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Required Textbooks:
1. Howard Zinn, A People’s History of the United States  This text is available online:  http://www.historyisaweapon.com/zinnapeopleshistory.html
Since its original landmark publication in 1980, A People's History of the United States has been chronicling American history from the bottom up, throwing out the official version of history taught in schools -- with its emphasis on great men in high places -- to focus on the street, the home, and the, workplace.
Known for its lively, clear prose as well as its scholarly research, A People's History is the only volume to tell America's story from the point of view of -- and in the words of -- America's women, factory workers, African-Americans, Native Americans, the working poor, and immigrant laborers. As historian Howard Zinn shows, many of our country's greatest battles -- the fights for a fair wage, an eight-hour workday, child-labor laws, health and safety standards, universal suffrage, women's rights, racial equality -- were carried out at the grassroots level, against bloody resistance. Covering Christopher Columbus's arrival through President Clinton's first term, A People's History of the United States, which was nominated for the American Book Award, features insightful analysis of the most important events in our history,
2. Course packet
===================================================================================

Course Description:
     This course is an entry level class covering United States history from the end of Reconstruction to the end of the 20th century. Traditionally, history has been taught by articulating the important political events of the past and by praising the famous people from those times. During the last four decades, however, historians have enlarged the scope of their inquiry into the past. As a result of that research, we are able to discuss and understand the historical process in a much more inclusive way. In this class, then, “history” will be understood to include the stories of everyone; the famous and the ordinary, the educated and the uneducated, women, men, and children, rich and poor, and people of all races and ethnic groups – together all of these people weave the rich tapestry of the American past we will examine.
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Methods
     An examination will be made in essentially chronological fashion of the significant political, social, economic, and cultural events of the period under study. The lecture-discussion method of instruction will be used. Special emphasis will be placed on critical analysis through exams and class discussions.
     Please have the assigned readings, given by the instructor in class, completed on time. Doing so will enable you to understand the lectures more fully, provide you the chance to ask more informed questions, and allow you to participate in any relevant discussions.
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

Goals and Objectives
      The primary objective of this class will be to encourage students to ask and answer questions about the varied events, cultures, and ideologies that contributed to the historical development of the United States. Historical facts provide an essential foundation for understanding the basic trends and issues of the past. Furthermore, only through critical analysis will you be able to understand history and therefore do well in this class. I will emphasize critical reading and writing skills that guide students to a deeper understanding of the complicated nature of the historical process. Much more important than simply putting more “stuff” into your heads, is the ability to analyze and evaluate critically how and why American history proceeded as it did.
     Class discussions are important in my classes. My encouragement to those of you who are afraid, uncomfortable, or unfamiliar with critical, analytic discussion formats, is be bold. My goal for the class is to get everyone involved in the discussions. Thus, you need to prepare for our class meetings and speak up.
_______________________________________________________________________________________

Any student with a disability should see the instructor so that their special needs can be met. 
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

Office Hours
     I will be in my office, Old Science Hall (OSH) Room 114, during the time indicated on this syllabus, or by appointment if these times are not convenient for your schedule. To arrange an appointment time, see me or call and leave a message on my voice mail (389-4863). You may also e-mail me at whoward@bloomu.edu. I will be checking my e-mail several times every day most of the time, so it is a reliable way to pass along a comment or question.
     Don’t be timid. If you are having problems in the course, don’t delay making an appointment to see me. I am always willing to discuss material, or more importantly, to talk to you about how to study more effectively.
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________
Evaluation Procedures/Grade Policy
     Midterm Exam [Essay] = 20%
     Final Exam [Essay] = 30%
     Weekly Quizzes = 50%

