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INTRODUCTION

With the exception of anarchism, populism has givenrise to
more myth-making and out and out lies than any other
political concept. This pamphlet is a small attempt to get to
the truth of the matter.

| am not a member of a populist organization, nor in the
camp of their enemies. My own politics are libertarian, and
while agreeing with populists on many issues, | am not
necessarily in accord with everything they say or do. Thus, |
feel that | have the ability to approach the subject with a
degree of objectivity not usually found in the liberal-left media
or academia.

Like most people, my first awareness of modem populism
arose in the early 1990’'s with the rise of Italy’'s Northern
League, the Canadian Reform Party and the Ross Perot
movement. The Goebbels-like viciousness of the attacks
upon these groups; the shrill cries of racist and fascist, truly
shocked me. | had not seen anything like this since my
student radical days in the 1960’s when we were lambasted
in the press as Communists and nihilists. (With a bit more
justification, one might add)

| decided to learn as much as possible about the subject of
populism, and in the process ransacked the university
libraries for books and periodicals, read populist joumals and
listened to hundreds of hours of short-wave and talk radio

broadcasts. WHAT IS POPULISM? is the result of these
efforts.

Larry Gambone, Montreal, October 18, 1996

WHAT IS POPULISM?

"Populism" is a word like "liberal", "socialist" or "conservative" that can
mean almost anything. A word whose meaning varies according to who is
saying it. It is frequently used as a pejorative and coupled with the term
"right-wing". However, like all words which have been bandied about by the
media or bastardized by academics, "populism® does have a precise
meaning.

The most accuratedefinition would bea movement ofthe people (farmers,
workers, self-employed and small businesspeople) opposed to the
governmental and corporate elites. As an expression of the people (and not
the elites, both "left* and "right”) the movement is socially conservative; a
concern with the preservation of "traditional* values, the family, community.
Poapulism is a transversal political phifosophy defying traditonal ideological
dichotomies such as bourgeoisie/worker and LefyRight ...Cosmopolitan
capitalism and bureaucratic elites are seen as a threat to the ‘people’, i.e.,
as foreign elements who do not understand their real needs and interests.
Populism is also a broad movement transcending class, racial and
geographic divisions. It is based on woluntary support, the political ideas
growing out of the indigenous culture and elements of formal political
ideologies enter the dialogue only to the extent the ideologies have
thoroughly mingled with the popular culture. i

Such movements emphasize decentralism and favor direct-democracy,
although the intensity of the emphasis varies. A populism which only
attacked the corporations yet left the State untouched would be half-baked,
more like social democracy. The core element of populism is a critical
attitude toward the State, best summed up in the old slogan revived by the
60's New Left, "Power to the People!* Central to the movement's ideology is
the evocation of a network of concentrated political and/or economic
power... thg movement's goal is a wide disbursement of that power to the
‘People’...

The means to achieve this are: decentralization of power from the federal
government to the states and provinces, decentralizing power to the county
level, the right of recall, direct legislation and the use of referenda. In the
United States this includes the concept of limited government and a return
to the Constitution. italian populists favor "integnst federaism® and
Canadian populists a regional approach.

Anyone who sincerely wishesto empower the populace and disempower
the State cannot be considered a reactionary or rightist. Instituting self-
government and limiting the role of the State are the key elements of
modernity - the point of separation between the ancien regime of slavery,
feudalism and autocracy and a new concept of government discovered in
the 18 and 19th Centuries. The true reactionaries are those who wish
to give more power to the State; a return in modern technological form of
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the Bronze and Iron Age bureaucratic despotisms of Babylon, Egypt, Rome
and China, and the mercartilist autocracies of 17th century Europe Or as

one observer put it, state capitalism is a refeudalization of socvety

False and True Populism

Populism is NOT a folksy style or self-proclaimed label. True populismis
actually quite rare, for every alleged populism probably not one in ten is
actually the true item. The reason for the misunderstanding? Largely an effort
by the media and liberal academics to undermine what the elite sees as a
dangerous adversary. Here in Canada, all the old line parties whether
Conservative, Liberal or NDP are united against any populist impulse which
would undemine their ability to use the State as a means to enrich
themselves and their supporters. Intellectuals and media figures tied to this
single party with three branches spare no expense in denigrating their
enemy.- all under the guise of objective reporting, of course. The method of
attack is twofold; populism in general is deemed reactionary, or it is said that
the present day variety is right wing and therefore has little in common with
the "old time populists® who were "progressive”.

