete portrait of
dissident youth during and after that decade. The importance of John A. Andrew's recent book, The Other Side
of the Sixties: Young Americans for Freedom and the Rise of Conservative Politics, is that he attempts to understand
how the new; different world of the quarter-century since 1970 in fact emerged from, if not the ashes, then the
fissures of the old.
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America’s rich and varied dissenting traditions
buve been profoundly marked by a millennial
visicn that anticipates the crealion of & new, more
perfect snclety as the very fulfillment of Ameri-
-a's nattonal destiny. in 1776, when Thomas Paine
peansid Comamon Sense, the singular pamphlet that
gave yoice to the revelutionary cxpeciations of so
many Americans in (hat tncbulent year, be urged
the people to everthrow the Brillsh monarchy in
the name of a fz ity and proclaimed,
in a sentence now Famous for [ty intense imagery:
*We have il in our power 10 begin the wocld over
again.” .

- Although Paine was his era's guintessential see-
ular hureanisi, the millennial tonet throughaut
Common Sense echoed snother Ametican cultirat
iradition a5 well. Tn his ¢ifl for the Eredflan of 8
new workl, and i the Biblical language that pez-
meateid the pamphlat, Paing's g if
not necessarily hig, then thie cultore's deep reli-
gious elhos. Ag fac back a3 the settlement of ibe

Massachusetts Bay Colony in 1630, when John

Winthrop delivered his sermon to those immi-
grante befoee they disembarked in Boston harbor,
a yeaming for spi | iom i ined
itsglf with a particular fafth in the colony sz an
instrutment of God's will. In what is perhaps the
oldest and mast Lasting metaphor defining Ameri-
can identity, Winthrop proclaimed that if his peo-
ple honored their sacred covenant with thear God,
then "we shal] be as a ¢ty upon the hill, the eyes of
all the world upos vs."

Paine’s millenninl views also foreshadowed
those of generslicns yet 1o come dthough he, of
tourse, could not have known that. The wide-
spreed religions revivals of the early decades of
the nineteemh century led many to claim their per-
ronal salvatico and simultaneously 10 dedicate
themseives to achieving the nation's salvation ax
well. The conviction that the Kingdom of God
cauld be realized op this earth, it ooly we might
cleanse the uation of sin, fusled efforts al abolition
and many other reform causes. Sa deeply did this
religivus impulse permeate American teferm

efforts, that, for many, the disti E the
religious and the secular became quite blucred.
Johz Winthrop*s fear that, if his people did not
kecp their gpiritual covenant with God, “We shall
siely perish oul of the good land wither we. pass
aver this vast.5en (o possess it,” receded in the
minds of those Arericans increasingly bent on
creating a decidedly sccular New Jerusalem.

‘T2 the expectations of a Bugene Victor Debs,

hing for the promised land iz the sociali

revolution he belicved would fulfill the potential
of 1776, one can sez a secular millennialism that

proapect contisued. The most famons P of & profound ing of

nthem of both the American leftand  American life again the politics

the A labor and the aspirations of a significant number

hroughout the ¢ b century of Americans. Bul unlike earlier moments
d this i I in this tradition, this sense of

'y et § bl
In the words of the Iast stanza of
“Solidarity Forever,” written in 1915
by Ralph Chaplin, an TWW ozganiz-
er, generalions of Americen dis-
seniera have proclaimed with reli-
gious fervor and u decidedly szcuiar
conviction thal “We can bring 1o
birth & new world from the ashes of
the old! For the union makes us

"

The A labor meveement bae

touched many: In an odd fashion, the techool

ca) millennialism of & Frederick W. Taylor, the
F of sciemific derived froma
different yel recogaizahly commeon vision. Indeed,
in the experiences of the Knights of Labar, the
Industrial Workers of the World, and the initial

fallen on hard times sicce it reached
its pinnecle of sirength in the mid-
1950s, and it never approached the
mesianic end Chaplin ané e many
athers envisioaed. Yet the millennial

organizers of the Congress of Industrial Qrgani
tions, this adapiation of the American millenniak

impulse 80 integral ter the American
experience did not therefore dizsap-
pear. During (ke 1960z, for example,