Grades are given on a standard curve as follows: 
94-100, A
90-93, A-
87-89, B+
83-86, B
80-82, B-
77-79, C+
73-76, C
70-72, C-
67-69, D+
60-66, D
00-59, E      
CLASSROOM RULES
Most students exhibit appropriate behavior in class, but sometimes there is disagreement over the definition of “appropriate” behavior. The College expects students to maintain integrity and high standards of individual honor in scholastic work and to observe standards of behavior that are appropriate for a democratic educational environment. Unacceptable and disruptive behaviors will not be permitted, overlooked, or ignored. 
For BU’s official Student Code of Conduct see: http://depftp.bloomu.edu/reslife/studentstandards/offcampus/pdf/07-08Info/codeofconduct.pdf
Examples of disruptive behavior may include the following:
· Persistent speaking without permission
· Inappropriate use of electronic devices, cell phones, or pagers. You may not listen to radios/CDs, etc. during class. Turn your music off before you come into class.
· Threats of any kind and/or harassment
· Sleeping in class
· Reading material not related to the class [newspapers, other texts, etc.]
· Entering class late or leaving early. 
· Walking out of class.
· Eating in class
· Disputing authority and arguing with faculty and other students
· Physical disruptions or physical altercations 
· If you have a question or wish to make a comment on relevant material please do not hesitate to raise your hand. I do not mind being interrupted as your input and thoughts are an important part of the educational process. 
Help and Assistance 
My office hours are listed at the top of this syllabus and I am available by appointment as well. And I will respond as soon as possible. In addition, I check my e-mail everyday:  whoward@bloomu.edu
Spring 2012 42-122-04 US 1877 to the Present [M 6pm]
· Week 1 [Jan. 23]: Introduction to the course 
· The People Speak Zinn 
· Video: The People Speak
· Born in the USA [Lyrics]
· READING ASSIGNMENT: 
·      1. Instructor's teaching philosophy
·      2. “Dead Man's Town: ‘Born in the U.S.A.,’ Social History, and Working-Class Identity,” American Quarterly - Volume 58, Number 2, June 2006, pp. 353-378 [Cowie, Jefferson R. and Boehm, Lauren] 
·      3. Review Questions on Political Ideology
· Practice Quiz: Jan. 23 
·  
· Week 2 [Jan. 30]: America in the 1880s and 1890s
· READING ASSIGNMENT: 
· 1. Zinn, Ch. 11 Robber Barons and Rebels
·                    "Robber Barons and Rebels" covers the rise of industrial corporations such as the railroads and banks and their transformation into the nation's dominant institutions, with corruption resulting in both industry and government. Also covered are the popular movements and individuals that opposed corruption, such as the Knights of Labor, Edward Bellamy, the Socialist Labor Party, the Haymarket martyrs, the Homestead strikers, Alexander Berkman, Emma Goldman, Eugene V. Debs, the American Railway Union, the Farmers' Alliance, and the Populist Party. 
·      2. Political Ideologies [Zieger]
·      3. Emma Goldman Video Transcripts
·      The plight of immigrant workers in late 19th century America
·      Haymarket Riot [1886] and American Anarchism
·      Anarchism as a political theory and violence
·      Homestead Strike [1892]and American Anarchism
·      Unemployment and the Panic of 1893
·      Emma Goldman, Gender and Working Class Women
·      Anarchist assassination of President William McKinley
· Emma Goldman Video
· Quiz #1: Jan. 30
· Issue: What was the role of the Anarchists in late 19th century America?
· Week 3 [Feb. 6]: Progressive Era [1900-1917]
· READING ASSIGNMENT: 
· 1. Zinn, Chapter 13, “The Socialist Challenge”
·               "The Socialist Challenge" covers the rise of socialism and anarchism as popular political ideologies in the United States. Covered in the chapter are the American Federation of Labor (which Zinn argues provided too exclusive of a union for non-white, female, and unskilled workers; Zinn argues in Chapter 24 that this changes in the 1990s), Industrial Workers of the World (IWW), Mary Harris "Mother" Jones, Joe Hill, the Socialist Labor Party, W. E. B. Du Bois, and the Progressive Party (which Zinn portrays as driven by fear of radicalism). 
·      2. Political Ideologies [Zieger]
·      3. Eric Foner, “Why is there no Socialism in the United States?” History Workshop Journal (1984)
· Video: Eugene Debs
· Quiz #2: Feb. 6 
· Issue: What was the historical significance of the American Socialist Movement at the turn of the 20th century? 
·  
· Week 4 [Feb. 13]: World War I 
· READING ASSIGNMENT: 
·      1. Zinn, Chapter 14. War Is the Health of the State
"War is the Health of the State" covers World War I and the anti-war movement that happened during it, which was met with the heavily enforced Espionage Act of 1917. Zinn argues that the United States entered the war in order to expand its foreign markets and economic influence.
·      2. Emma Goldman Video Transcripts
· Emma Goldman Video
· Video: Eugene Debs antiwar  
· Quiz #3: Feb. 13
· Issue: How were civil liberties suppressed in the US during World War I, 1917-18? 
· Week 5 [Feb. 20]: From WWI to the Great Depression
· READING ASSIGNMENT: 
·      1. Zinn, Chapter 15. Self-help in Hard Times
         "Self-Help in Hard Times" covers the government's campaign to destroy the IWW and the Great Depression. Zinn states that, despite popular belief, the 1920s were not a time of prosperity, and the problems of the Depression were simply the problems of the poor (who Zinn states are in permanent depression) extended to the rest of the society. Also covered is the Communist Party's attempts to help the poor during the Depression. 
· Video: A Job at Ford's [Great Depression Video]
· Quiz #4: Feb. 20
· Issue: How did Henry Ford fundamentally change the nature of American capitalism in the 1920s and how did he respond to the onset of the Great Depression? 
· Week 6 [Feb. 27]: World War II
· READING ASSIGNMENT:  
·      1. Zinn, Chapter 16. A People's War?
·          "A People's War?" covers World War II, opposition to it, and the effects of the war on the people. Zinn, a veteran of the war himself, notes that "it was the most popular war the US ever fought,” but states that this support may have been manufactured through the institutions of American society. He cites various instances of opposition to fighting (in some cases greater than those during World War I) as proof. Zinn also argues against the US' true intention was not fighting against systematic racism such as the Jim Crow laws (leading to opposition to the war from African-Americans). Another argument made by Zinn is that the atomic bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki were not necessary, as the US government had already known that the Japanese were considering surrender beforehand. Other subjects from WWII covered include Japanese American internment and the bombing of Dresden. 