There is a semi-populism. This consists of vague appeals to "throw the
bums out” and the recitation of some, but not all ofthe populist platform. The
anti-tax movements in Northern Europe are examples of this. Ross Perot's
Reform Party probably fits here as well. There is also a pseudo-populism
which has the style, but lacks the content, or on the contrary, grabs some
of the populist platform but uses it as a stage to launch racist and fascist
ideology. David Duke being the prime example. Pseudo-populism is a kind
of parasitism on the populist sentiment. Every two-bit hustier, demagogue
and wanna-be dictator likes to consider himself a populist. And the liberal
media do nothing to discourage these illusions.

There is also a difference between a "pure” and a *hybrid® populism. Pure
populism grows directly from the grass roots and its leaders are from the
people - artisans, school teachers, small town newspaper editors, farmers.
With the hybrid variety professional politicians or members of the elite adopt
populism as a conscious strategy. (This does not necessarily mean they are
insincere about populist goals) Examples of pure populism would be the
19th Century Peoples Party or the present day American Constitutionalist
Movement. Examples of the hybrid form would include the Russian
Narodniks, and the Buchanan campaign.

Populism should not be considered Rousseauism or Jacobinism.
People's Power does not mean using the State to do everything and
anything the People’s Will decides. Such would be tyranny of the majority.
Populism means limiting the power of the State so people are free to go
about their own affairs. That which is presently done by state capitalism is
best carried out by woluntary local agencies. Populists regard State power
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as always corrupt and corrupting...In its simplest terms populism is the
comx:nity defending itself against oppressive or inadequate agents of the
stafe...

Economically, populism attacks the corporate interests in a variety of ways.
These have included the promotion of co-ops and credit unions, the Single
Tax, free land, a demand for "free banking" and “social credit*, abolition of
central banking and the notorious US Federal Reserve, the coining of silver,
the printing of Greenbacks, abolition of special privileges, subsidies,
nationalization of banking and railroads, institution of tariffs, removal of tariffs.
Although sometimes contradictory, a number of common themes are
present. These are the preservation of high-wage industrial employment,
economic democracy, preservation of the family farm and a reduction in the
power of the financial interests.

In the 19th and early 20th Century there was a definite social democratlc
aspect to populism as found in the demand to nationalize the banks and
railroads. However, at no time were they .. brmwdmga socialist society but
reacting to the abuses of state capitalism... Since state owrnwership has
proven to be a new form of tyranny, modem populists have abandoned
these "socialistic® planks. As a result, left-wing critics of contemporary
populism like to compare the "old-time populism” which they saw as "eftist"
and therefore "good®, with the modern sort, lacking the state capitalist aspect
and therefore "rightist* and "bad".

Populism is complex because it represents the views of the ordinary
person, views unlike those of intellectuals of right and left, which cannot be
fitted into some narrow ideological straight jacket. |f a working person wants
a religion he will join a church. The world of the intellectual is not the world
of the vast majority and most people do not share their rootless, nihilistic,
temporary, rationalistic views and lifestyles. The left loves the working class,
yet hates the individual worker whom it dismisses as racist, sexist,
homophobic, consumerist and superstitious and therefore needing a leader.
(themselves) The right-winger loves his so-called race, ethnic group or
culture yet hates the ordinary Frenchman, Canadian, etc. as an ignorant,
meterialistic, uncultured boor, and therefore needing a leader.(themselves)

People are individuals, each with his/her own history - an ensemble
including culture, education, family background, ethnicity, religion, and a
psychological state with al its prejudices and irrationalities. Each individual
is therefore unique and cannot be pigeon-holed. While abstractions such
as class or ethnicity might at times be handy generalizations, they do not
describe the real person. Intellectual abstractions can no more deal with
populism, the distillate of the views of all these individuals, than it can
comprehend the individual person.
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Populism And Libertarianism

quulistf have tradftionally made the anarchists’ case against concentrated
power...

There is a direct relationship between libertarian thought and populism.
One of these is the influence of libertarian thinkers. Proudhon influenced
Herzen, one of the forefathers of Russian populism. The anarchist, Bakunin
was an influence on them as well. The American Individualist Anarchists and
contemporary free market libertarians have influenced American populism.
In Chile, Mutualists (Proudhonists) helped found a populist party. In Canada,
the United Farmers had Guild Socialist and syndicalist aspects. The Iltalian
Leagues owe a debt to Proudhon for their concept of federalism.

The early mutualist and anarcho-syndicalist movements, like populist
movements, were quite socially conservative. All emphasized responsibility,
selt-help, education, morality and preservation of the family to counter what
they saw as the decadence and libertinism of the capitalist system. Of all
political ideologies Populism is closest to that of anarchism and
libertarianism, in that seeks to weaken the power of the State. Communism,
social democracy, progressive liberalism and Tory conservatism all seek
either to maintain the authoritarian status quo or increase the influence ofthe
State in our lives.