Jack Sherman

From the pieture of those four black stu-
deats occupying the Woolworth's counter
in Greensbora, Nodth Cargling in Febyrnary
1960 to the pain-wracked image of » young

in pursuil of soctal justice wa; I-a:gely
identificd with that decada’s youth. It was

waman pleading with the ¢ over the
body of & dead Kent State student in 1570,
the decade seemed defined by its youthful

not that youth had been uninvolved in ear-
Yer movements, or that people aver thiny
were idle in the 19603 — think, for exam-
ple, of Ella Baker, Martin Luther King,
David Dellinger, Docothy Cotton, or
Saughtan Lynd, to name but & few infloea-
tial “adults™ sctive ducing that decade,
Rather, in the 1560z, whal was notable was
the numbes of young people whe flocked
o organizations feunded by their peers that
were critical af contemporary Americen
life. That pelitical impuise, i bi

In 1960, the largely black Sw-
dent Moo Violent Coordinating Commitise
(SNCC) emerged from Reverend King's
adult ministerial alliance to afflam soavio-
lence, emphasize the importance of Tocal
community involverwent in ending szgrege-
tion, snd to asaert that the "redemprive
persed | social £ys-
teme." Two years Inter, the largely white
Students for 2 Democratic Soctety (SDS),
itself an offsheot of an older social-democ-

from & wide-ranging culiur] chall ]
the official morex of & more staid Ameri

Tatic or . g
B written wt Fort Hurom, Michigan,
Insisting on the individual human T ial
they held ¢ pomry sociely biezed,

defined the decade o5 one of youthful
rebeliion in both the mass media and in the
inaer ¢ye of many activists themselves.

and proclaiming the need far a genuine par-
améimiad or page 5
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continued from pagr 1
Amer-

¥ - d H
ican society, these siudent radicals wrole:
“We are people of this genexazon, bred in
at east modest comfort, housed naw in

morally suspect system that under the
guise of providing for a common good
was in fact organized around achizving
the sell-interest of the powerful.

universilies, looking fortably to the As \hese componenis of what would
workd we inherit.” The chasm that would a New Lefi critiqus developed.

grow between 1he lwo mi as 1he tum:d with perhaps Tess
potent f; of black power Fid lop g the outlines of

aries and while guerrilla warriors careened
crazily against each other and the police,
was still in the furare and, in 1984, it was
yet possible to envision joint effort weross
racial and even class divides in construct-
ing the desired new world.

‘That, al least, was the message of Mario
Savio, the passionate Intellectual student
leador at the University of Califomia,
Rerksley, who fired this mix of ideas into
their purest form: “America is becoming
even mare the Utopia of sterilized, aute-
mated contentment,” Savie stated that
year, after returning from a stint with
SNCC in Mississippi. “The ‘futures” and
*careers’ for which American students
now prepare ar: for the most part intellec-
wal and moral wastsfands. This chrome-
plated consumer's paradise would have vs
grow up 10 be well-behaved children.
Bul,” Savio insisted, in an expression that
caught the essence of these emerging st-
dent vadicals, "an important minerity of
men and woinen coming to (e front today
have shown that they will die rather than
be standardized, replaceabls and irrele-
want.”

The path from SNCC's “redemptive
community” ot Savio's moral minority to
the | id £ of violent revolu

. activists. Indeed, gr

the society that would rcplaoe failed liber-
ahiam. At the core was the cancept of par-
ticipatory demaocracy, that individuals
would organize in their given communi-
ties largely without outside interference
and define for themselves their aspirations
and the principles by which they would
achieve them. If, as Tames Tracy has sug-

gested in his book, Direct Action, pantici- .

palery demeoctacy proved of limited bene-
fit the less internatly cohtsive and com-
pact & group of citizens were, that was a
point not yet understood by these smdem

You Say You Want a Revolution?

New Left might reveal more. Perhaps
trestments of that era have never fully cap-
twred cither the complex turnings of Amer-
ica's political and religious history or the
complete portradt of dissident youth duting
and after that decade. The importance of
John A Andrew's recent book, The Orker
Sidr of the Sixtier: Young Americans for
Freedom and the Rise of Conservative
Politics, is that he attempes to onderstand
how the new, different warld of the quar-
ter-century since 170 in fact ged

repute, having authored two hooks (God
and Man at Yale and Up From Liberalizm)
during the previcrus decade and founded the
leading conservative political weekly,
National Review. While Buckley and athey
okler conservatives such as William Rusher
and M. Stanton Evans played important
reles in crganizing young consarvatives,
the group that mel st Great Elins vesy much
defined itself generaticnally: “In this time
of moral and political erisis,” the Sharon
S YAF's foundi

from, if oot the sshes, then the fissures of
the old.