· Video: Double Victory This video spotlights the historic role of the Tuskegee Airmen during World War II, revealing the ways these African Americans bravely fought a war on two fronts - they helped the world triumph against fascism abroad and they fought valiantly for racial justice and equality at home. Though the Tuskegee Airmen faced the enormous challenges of discrimination from military officers, inferior equipment and heightened scrutiny, these pilots and their support personnel excelled. Featuring many Tuskegee pilots who tell powerful stories of their experiences during the war, Double Victory shows how these airmen helped defeat fascism in Europe and helped inspire the Civil Rights Movement upon their return. 
· Double Victory website
· "Red Tails" essay
· Quiz #5: Feb. 27
· Issue: What was the role of race in the American war effort in World War II?
· Week 7 [March 5]: The Red Scare, 1948-1953
· READING ASSIGNMENT:
·      Zinn, Chapter 16. A People's War?
·           1. The chapter continues into the Cold War. Here, Zinn writes that the US government used the Cold War to increase control over the American people (for instance, eliminating such radical elements as the Communist Party) and at the same time create a state of permanent war, which allowed for the creation of the modern military-industrial complex. Zinn believes this was possible because both conservatives and liberals willingly worked together in the name of anti-Communism. Also covered is the US' involvement in the Greek Civil War, the Korean War, Julius and Ethel Rosenberg, and the Marshall Plan. 
·           2. Reds [transcripts] 
· Video: “Reds” [shown in class] 
· Reds (1948–1953) Fears of the leadership of both sides in the Cold War were projected inwards towards their own people. In the United States the House Committee on Un-American Activities and the Tydings Committee carried out investigations into alleged Communist sympathizers in US public life, in particular the State Department and Hollywood. In the Soviet Union a personality cult emerged around Stalin, and a repressive police environment and comprehensive surveillance kept the population fearful. In response to Yugoslavia's maverick foreign policy, Stalin inspired the Prague Trials to warn Eastern European leaders not to stray away from emulating the Soviet model. Repression in the Soviet Union peaked with the investigations into the so-called Doctor's Plot, just before Stalin's sudden death in 1953. 
· Issue:  What were the consequences in US history of the "politics of fear" during the Cold War era?
· Midterm Exam [March 5, 2012]
· Week 8: Spring Break [March 12-16]
·  
· Week 9 [March 19]: The Sixties
· READING ASSIGNMENT:
·      1. Zinn, Chapter 17. "Or Does It Explode?"
·           "'Or Does It Explode?'" (named after a line from Langston Hughes's poem "Harlem" from "Montage of a Dream Deferred," referred to as "Lenox Avenue Mural" by Zinn), covers the Civil Rights movement. Zinn argues that the government began making reforms against discrimination (although without making fundamental changes) for the sake of changing its international image, but often did not enforce the laws that it passed. Zinn also argues that while nonviolent tactics may have been required for Southern civil rights activists, militant actions (such as those proposed by Malcolm X) were needed to solve the problems of black ghettos. Also covered is the involvement of the Communist Party in the movement. 
·      2. Video Transcripts: The 1960s and the Cold War: Make Love, Not War
· Video: The 1960s and the Cold War: Make Love, Not War [Shown in class]
· Quiz #6: March 19
· Issue: Why do historians say that 20th century “Liberalism” reached its peak in US history during the 1960s?
· Week 10 [March 26]: Vietnam
· READING ASSIGNMENT:
·      Zinn, Chapter 18, The Impossible Victory: Vietnam
·           1. "The Impossible Victory: Vietnam", covers the Vietnam War and resistance to it. Zinn argues that America was fighting a war that it could not win, as the Vietnamese people were in favor of the government of Ho Chi Minh and opposed the regime of Ngo Dinh Diem, thus allowing them to keep morale high. Meanwhile, the American military's morale for the war was very low, as many soldiers were put off by atrocities such as the My Lai massacre. Zinn also tries to dispel the popular belief that opposition to the war was mainly amongst college students and middle-class intellectuals, using statistics from the era to show higher opposition from the working class. Zinn argues that the troops themselves also opposed the war, citing desertions and refusals to go to war, as well as movements such as Vietnam Veterans Against the War. Also covered is the US invasions of Laos and Cambodia, Agent Orange, the Pentagon Papers, Ron Kovic, and raids on draft boards. 
·           2. Video Transcripts: TheVietnam War
· Video: The Vietnam War
· Power Point: Vietnam War [Overall History]
· Powerpoint: Vietnam War [LBJ Years]
· Quiz #7: March 26
· Issue: What were the historical reasons for the US failure in Vietnam?
· Week 11 [April 2]: US, 1968-1971
· READING ASSIGNMENT:
·      Zinn, Ch. 19, “Suprises”
·           1. "Surprises" covers other movements that happened during the 1960s, such as second-wave feminism, the prison reform/prison abolition movement, the Native American rights movement, and the counterculture. People and events from the prison movement covered include George Jackson, the Attica Prison riots, and Jerry Sousa. 
·           2. Video Transcripts: Eyes on the Prize II: A Nation of Law?
· Video: Eyes on the Prize II: A Nation of Law? [shown in class]
· Quiz #8: April 2
· Issue: In what ways, in the years between 1968-1971, was black activism increasingly met with a sometimes violent and unethical response from state and federal law enforcement agencies. 
· Week 12 [April 9]: 20th Century American Right
· READING ASSIGNMENT:
·      1. Zinn, Ch. 21, “Carter-Reagan-Bush: The Bipartisan Consensus”
·      2. Video Transcripts: End of the Cold War
·          "Carter-Reagan-Bush: The Bipartisan Consensus" covers the Jimmy Carter, Ronald Reagan, and George H. W. Bush administrations and their effects on both the American people and foreign countries. Zinn argues that the Democratic and Republican parties keep the government essentially the same (that is, they handled the government in a way that was favorable for corporations rather than for the people) and continued to have a militant foreign policy no matter which party was in power. Zinn uses similarities between the three administrations' methods as proof of this. Other topics covered include the Fairness Doctrine, the Indonesian invasion of East Timor, Noam Chomsky, global warming, Roy Benavidez, the Trident submarine, the Star Wars program, the Sandinista National Liberation Front, the Iran-Contra Affair, the War Powers Act, US invasion of Lebanon during the Lebanese Civil War, the Invasion of Grenada, Óscar Romero, the El Mozote massacre, the 1986 Bombing of Libya, the collapse of the Soviet Union, the United States invasion of Panama, and the Gulf War. 