The New Left And Populism

The early American New Left (1960-65) saw itself as a middle class
movement seeking to encourage “participatory democracy”, local control and
basic civil and democratic rights. lts goals were fundamentally ethical in
nature, stemming not from mandsm but from libertarianism. Influences
included; the anarchist Paul Goodman, the libertarian Albert Camus and
Mohandas Gandhi. The New Left was taken over and destroyed by Mandst
Leninist ideologues who made it the precursor of today's New Class political
corectness tyrants. For a brief period however, it had definite libertarian and
populist aspects.

These aspects were strong enough to encourage the most militant sector
of the Old Right to join forces with the New Let. Since the Old Right was
a lineal descendent of early 20th Century Populism and Individualism,
this development was not all that surprising. The common points between
the two groups were: the maximization of liberty and decentralization, a
fondness for “revisionist” history and opposition to war, corporate liberalism,
big business and statism. Important "Old Right-New Lettists" included the
economist Murray Rothbard, Goldwater’s former speech writer Karl Hess and
David Friedman, son of Milton Friedman. This synthesis broke apart when
the New Left went Stalinist.

.

A BRIEF HISTORY OF POPULIST THOUGHT

1. The United States.

There is no doubt..that American Populism has been a expression of
hostility to state power...and that most populists have looked upon Thomas

Jefferson, the great original critic of consolidated power, as their patron
saint®

Thomas Jefferson and Andrew Jackson are the patron saints of American
populism. Jefferson's concept was one of individual liberty through a highly
decentralized republic of republics, the basic unit of which was ward
government. He was hostile to the nascent Eastern Establishment and the
banking interests around the reactionary Alexander Hamiliton. Jackson too,
opposed the Establishment and shut down the central banks. He also
enfranchised all male adults. (except slaves)

The Agrarian movement, the Grange, Knights of Labour, the Individualist
Anarchists, Henry George's Single Tax and the People's Party were attempts,
within a Jeffersonian context, by farmers and workers to overcome the crisis
caused by statism and corporate capitalism. This attempt was not reactionary
and opposed to industrialization, but one which merely wished to control its
development in a way that benefitted all the people and in a manner that did
not undermine autonomy.

The US Federal Government took on a national role at the end ofthe 18th
Century in order to deal with the problems created by industrialization and
corporate capitalism. However, the solution proved worse than the original
problem” The solution was the gradual adoption of state capitalism. The left
aided the ruling elite. Leftism rejected private property outright, pro"ecﬂ‘ng
collectivist solutions homogenizing &l property as state property. The
alternative to this authoritarian vision was Populism, which was soon
defeated by the Establishment and certain aspects of it co-opted into so-
called Progressive Liberalism and the New Deal.

Confusing the discussion of American Populism is the question of
"conservatism®, for many modern populists see themselves as
‘conservatives." However, secfors of the Amernican Right which uniike its
European counterpart, were never “conservative’ in the traditional sense of
relegitimating anstocratic prerogatives.. . If conservatism ever made any sense
in the US it was in terms of conserving the cultural peculiarity typical of
colonial experience. In this sense...American conservatism ...was always in
some sense populist’’

Specifically, American populism, both in the past and today is
..that long standing tradition of direct democracy, localism and cultural
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specificity...[which] cames on a distinct American democratic tradition
predicated on autonomous self-goveming communities.'’

Liberals and leftists have never liked populism, feeling it a threat to their
god, the State. This is particularly true of academic studies, as the reality
1. populism‘[)i s] very different from the stereotypes still in vogue in American
universities... - The greatest barrier to a proper understanding of American
Popuksm lies in the contusion that has been spread... by liberal historians.'
While the clichés from the 1950's stressed a supposedly reactionary and
anti-industrial attitude on the part of populists, the new anti-populist hate
propaganda screams racism. Populism is not to be dismissed as an inchoate
pre-industrial form of rural protest, but is democratic ideology couched in the
immediately accessible culture of the people. '5

Contemporary American populism cannot be reduced to one party or
movement. On the one hand, there is Ross Perot's Reform Party and the
Buchananites within the Republican Party. More important perhaps than
either of these are the vast number of small groups and newsletters of the
Patriots and Constitutionalists. There are also national movements In
opposition to the income tax or in favor retaining common law and jury trial.
Local movements abound, dedicated to homeschooling or decentralizing
power to the county level. The most militart wing of the populist movement,
and the focus of Establishment hatred, are the militias. Much sympathy is

found for these movements among free market libertarians, evangelical
Christians and even some "left" libertarians.