Andrew, a professor of history at
Franklin and Marshall Callzge, takes as
his stanting poizt the rather simpie propo-
sition that SNCC amdd SIS were not alone
amaong the important youth grovps with
roots in the 1960z, While those rwo groups
gamwed um( of the newspaper coverage,

the political tool ial 1o ]

|||§ once lgaln lhe lymlmmc

democracy, became & catch-all slngm.
perhaps especially among Ibose wha had
naot spent life-theeatening days of mw ten-
sion trying te de just that. Out of this mix,
it was hoped, the people themselves
would define the parameters of the new
sociely that would emerge.

Variagons on s story have daminated
public discussions of the period. Whils
Ihere have been disagreemsnts, at times
bitter, ammong authors concerning the apt-
ness of past tactics, strategy, and guiding
principles of various groups, all agrae the
real story of the era rests with the yonthiul

ity U late 1960z is sirewn with the frac-
wred expectations of the Clvil Rights
mavement and the growing oulcry aAgainst
1he Vietnam War. But what was common
for this generation of aciivists across the
. era’s umultuous divisions lay less in their
speeific actions than in the fundamental
principles of their crilique of American
society. A testy dismissal of adult
“hypoerisy” in not living up 10 American
ideals quickly grew inlo a total attack on
American lit and the 1 cul-
lure if 5p 1. Libcralism was 1
ly flawed, SNCC organizers in Mississippi
came 1o argue, for there was no mecha-
nism by which non-elites could counter
the conceniraied economic and political
influence wiclded by the white cstablish-
menk SDS activists, on campus and in the
few urban arganizing projscts they started,
came o similar canclusions. Even the
labor movement, long considered by the
Amerean 1eft as the crucial vehicls for
any serious reform, to say nothing of revo-
fution, was dismissed as hopelessly com-
d, fatally d to a poli
enervaling maerialism, and rcndered
irmpotent as zn agent of change by its inter-
nal hi hical and race- jous struc-
tures, Above all, liberalism was comupt, a
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di and their staggle with the lib-
eral political system. This is true for the
best of the works such as James Millez's
Demacracy Is in the Streets, or Todd
Gitlin's The Sixties: Years of Hope, Days
of Rage, as it is for the numerous docu-
mentary réaders that define the decade
solely from the perspective of the New
Left aclivists. There is even now some-
thing of a cottage industry in the academ-
ic journals, dissertarions, ard books that
ysern a continwity of principle and prac-
tice by former aciivists despile the fave of
the New Left aftee 1970, The title of Lau-
ren Keszler's interesting volume caplires
this spirit perfectly: Aftar All These Yaars:
Sixties Ideals in o Differers World,

But, one might wonrder, what is that dif-
Ferent world and how did it come abiut?
Was the New Laft & premature revolution,
the freits of which must await 2 future set
of proper conditions to develop? Or was it
more @ vichm of a giant govemmenl con-
spiracy that crushed a vibrant and grow-
ing oppositiotal tendency? Adherents of
these and similar inlerpretations thus can
explain the demise of the New Left while
pratecting its image as a tribune of & peo-
ple in inevitable, if slow, palitical motion.
Bul a perspective less protective of the

and the mass media lacked in an increas-
ingly sensational search for “gend copy,™
there was yet a third group of major politl-
cal significance with origins in that
decade. Young Americans for Freedom
(YAF), a hierazchically souchured group
with a decidedly buttoned-down self-
image, helpad spawn the most far-reaching
and fundamental wansformation of Ameri-
can political life of any of the dizsident
youth groups. The image should not
obscurs the key faci: they considersd

th Tves di whe p da
sericus critique of, and the outlines of an
I ive to, vy American lib-

eralism and ils pnl\ucal colture. ;
On September 9, 1960, 97 college-age
men and women gathered at Great Elms,
the fomily estate of William F. Bucklay,
Jr., in Sharon, Connectic at. Buckley was
already a conservative tninker of national
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Susannah Clapp’s
With Chatwin is a fas-
cinating portrait,
evocative of one of
the most interesting

[ Portrait of a Writer ]

writers of our time.