· Conservatism in the United States has played an important role in American politics since the 1950s. Historian Gregory Schneider identifies several constants in American conservatism: respect for tradition, support of republicanism, preservation of "the rule of law and the Christian religion", and a defense of "Western civilization from the challenges of modernist culture and totalitarian governments.” The history of American conservatism has been marked by tensions and outright contradictions. Economic conservatives and libertarians favor small government, low taxes, limited regulation, and free enterprise. Social conservatives want a strong government to enforce Christian morality. Neoconservatives want to expand American ideals throughout the world. The conservative movement of the 1950s attempted to bring together these divergent strands, stressing the need for unity to prevent the spread of "Godless Communism.”
· In the 1980s President Ronald Reagan solidified conservative Republican strength with tax cuts, greatly increased government spending, deregulation, a policy of rolling back Communism (rather than just containing it), a greatly strengthened military, and appeals to family values and conservative Christian morality. The Reagan model became the conservative standard for social, economic and foreign policy issues, and that period of American history became known as the "Reagan Era." After the fall of Soviet Communism in 1991, key conservative domestic issues become what conservative columnist William Safire calls "God, guns, and gays." Conservative voters tend to oppose abortion, gun control, and homosexuality. From 2001 to 2008 Republican President George W. Bush stressed cutting taxes, increasing spending, minimizing regulation of industry and banking, and the use of American military power to fight terrorists, promote democracy, and secure American Oil interests in the Middle East.
· Other modern conservative beliefs include: 
1. skepticism about the importance or validity of various environmental issues
2. the importance of self-reliance instead of reliance on the government to solve problems 
3. support for the state of Israel
4. support for prayer in the public schools
5. support for the right to bear arms
6. opposition to stem cell research
7. opposition to illegal immigration
8. support for a strong Law and Order policy, strict enforcement of the law, and long jail terms for repeat offenders
· Video: End of the Cold War (1989–1991) Gorbachev and Bush meet at Malta in December 1989 to consider the recent dramatic events. Only the previous week the Communist government resigned in Czechoslovakia; and shortly Nicolae Ceaușescu would be deposed and executed in the bloody Romanian Revolution. Gorbachev permits German reunification and removes Soviet troops from Europe, but fails to secure financial support from the West. As the Soviet economy collapses, Gorbachev faces opposition from both reformers and hardliners. Sharing their abhorrence of Soviet disintegration, Gorbachev brings in hardliners to his government and cracks down on the Lithuanian independence movement. However, they later turn on Gorbachev and stage a coup. Boris Yeltsin is instrumental in rallying the public and military to defeat the coup. Sidelining Gorbachev, Yeltsin sets the course for Russia to leave the Soviet Union by establishing the Commonwealth of Independent States. The Soviet Union ends on 25 December 1991, and in his Christmas Day address Bush announces the Cold War is over. The cost of the Cold War is considered in retrospect. 
· Quiz # 9: April 9
· Issue: What role did Presidents Ronald Reagan and George H.W. Bush play in ending the Cold War?
· Week 13 [April 16]: The War on Terrorism
· READING ASSIGNMENT:
·      1. Zinn, Ch. 25, Chapter 25, "The 2000 Election and the 'War On Terrorism'", covers the 2000 presidential election and the War on Terrorism. Zinn argues that attacks on the US by Arab terrorists (such as the September 11, 2001 attacks) are not caused by a hatred for our freedom (as claimed by President George W. Bush), but by grievances with US foreign policies such as "stationing of U.S. troops in Saudi Arabia... sanctions against Iraq which... had resulted in the deaths of hundreds of thousands of children; [and] the continued U.S. support of Israel's occupation of Palestinian land.” Other topics covered include Ralph Nader, the War in Afghanistan, and the USA PATRIOT Act.
·      2. Video Transcripts: The Wounded Platoon 
· Video: The Wounded Platoon
· Quiz #10: April 16
· Issue: What was the human cost of war for American troops in Iraqi?
· Week 14 [April 23]: The 2008 Recession
· READING ASSIGNMENT: 
· 1. “Late-2000s Financial Crisis”
· 2. Historical Players in 2008 Crisis 
· Introduction to Documentary "Too Big to Fail"
· Website: Too Big to Fail 
· Quiz #11: April 23
· Issue: How would you evaluate the major steps taken by the Bush administration to address the 2008 economic recession?
· Week 15 [April 30]: 21st Century Revolt
· READING ASSIGNMENT:
·      Zinn, Chapter 23, “The Coming Revolt of the Guards”
·          1. "The Coming Revolt of the Guards", covers Zinn's theory on a possible future radical movement against the inequality in America. Zinn argues that there will eventually be a movement made up not only of previous groups that were involved in radical change (such as labor organizers, black radicals, Native Americans, feminists), but also members of the middle class who are starting to become discontented with the state of the nation. Zinn expects this movement to use "demonstrations, marches, civil disobedience; strikes and boycotts and general strikes; direct action to redistribute wealth, to reconstruct institutions, to revamp relationships." 
· Website for Video: Capitalism: A Love Story
· Essay on Capitalism: A Love Story 
· Quiz #12: April 30 
· Issue: What are the differences between the Tea Party movement and the Occupy movement? 
Final Exam: Monday, May 7, 2012, 6:30pm 
SOCIALISM, RADICALISM, FASCISM  [By Robert Zieger] 
· 1. The term "The Left" dates back to the French Revolution when in the constituent assembly, the more extreme and militant delegates occupied seats to the left of the front of the hall from the viewpoint of someone facing the delegates. In more modern parlance, it refers to those who perceive some urgent need for democratic and egalitarian change in existing circumstances and who believe that collective action is necessary to achieve it. Leftists can be defined in part by what they oppose, notably militarism, racism, elitism, authoritarianism. But within the broad tent occupied by people of The Left, there are many diverse tendencies, movements, perspectives, and organizations. Some of the fiercest political battles of the 20th century were among people who saw themselves as being part of The Left but who disagreed sharply-even at times, violently-with others who also claimed that rubric. One broad division is between those who believe that capitalism must be supplanted by common ownership of the means of production, distribution, and exchange, on the one hand, and those who believe that meaningful democratic and egalitarian reform can take place within capitalist structures. 
  