Aesthete, art expert, traveler,
writtt—Bnuce Chatwin, who died of
A in 1986 at the age of 48, ha
become a literary cult Figure. Chamin|
was many contrackictory things: a
man who identified with Robert
Louis Stevenson, was pro-labor,
intensely social and 2 loner.
In thix first book on his life and work, ||
Susinnah Clapp has given 1 2 com- |
pelling memoir thar reveals the
Chaitwin she knew,

{With 100 photographs  Architcctare/Art » 288 pages, $35.00 | [Knopf » Biography + 265 pages, $23.00 FFT| [ )n{ ]
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what Eoliowed was far briefer and diamet-
rically different in philozcphical and polit-
ical orientation. “LAlz young constrva-
tiver,” the founders identified “th indi-
 vidal's s of hid Ood-g'mn free will” a5
the "t umong the den val-

18" 1o be horored and protected, for that

guaranteed the individual's right o be
3 “freé from the reﬂm:ﬁans ‘of arbitrary
force.™ YAF extolled a concepl of govem-
ment lemited to preserving order and liber-
ty: affirmed the essential uaity of pnlllll:ll
ad jc freedoms; and p
the markel economy a5 the most compati-
ble “with the uqn:wmeuls of persanal
freedoms: and i
even ag it remains “the mnsl productive
suppller of human needs.” Mot surprising-
Iy, government inteeference in the opera-
tica of the econcmy, be It by the liberal
staie: at home or by & communist govern-
ment abroad, was condemned; and interna-
tieoal Communism identified as the
“greatest single threat™ 10 American liber-
1y.

This emphasis on individual freedom as
the source of liberiy served nolice that
YAF had a difterent phitosophical premise
than did 1% other major stadent groups,
The f inhead of liberty required pro-

tection precisely because it cosld be tram- -

pled by the forces of ovil. Foc these con-
servative youth, ta scarch for the secular
millznnium on earthi was (o avoid (he cen-
tral problem of human evil. Many of them
trared their uhderstanding of this human
dilemma back 10 S1. Augustine’s Confar-
sicgr, and they reacied with & scorn
touched with real’ dismay at their
liberal/left dpponesnts’ atiempis 1o con-
stroct the perfect society with such Mlawed
material. If ut times they ‘might reduce a
complex understanding ef human nature to
an anti-communist shibbedeth, it was also
true that their doeply grounded emphasia
on man's sinful neture had vnoxpected
political consequences. In the pos-1945
decades, a8 this society embraced what is
srgunbly its fourth major peniod of reli-
gious revival, that more somber theologi-
ca} and political tone provided these young'
canservatives wilh access 1o many Ameri-
cans who, 1ouched by (he burgeoning Pen-
tecostal and evangelical religious move-
ments, had themselves restructured their
motl lives through a profound conversion
experience. In time they too came to
scarch for.an America that feflected theic
deapest boliefs.

exigencies of o world war. The long-
held demand for limited govemment
and for a religiously-based moral arder
that provided a defense of iradition and
a critique of conteinporary secular and
materialistic society — the core of 2
conservative critique for more than a

minot 10 contest; and the endless rounds of
knocking on doark in assembly distdels
and campus dorma vielded results even
befare YAF formed. By 1959, canserva-
tive Republican students and their adult
allies largely dominated the Young Fepub-
lican rpparsius within the party, and they

century — seemed to (hem dismigsed in
the claim of the Eisenhowes Republican
pany that it stood for a “moden Repub-
Yicanism." To what was then a rump
caucus within the party, President
Eisenl '3 view that the Amesican

Mol surprisingly, the philosop
chasm thal separated conservative youlh
from their libeealfbefl peers had iis practi-

pecple “are going to demand that the
government do something to give them

&l meaning ag well, Where the ging
shudent radicals of the left protested Lthe
anti-C htarmgs d d by
the House Un-American Activities Com-
mitles and 1he governmental demand that

university 1eechers sign loyalty oaths, can- -

servative students formed the National
Studest Committee for the Loyalty Oath
and peaiged FBI Dicector, 1. Edgar Hoover,
for his vigil against ism. The

an opp y 1o live out 8 satisfactory
life" indicated to cansecvatives of all
ages just how imelevant were their prin-
ciples o bath partiss as then contitut-
ed: iberty itself was threatened when
the leader of the parly of ideclogical
conservatism 30 easily projected such
an =xpandad role for g Teo
such & conservative, the threar of com-

ista was oven moze sinister. Por

most important practical difference, how-
ever, had less to do with particular polii-
cal positions than with a fund. 1 dif-
ference over how each might transform
American socisty. Where the Lberalflelt