2. Marxism. Karl Marx (1819-1883) was the author of Capital, the classic and basic text of modern socialism. He was also a shrewd and incisive journalist and commentator, as well as a political activist. Along with his collaborator and financial angel, Frederich Engels, Marx saw capitalism as both a liberating and an exploitative force. Its dynamism destroyed all the old traditions and hierarchies, freeing people from the dead hand of the past. However, its success depended on the exploitation of labor and the appropriation of wealth by an increasingly small and powerful class of owners of the means of production (and their political henchmen). Capitalism carried within itself the seeds of its own destruction because in exploiting labor, it created an ever larger and more alienated class of workers whose increasingly desperate conditions and outrage at their exploitation would eventually lead to revolutionary action. Eventually, as the social crisis created by capitalism deepened, the expropriators (i.e., capitalists) would be expropriated (i.e., workers would destroy the system and gain control of the means of production themselves). 
  
Marxism was (and is) a broad, generic intellectual and political tendency. Some Marxists see Marx's writings as virtually sacred and probe them endlessly for instructions on how to act. More sophisticated Marxists, however, take his basic insights as to the material basis of all political and social life and seek to apply them in a flexible way. Agreeing with Marx's basic analysis, contemporary socialists believe that the apocalyptical vision of a labor-capital Armageddon is no longer relevant. Others stress the democratic thrust of Marxism, the call for empowering the majority and resisting the claims of the wealthy. Still others stress Marx's early writings, in which he wrote lyrically about the need to reclaim human agency in the face of relentless division of labor and alienation of workers from the tools of production. There are Christian Marxists, Marxist humanists, neo-Marxists, even pro-market Marxists. For my money, the best single book on Marxism, one that has insightful things to say about its application to conditions in the US, is Michael Harrington, Socialism (1972). 
  