conservatives young and old, commu-
nism was indeed the anti-Christ — the

d a vig Ia have
Barry Goldwater, the United States Sena-
tor from Arizona, nomizated as Richard
Wizon's vice-presidential candidate in
1960, While they failed in Lhis, as they did
ia pressuzing Nixo# to embrace conserva-
tive principles, the effort did create a
nalional, self-consciously conservative,
student network. Thus the call for the
Sharen conf: stressed the i

af broadening the campus-based conserva-

live yourh movement and orienrated those

swudents boward action an and off the cam-
pus. “By action,” the call 1o mecting insist-
ed, "we mean polirical action!” John F.
Kennedy, of course, bezat Nixon in 1960
but as the Republican standardbearer was
never the candidate of the conservative
youth, they saw in his defeat an intecnal
power YACUBM that might allow them

very antithesis of their und ding of
liberty and freedom — which could
anly be \flnquished not reformed. So

d came (o emi parlicipatory

Y i izing, and

masgive demensirations in lheir efrnrl ©
restructure Amencan pohucs. conserva-

d wae this batlle imagery and
50 susplcious was any appeal for
expanded govemment, tl|ll many
thwghtlthl h

¥ to transform the
Republlun pll‘l)' itself Although the con-
servalive mavement was anything but uni-

* fied — indecd, its early organizational his-

tory rends surprisingly familtar to anyone
who haa plowed through discussions of left

lives fram the very b PT

tha \utiona) foundations af Ameri
political culwre tut sought to control its
direction according ta their own lighis. In
short, they appreciated the sources of
political power and saw litlle need to
devize new forma of political process.

For the students who would create YAF,
the spurce of polideal power lay within the
Republican parly. From their point of
view, the party had lost its moorings in the
deluge of New Deal libzriism and in the

was, h unwittingly, Tittle mare
than o Trajan horse that bore wuhm i
the virulent seeds of soctalist di

f | fights in this country —it's mem-
bers did share a commen goat nonciheless:

) capiurs tlle 1964 Republican presiden-
sial i

From within such & world view there
could be no millennium  before
Amnageddon.

5o the conservative students Sonduct-
ed grassroots organizing on campas and
within the Republican party. No office,
however insignificant it seemed when
framed against netional politics, was top

In the four years follawing Nixon's loss
1o Kennedy, twa older mes remained
instrumentat in the conservative move-
ment’s growth even ag the. shudenis comtin-
ned thetr D'mmzm] If Goldwater's Failed

ident had galva-
wized the studenr.s, lhg January 1965 publi-
cation of Conscience of g Conservative

m Jitck Sherman

defined a political faith for that era, While
liberals snickered that L. Brent Bozell, a
conservative writer, had ghostwrilten the
book (they had yet t discover that John F.
Kennedy's 1956 Pulitzer prize-winning

‘Profiles in Courage was the effort of 2

peotly paid and later ignered writer), Con-
science of @ Conrervative wis a bestseller.
In it Galdwater ¢xplained the moral and
political principles of the conservative
Taith in o rarher direct fashion. Centralized
government undermined individuat liberty,
he wrote, and viclated the “fegitisate fanc-
tions of government [tRar] are actuaily con-
ducive to freedom”™: the maintenance of
domestic order; pratection from forsign
focs. ldmlmst:lllon of justice; and
bstacles to it frec exch
of gooda. - Written in an accersible M}‘le
that reflecied Goldwater's public speech,
the book almost immediaely fulfilled the
author’s goal. "Our abjective,” Goldwater
wrote a censervative friznd in January
1960, “is to take the onus from the word
‘Consecvative” and maks it aceaptable to
people wha shy away from it teday.... ¢
[wel can do thig In & philesophical way,
then we can atiach the definitions and
itions to the hiects of leg-
mlnuon Fram the pecspective of almost
forty years later, Goldwater's effart yield-
ed an immense harvest.

The secand major figore guiding the
yaung constrvatives was William F. Buck-
ley. Too erudite and viciously witty for
practical politics, Buckley acted as the
inteilectual catalyst whose books and anli-
cles, elevision shows, and indzpendent
politlcal action (he ran for mayor of New
York City in 1964, and in asing helped
establizh the Coneervative party as a factor
in state politics) gave the conservative
vause intellecual respecability and recog-
nition. Buckley wue ¢specially popular
ameng young, college-educated conserva-
tives. Ac Patrick Buchanan remembersd,
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ta Revolutlon‘?

talking of his days a3 a youhfizl Goldwater
Tapparter:

ke iz difficuls to exagperare the debt conser-
vatlves of my peneration owe MNational
Review and Bill Buckley. Before | read MR,
there was virtually nothing | read thar sup-
parted or reinforced what | was coming te
bedieve....For us, what Natvaal Review did
wias take the word conservatism, then a

for suwfty, orthodoxy, R an

Y ¥

stand-pat-ism and economic self-interest,
of

and conyert it into the l

examination of the factional battles within
YAF, and between YAF and other
extremely conservative groups such as the
Jehn Birch Society and the Minuicmen,
John Andrew explains and snalyzes with
clarity and purpose. We leam much as well
about YAF's critique of the New Deal
legacy concerning Jabor lww dnd social
security, and we come (o understand some-
thing of Lhe consistency in political philos-
ophy in some of the more honarsble con-
sorvative politicians and thinkers. In & sug-
gedtive bot limitcd final chapter, Andrew

» fighting faith. o

To have his ideas so influence even the
grubbiness of elecioral politics remains no
small accomplishment for the Yale-sducat-
ed, patrician son of an elite Connecticut
family.

By 1984, the afforts of Goldwater, Buck-
ley, and the hundreds of original YAF

activists had produced tangible resulrs.
YAF claimed some 350 chapters nation-

wide, with a membership of approximately
30,000, (SDS, in 1963, claimed 750 mem-~
bers.) While re one could check those fig-
uzes, both Irving Howe and Michael Har-
ringtor, secialisis and incisive critics of
conservatiam, confirmed in sepacate 1962
articlza that conservative studemts, while
still & minority, wese increasingly impor-
tant on college campuses. Wha, then, were

these sudents? According to Andrew, who

relied oo & 1966 ztudy of 120 YAF
Activiets, the anawers might have surprised
students in SDS. YAF members came from

families they themselves defined as strict

and hnerarcmully sr.ructured. where par-
ents were Republi or I fof

ketehes e ogacy of YAE's carly years,
noting that it was these, in the Goldwater
struggle, that foture leaders of American
conservatism such as Buchanan, Richard
Yigueric, and Howard Fhillips cut their

political teeth. But moce 16 needed, for the

impact - of this conservalive youthful
activism has gone
well beyond ity per-
sonal meaniag for u

attending the local Catholic parochial
school, the grandchild of immigrants from
Central or Eastern Evrope, working-class
or perhaps the son of & working-class

father now & member af the white-collar,

lower -middle class. For such a person,
the political awakening of hiy decade may
have bogun in 1956, with fervent prayers
atschool and a1 home over the failed Hun-
garian Revolution and the fate of Catholic
Hungary's beloved Jozsef Cardinal Mind-
szenty, It may also have ended in 1968
when Russian tanks crushed Prague's
Spring. From this perspective, the New

the breaknp of the New Deal coalition.
{oldwater had Laken five southcrn states,
largely due to white anger over civil
rights, and conservatives sought to capi-
talize an that fissure. By 1968, canserva-
tive analyst Kevin Phillips developed for
the first Nixoa campaign a fonnal “somb-
em siategy,” which consciously pitched
its political message to attract those
whiltes resentful at the "guins™ African
Americans made in ending Ametican peg-
regation. This was quickly adapied by the
conservative movement in general.
Unwilling, following Goldwater's defzat,

Left*e disruption of the D
Mational Conventian in Chicago in the
summer of 968 was mything bul a liber-
aling experience, especially if Viemam
had touched this imagined kid now grown
o adulthood. Ethnicity, religion and class,
nurtured in the inter-
twined networks of
an urban neighbor-

handful of partici- More New Left activists than noad developed over

the critical develop-

In 1961, for cxam- NOW C3re to remember qui- menial years in o

ple, when he wioie

individual's  lifz,

Revolt  on  the atly signed the papers or more often than not

Campus, M. Stanton

moved such “kids”

Evans may have been  took the tests to gain a stu- sway from the poli-

excusad Far his parti-

tics of the student

- san enthusiasm when  dent deferment from the mil- iefe, even if aspects of
he proclaimed that

the counter-culture

“historians may well itary draft. [t was the black proved atisctive.