3. Socialism. Socialism is the generic term applied to those on the Left who believed (and believe) that a truly just and humane society cannot be achieved so long as the means of production, distribution, and exchange remain in private hands and who believe that the state must play a crucial role in the transition to a new form of social organization. Traditionally, socialism has been associated with government ownership and operation of economic activities, although many socialists believe(d) that only the "commanding heights"-the large, concentrated, critical industries and utilities such as railroads, steel, banking-need be publicly owned. There are and have been many varieties of socialism but in the absence of explicit qualifying remarks, for the purposes of this class when reference is made to "socialism," it means the ideas and programs and movements associated with the main socialist political parties and labor organizations in the western countries (i.e., industrialized regions, mainly Western Europe, the British Commonwealth, the US) in the late 19th and early 20th centuries. These socialist movements were strongly critical of the inequities of capitalism, strongly supportive of organized labor, and quite confident that socialism represented the wave of the future. In Europe, socialist organizations were at the forefront of those seeking to expand the suffrage and to bring working people into the political community. In more recent decades, socialists have lost much of their previous confidence but they continue to be critical of market capitalism, which they believe breeds inequality, waste, political corruption, and the disempowerment of ordinary people. 
  
4. Social Democracy. In the heyday of socialism (ca. 1880-1950), many socialists, while remaining critical of capitalism, came to believe that Marx's basic analysis needed revision in light of more recent developments. Many of those active in the German Social Democratic Party (which was the largest political party in Germany for much of this period) and the British Labour Party (which after 1919 constituted the main opposition party in Britain and which came to power in 1945) came to regard the reform and regulation of capitalism as the only realistic goal. In Marx's day, so raw and naked was the exploitative thrust of capitalism it was reasonable to regard its overthrow as possible and necessary. But now, Social Democrats (most of whom remained active in socialist parties and organizations) argued, we have shown that it is possible to control capitalism through public regulation and legislation to protect workers from its excesses by encouraging trade unionism and regulating working conditions, as well as by state provision of medical, old age, and unemployment benefits. Social Democrats continued to be sharp critics of capitalism and often continued to believe that in the very long run capitalism would have to be supplanted but in practical political affairs they reached out to non-socialist progressives and liberals, cut back on the revolutionary rhetoric, and operated within the political system to improve the social welfare, educational, and regulatory functions of government. In 1959, the German Social Democratic Party formally abandoned explicitly revolutionary intent, while in 1995 the British Labour Party rescinded Clause Four of its 1919 constitution that had called for full public ownership of the means of production and distribution. In the US, the Socialist Party of America reached a peak in the WWI era, with its charismatic early leader Eugene V. Debs (1855-1926) capturing 900,000 votes in the 1912 presidential election and many local officials and two congressmen gaining election on the Socialist ticket. Since the 1920s, however, socialism has been only a marginal element in US political life and leading American socialists such as Norman Thomas (1884-1968) and Michael Harrington (1929-1989) have functioned more as social democratic critics and champions of social justice than leaders of a vanguard party. 
  
5. Anarchism. The anarchist criticism of capitalism is both similar to and very different from that of the Marxist. "Man was born free," declared Rousseau in the 18th century, "but is everywhere in chains." In common with Marxists, anarchists such as Mikhail Bakunin denounced the exploitation inherent in capitalism. But whereas Marx and later socialists saw as the goal of revolutionary activity the gaining of state power, anarchists warned that any government, no matter how formally democratic, would inevitably degenerate into tyranny. This would especially be true of a socialist government that combined political and economic functions. Instead of gaining control of government, whether by revolutionary or legal means, anarchists believed, it was necessary for workers and citizens to gain democratic control of their workplaces and neighborhoods. While socialists envisaged a kind of superstate, coordinating everything from the top, anarchists believed in grass roots activism, without formal structures of governmental authority being necessary. Only through local activism and the insistence on grass roots democratic decision-making could people be truly free. 
  
Some anarchists turned to violence, believing that "propaganda by the deed" could shatter the existing order and provide a liminal moment in which old structures of capitalist economics and bureaucratic government might be destroyed, providing room for the sprouting of innumerable popular organizations in workplaces, neighborhoods, and communities. Some anarchists preached sabotage and even assassination and indeed during this period there were many episodes of political murder (e.g., the killing of President William McKinley in 1901 by Leon Czolgosz, a self-styled anarchist) and bombings perpetrated by violent anarchist groups in the US, Russia, and Western Europe. Most anarchists, however, rejected violence. Over the years, the repression and victimization of anarchists (and other radicals) by public authorities and private vigilantes in the West far exceeded the violence perpetrated by radicals. 
  
6. Syndicalism. Syndicalism is the belief-actually, an extension and application of anarchist principles-in workers' control. The workplace, syndicalists such as Georges Sorel held, is the nodal point of modern civilization. Sorel spoke of the "myth of the general strike," meaning by the word "myth" not a falsehood but an organizing and sustaining principle or goal. Workers have the inherent power to gain control of the means of production and, through the exercise of this power, the central economic and political structures in society. Syndicalists urged that exploited workers ignore political action, which they felt was a distraction and a blind alley, and that they exert their decisive power at the point of production. Fight "on the job, where you're robbed," in the words of an American Industrial Workers of the World (IWW) slogan. Worker solidarity across lines of skill, gender, nationality, race, and ethnicity would enable workers to bring down the existing order and "create a new world from the ashes of the old." The militant syndicalism of the IWW, implying as it did the ignoring of existing structures of power and the building of an alternative social order from the workplace outward, is sometimes termed anarcho-syndicalism. 
  