record the decarde of

Vietnam also

the 196Cs as the era jn. 2nd white working-class kids played a role, of

. which conzervatism, -

caurse, in creating o

as 1 viable political who answered the govern- conservative move-

force, finally came

wete identified with §

whom only 6.3% identified \mlll the rugfical
right), and which were predominately
working class. Significantly, a third were
from Cathalic familics, 2 figure consider-
ably higher than SDS’s'9.6% or sven the
Young Republicans’ 19.2% of b

lecidedty liberalfleft

politics. From the per-

specn\ru of the 1990s, howev!r. what
exp ion is precisely that

Evans® pmphecy bas become such l com-

monglace, whils the New Lefi bas fong loat

from Catholic households. Wilhowt seiting
out to do ll‘ YAF lssemhled wmong lls
early aclivisis of
the d hi and dealogical

ment AMDng young

_tnro it own.” For ments call and suffered the people. Some were
" most people-at the .
time atudent wctlvists CONSEQUences.,

wriracied by the pagri-
otism of the move-
ment, by the fierce
commitment (a wntl-
communism, Bul oth-
ers, especially from working-class and
poor families, ilio walched with growing
anger a8 more New Left activists than
Tow care to romember Guletly signed the
papers or ook the tests (0 gaizn a student

To und d this fermation one
must take serionsly both the ideological
and social meaning of the conservative

that would largely revolutionize American
politics over the easuing three decades, It
was a legson that, as they grew into theic
majority, the liberalfleft students would
deeply regrel they did not head themsalves,
At first, however, jusl the opposi

- For all their intemal dissension,
conservatives as 4 group have been able to
appeal to American voters because their
id=as resonate decply in this coleere. Thelrs
is & language of individualism, of protect-
ing freedom from incursions by powerful

reemed the case. Thanks in no small part to
the efforts of coneervative youth, Goldwa-
tez won the 1964 Republican presidential
in an ding rout of the
Republican moderaes. In control of mwch
of the party machinery, a result of those
Jeng houre of gracernts acganizing, con-
servatives cheered wildly ns Goaldwater
proclaimed in his acceprance speech thar
“extremism in the defense of liberty is no
viee™ and that “moderation in the pursuit af
justice ix no virtue.* The enthusiasm soon
waned as Lyndon Johnson wan a2l but six
states, defeating Goldwater by some 16
million voics. Bul where political oppo-
nents saw in the defeat conservatism’s finzl
curtain call, conservalives themselves wit-
aessed only the end of the first act. The
. basic problem Geldwaler and his suppert-
ers had encountered, F. Clifton While, &
canservative Republican, wrot in an elec-
tion posl-motiem, wis that “in the latter
balf of the 1wenlieth century practically
everyone wanied, indeed expected, some-
thing from the governmeni.... [Thus] Lyn-
Jon Johnson wae o conservative defending
the established order while Barry Goldwa-
ier, he true conservative, became a ‘radi-
cal® bent on upsetting the applecarl of
peace and pleaty.” For conssrvatves, then,
the question became haw o learn 1o “birth
& new world from the ashes of the ofd.”
1 1y, but dably, The
Other Side of the Sixties essentially stops
with the 1964 election. In his detailed

clitcs bl only ta themsel\'ns, and

deli from the military draft. Largely
without &me vptions, it was the black and

to publicly stand for di g major
ponions of the New Deal government,
conservatives ingtead merged the twin
images of welfare cheats and black Amer-
icans into 3 poten racial appeal. In a con-
sistent thirty-year effon, conservatives
have successfully belittled Lyndon John-
son’'s Great Society legislation, particular-
1y its welfare and civil dghts provisiens,
That may be “feir" in pelitics, but intrinsic
to that process was the demant2ation of
black men and women as “welfare
queens,” hustlers, and shifiless, izrespon-
sible people. Thus Goldwater's consistent
(if wrongheaded) pozilion in favor of full
civil rights for black Americans without
increased governmentat action had degen-
erated within a decade into an ugly manip-
ulation of the worsl elements in hizman
nature, Thal this was done oo bebalf of &
cause 5o philosophically sensitive 1o the
probiem of good and evil in human expe-
rience makeg even reater the burden of
responsibility conservatives camy for the
of such ive behav-

iar.

Tn an ironic iy, | ]960: student radicals
of both.the {=(t and.the right actunlly
achieved pare of theiz goals, Liberslism, as
& widely-shared polirical vision thal
addressed common goals for  grest um-
ber of Americans, barely limped out of the
decade. Yet it remains unclear what has
iaken its place. The New Desl coalition ao
longer exists, but 1the “Reagan Revolo-

. tion" itself hax devolved into & Two-term

Clinton presidency, American palitice hax
shifted demommbly tu the nght with

white ng-class kids who ]
the government's catl and suffered the
consequences. In the moral language of
the era, it was the hypecrisy of those lib-
eralflefl sludemis that helped prepare
many & white working-class youth for the
CORSEIVMive CAuse.
Finally, race played a centeal rols in
ding the conservaiive movemeat. In

itis atits core a § of p Irv-
ing Howe appreciated sometllmg of the
power of this message when be wrote
almost forty vears ago that in the conserva-
tive sudents” “concem for the preservation
of personal initiative in a bureaueratc soci-
ety there is something an intelligant radical
ought 10 nccept.” While some conserva-
tives became al times paranoid in their fear
of communist subversion, the history of
Gpposition to the state in the former Soviet
Union suggests the dimensions of the prob-
lem Howe aliaded to. More to the point, the
conservitive defenss of individual lberty

part, many in the whiie, urban working
clags resented enormously liberal pol|t|~
cians ipulation of school redisiricting,
for example, which preserved the isols-
tion of the more elite suburban disiricts
while forcing crban schools into ficrce
racial and class conflicts. In Anthony
Lukas™ Common Ground, Jim Sleeper's
The Closest of Strangers, and Jonathan
Rieder's Canarsir: The Jews and fralians
of Brookiys Againsr Liberalism, the
movement of white working people away
from & liberalism expmenoed 5 fnrced

reflected n major sirain of A politi-
cal euylture. While the palitical conse-
quences were indeed different if one
invoked Thomas Jefferson, John C. Cal-
houn, Ralph Waldo Emctmn‘ or Horanu

Jite-driven, social sxp i

limited go
and welfare reform prominent in the pollt-
ical thetoric of politicians of both partes.
Yet voters fail o arm out for either party
in near-rececd numbers every four years.
Contributing 16 the state of our civic life
has been the revival of religion, perhaps
the most widely-expecienced American
social movement in ali of the twentieth
century. For some, the power of cheir con-
version oblitsrates consideration of politi-

- cal life, as the expactation of the coming

glory dismizses atl elzs before it. For oth-
ers, such as those in the Christion Coali-
tion, to be borm-again is o besome & sol-
dier of the Lord in the political as well as
the religious reaim. While conservatives

" have indeed gained in the short term from

these developments, that gzin may actual-
Iy obscure a more fondumental pracess.
As happened during revivals in earlier

centuries, the process of religious rebirth

is again accompzried by a shl!:p. even

and conservatives quickly capitalized on
the epportunity ta bring into Lheir fold
these working-¢lass, New Deal Demaoc-
rats. Thus the phepomenan of the “Rea-

Alger a5 x ni
£ach could hel leud a ieth
century activist into conservative tl'mlghl.
The transformution af those idealistic
YAFers in the 19605 into the enoemously
successfal and far more pragmatic ¢onserv-
ative political speratives of the 1980s iz
preciscly what needs analyzis.

The social meaning of the movemeant
bears antention a5 well. Whik much of the
student left (with copious media encour-
agement} indulged itself with the expecta-
tion that, during its decade of the 19605, 01
woukd “begin the world pver again,” others
experisnced u quite different ern. Imagine,
for uample, a Chicago kid, age 12 in 1956,

gan D " during and after the
1980z, and the simply stunning Mew York
Timer exit poll result that showed, for the
19B4 prasideatial elzction, that nearly
40% of identified tragde union volers chose
to re-elect Ronald Reagun — this after the
PATCO strike, Solidarity Day, and an
ntense anti-Rezgan drive by the unions
themselves.

But conservatives wers not simply
oppormnists, camatling valers where they
could in the manner of politicians
theoughout the democratic werld. As early
as 1964, Ralph de Toledano, a conserva-
tive writer and activist, argued that the
message of Galdwater's defest was in fact

critique of existing relig
leaders and institmutions.

That two of the basic structures of this
society have been in such Rux makes
clearer the dimensions of the beoad crisiz
af autherity that has framed Amezican life
over the past three decades. The canserva-
tive “victory™ is suspect, primarily
heuuse ts ndhersnts have been unahle 10

it philosophicall
Ly. Far mote lmpo(tlnt than the yollllcs of
Ihiz group or that tactic 35 the possibitity
that this grisis of authority in American
saciety may be the key to comprehending
the Jegacy of the 1960s. ’

Nick Salvatore reacher American his-
tory in e American Studies program and
In the School of Indusirial and Labor
Relations ar Cornelf University.
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