7. Leninism. Leninism, Bolshevism, or Soviet Communism are roughly synonymous terms. Vladimir Lenin (1870-1924) was the leader of the Bolshevik faction of the main Russian socialist party and leader of the Bolshevik Revolution of 1917 and head of the new Soviet state. Two main ideas characterize Leninism: 1) rather than waiting for the masses of people to develop a revolutionary consciousness, a small cadre of dedicated revolutionaries must foment revolution and control its processes, bringing the masses along through their example and through the instruments of state power developed in the Bolshevik seizure of power; 2) the only reason that capitalism in the industrialized West has not followed the trajectory outlined by Marx is because of western states' imperial expansion and domination of what later would be called "the Third World." In effect, Lenin argued, western capitalist regimes had been able to buy off their working classes through economic exploitation of Asia, Africa, and Latin America, the wealth of which provided a sufficient surplus for capitalists and their political henchmen to raise living standards at home and thus deflect potentially revolutionary activism. While the Bolshevik regime in the Soviet Union initially derived from the common critique of capitalism shared by all on the Left, it soon developed a dynamic and a character of its own. Particularly after Lenin's death in 1924 and the emergence of Josef Stalin (1879-1953) as the Soviet leader, the Russian Communist regime deepened the authoritarianism toward which Leninist doctrine seemed in any event to tend. The term "Stalinism" has come to indicate a particularly brutal authoritarianism. During the 1930s and World War II, many western liberals and radicals chose to ignore the more sinister features of Soviet Communism under Stalin in light of the Great Depression that afflicted the West and the Russian people's heroic struggle against Nazi Germany in the Second World War. Others in labor, socialist, and liberal movements, however, viewed Stalinism as the perversion of socialism and opposed it root and branch even during this period. 
  
A major fault line among people on the Left even today runs between those who see the crimes of Stalinism has having perverted and betrayed the original, hopeful promise of the Bolshevik Revolution, and those who see the evils of Stalinism (and Maoism in China) as being traceable directly to the Bolsheviks' contempt for "mere" democracy and due process. Still another dimension of the dramatic controversies that swirled about the Russian Revolution and that made the "short" twentieth century (1914-1989) so ideologically and politically turbulent is provided by Leon Trotsky (1879-1940), a brilliant co-revolutionary, founder of the Red Army, and, many thought, heir apparent to Lenin. First exiled and then murdered in 1940 by a Stalinist agent, Trotsky remains for some the embodiment of the tragic failure of the Russian Revolution, while to others he remains squarely-if with greater charisma and intellectual brilliance-firmly within the authoritarian and murderous traditions of Bolshevism and Soviet Communism. 
  
8. Socialism vs. Fascism. Students often profess to be confused about the differences between socialism and fascism. (Recall that by "socialism," I refer here to the ideas, policies, programs, and activities of the socialist and social democratic parties and movements of the West during the late 19th and 20th centuries [see No. 3, above]). Socialism and fascism are antithetical concepts. About their only point of agreement is that government must be used as a positive instrument of social and economic development. There are grounds for confusion, though. For example, Hitler's Nazi movement in 1920s and 1930s Germany adopted the name "National Socialist Party," and there are some conservative critics-historian John Lukacs is a good example-who believe that the kinds of enhanced government power advocated by socialists, as well as their scapegoating of certain categories of people-capitalists; the bourgeoisie; non-socialist politicians-is broadly equivalent to the authoritarianism and scapegoating central to fascism. But, unlike fascists or "national socialists" such as the Nazis, western socialists have never celebrated authoritarian rule, nor have they sought the physical liquidation of the people whom they identify as class enemies. 
  
Here are some points to keep in mind:   
· Socialists are democrats. Socialists, especially in Europe, fought for the expansion of the suffrage and the establishment and defense of what in America we call First Amendment freedoms. Fascists are authoritarians who regard democratic politics as a sham and constitutional freedoms as irrelevant, to be valued only insofar as they can be exploited to advance the fascist agenda. 
· Socialists are anti-militarists while fascist movements typically extol and glorify military and martial values. Socialists are not necessarily pacifists, and indeed many early socialists believed that only through armed struggle on the part of the masses could a just society be created. But socialists as socialists never privileged military action or celebrated the kinds of discipline and authority that militarism entails.
· Socialists reject all forms of racism, while fascism is usually linked to violent victimization of racial, ethnic, and religious minorities in the name of some mythical racial ideal. Historically, it is true that socialists in the past sometimes shared in the prejudiced racial and ethnic attitudes prevailing at the time but the socialist movement has never embraced racism as a positive value or actively promoted the victimization of "undesirable" people.
· Socialists favor a strong and autonomous labor movement and strong non-governmental civic institutions. Fascists regard the labor movement as one of their prime enemies and seek to create party- or regime-dominated pseudo-organizations of workers (and other groups) for the purpose of mobilizing uncritical support for the party or regime.
On History and Hyperbole 
In serious political discourse, it is important to use ideological terminology carefully and precisely. While in barroom or dormitory arguments short-hand labels are harmless enough, in more formal or public settings, it is wise to weigh one's words thoughtfully and to strive for fairness and exactitude. This doesn't mean that we shouldn't be passionate, engaged, and even partisan. But even in the most heated public political or ideological brawl, we do better when we strive for accuracy and fairness. It is the mark of our best and most astute political commentators, all along the political spectrum, that they represent their opponents' views rigorously and precisely. 
· There is a tendency, for example, among those on the political left to use inflammatory sobriquets with which to characterize their conservative opponents. "As a matter of strict fact," I recall a leftist friend of mine in the early 1960s declaiming, "Richard Nixon is a fascist." As a virtually life-long Nixon hater, I bow to no one in my disdain for our 35th president. In my view, he was a liar, a demagogue, and a perverter of the democratic process. But he was, as a matter of strict fact, no more a "fascist" than my Aunt Tillie. 
· As a kind of conscious, almost playful hyperbole among like-minded people in private settings, such extreme language probably does no harm. But in any sort of serious public setting-a political debate, a classroom, an informed discussion among people of diverse views-this sort of over-the-top language would rightly be regarded as unfair and disreputable and would, again rightly, identify the speaker as reckless, irresponsible, and unserious. Labels such as "fascist," "communist," "militarist," "racist," and, yes, "socialist" carry a lot of emotional and political freight and need to be used judiciously and cautiously. 
· Which brings us to the question of whether there is "any socialism" in today's America. Of course, there are explicitly socialist groups whose agendas and positions can easily be found via the internet. I've noted the websites of the two most active and visible of such groups below. Things get more problematic, however, when the term "socialism" or "socialist" is used by opponents to describe or characterize the views or policies of their political adversaries within the context of the prevailing two-party system. No serious socialist-a member, say of the Socialist Party of the United States or the Democratic Socialists of America-would credit the Democratic Party or any leading Democratic politician or spokesman with being a fellow socialist. As described in the on-line reading on this syllabus, a socialist, if she believes in anything, believes at some level in public, or at least common, ownership of the means of production, distribution, and exchange. No figure in the Democratic party has ever advanced such an agenda and so to characterized the Democratic party as "socialist" insults both Democrats and real socialists, who regard the mildly liberal programs and policies outlined, in, say, the Democratic party's 2004 platform as efforts to strengthen capitalism and to bolster so-called "free enterprise," not as steps in the direction of establishing a "cooperative commonwealth." 
· There are perhaps two possible ways in which it might in theory be considered legitimate to use the "socialist" label with reference to liberal groups or to the Democratic party. It might be argued that certain influential Democrats or liberals are trying to mislead the public. They secretly favor public ownership of the means of production, distribution, and exchange but they know that any explicit effort to enact such a program would meet with public hostility. Hence, they mask their intentions, claiming that they are merely well-intentioned reformers. Once elected, however, they attempt to enact their socialist agenda. Folks who believe that secret socialists are at work within the Democratic party are folks who tend to see any expansion of governmental activity-environmental regulation, regulation of workplace health and safety, publically financed efforts to provide affordable healthcare-as evidence of what we might call "Crypto-Socialism." However, it would be hard to find any evidence, either in public or private utterances, on the part of any Democrat that she or he secretly favored the promulgation of a socialist agenda, however much she or he might favor specific policies that involved the expansion of governmental involvement in the economy. 
· Perhaps more seriously, it might be argued that while liberals and Democrats may not be aware of it, certain policies or programs that they support-health care reform and regulation of corporate activities, for example-in some unintended way move the country in the direction of socialism (i.e., toward public ownership of the means of production, distribution, and exchange). You can't have the kind of national health care system urged by certain Democrats, the argument goes, without having, finally, to have the federal government take over control of all medical facilities and to make medical practitioners employees of the government, even though no real existing Democrat would be caught dead advocating such a development. Regulatory rules and requirements, it is sometimes argued, will inevitably have the long-range effect of stifling enterprise, impoverishing business people, and requiring that the federal government take over key economic functions. Thus, without anyone explicitly intending it, critics of interventionist policies warn, we will wake up one day to find the government owning and operating "the means of production, distribution, and exchange." We might call this scenario "Unintended Socialism." 
· It seems to me that both of these scenarios are pretty far-fetched. It is true that the one formally socialist member of Congress, Vermont Representative Bernie Sanders, does usually vote with the Democrats with respect to the organization of the House. And that he often sides with them in floor votes on specific issues. But it seems on the face of it absurd to see the 211 Democratic House members as stealth socialists, secretly waltzing down the trail blazed by one lone representative from Vermont. 
· The argument that the liberal Democratic agenda invariably segues into socialism, whatever the acknowledged intentions of its supporters, seems to me equally insubstantial. Beginning with the New Deal of the 1930s, government has played a larger role in American life than was the case before. Yet proportionately, over the past thirty years, through both Democratic and Republican administrations, the number of federal employees has been in decline. Non-military government spending has been claiming a shrinking proportion of the federal budget and of the GNP. Unless one simply argues that any expansion of the federal government's role is by definition a step toward "socialism"-an argument from faith and from definition, not one from analysis and evidence-the US seems even further from socialism today than it did to Werner Sombart nearly a century ago. Indeed, then there was a growing Socialist party which was electing scores of local officials and exercising considerable influence within an expanding labor movement. But today, Sanders excepted, there are no elected socialist public officials. A declining labor movement has long since repudiated the thin strands of socialism that it once exhibited. Socialist organizations, though often containing articulate social critics, have few members and little public visibility. 
· I mention these points not in an effort to defend Democrats or to promote the party's positions. Public policy proposals advanced by Democrats in Congress, on the state and local levels, and in the current presidential campaign are clearly subject to close public scrutiny. The view that this or that policy initiative will lead to greater red tape or unnecessary governmental intrusion is a legitimate one that needs to be argued on the facts and merits, issue by issue. But none of this has anything to do with "socialism" unless by "socialism" one simply means "policies and programs that I don't like.