2. Canada

Canada in the 19th Century was dominated by a reactionary, anti-
democratic and antitepublican mentality stemming from British colonialism

and ultramonta ne Catholicism. This mentality, albeit adapted to modernity,
still exists in the form of statism and bureaucratic control by an economic
and political elite. Democratic and egalitarian influences came from the
United States with the poorer Loyalists and later immigrants, especially from
Scotland, Ireland and the USA. The American republican government was a
living example of what many Canadians wanted, but what their masters
would not let them have. Canadian populism was centred in the West and
iIn many senses was a spill-over from the US movement. The Grange and
Non-Partisan movements developed Canadian counterparts. European
radicalisms brought by immigrants blended with the American influence.
British Guild Socialism was an influence upon the United Farmers, and Social
Credit was a British concept that split off from the Guild Socialists.
Evangelical Christianity in its attacks on the social evils of the day such as
drunkenness, prostitution and poverty moved toward political action and also
gave impetus to the populist movement.

Two discontented areas, the West and the Maritimes, developed populist
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movements. The West was unhappy because it was dominated by the
federal government, a high tariff forced people to buy expensive Eastern
manufactured goods, the railways had the best land and exploited their
monopoly to the hilt. (The railways, in tum, being a creature of the State) The
Maritimes felt betrayed by Confederation, their industrial base eroded by
Central Canada. They felt they were becoming an internal colony. Down-east
populism tended to be of the hybrid variety as the Maritime Rights Movement
was a creation of the local elites and the Antigonish Movement came out of
an extension program of St. Francis Xavier University. In the West, populist
movements arose only on the prairies, since British Columbia was made up
almost entirely of industrial workers more attracted to a radical, anti-statist
form of socialism and anarcho-syndicalism. It was on the prairies where the
farmer-labor mix that generated "classical" populism exsted.

The Non Partisan League organized in Alberta at the end of WWI, and out
of this grew the United Farmers of Alberta. The right-wing of the UFA was
composed of discontented Liberals who would later help wreck populism. At
the centre stood Henry Wise Wood, an American populist who promoted the
formation of co-operatives and "group government®. This letter concept which
owed something to syndicalism, would have had a parliament made up of
representatives of the farmers, industrial workers, artisans, small business
etc. Somewhat more radical was William Irvine, a Scottish immigrant Guild
Socialist. For Irvine, Guild Socialism was to be complemented on the
financial side by Social Credit. Many UFA members though likewise and the
organization adopted Social Credit along with group government. At the
radical fringe stood agrarian syndicalists, influenced by the OBU. (One Big
Union - a Western sydicalist movement) It is important that the UFA saw itself
as populist, that is wanting the people, not just farmers to have power, and
a great degree of unity existed among farmers, labor and the small town
middle classes.

The UFA swept into power in 1925, butwas unable to do very much about
implementing its program. This was partly the result of the pseudo-populist
Liberals in their ranks. Then came the Depression of 1929 and they found
themselves losing members as farmers went bankrupt. The premier was
accused (falsely it tumed out) of a sex scandal and this further undermined
confidence in the UFA.

Meanwhile, a well known highschool teacher and popular Evangelical
radio preacher, Bill Aberhart, discovered Social Credit and began explaining
the concept on his program. He formed Social Credit Clubs and thousands
of UFA and ex-UFA members flocked to them. Aberhart found himself
pushed into politics and a Social Credit organization was cobbled together.
Like the UFA before him, Aberhart and his friends were swept into power by
a large majority in 1932. Aberhart’'s Social Credit was not as radical as the
UFA, but they did propose a "social dividend" of $25 a month to every adult,
supported co-operatives and wanted a government composed of popular
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representatives and not party members. The federal government refused to
allow Aberhart, or the succeeding Social Credit Premier Ernest Manning, to

implemeqt these programs. Social Credit withered into an Alberta Tory party
by the md-1940‘s. A party called Social Credit dominated politics in British
Columbia from 1952 to 1990. This group had nothing to do with the Social

Credit of Aperhan, let alone the UFA, being an opportunistic coalition of the
Tory and Liberal parties. It often used populist rhetoric, but in practice, with

its statism and centralization, one would be hard pressed to find a Western
Canadian party less populist than BC Social Credit.

. Whilethe UFA members became Social Crediters, in Saskatchewan the
United Farmers helped form the Co-operative Commonwealth Federation.
For a number of years there was interest in Social Credit among CCFers and
when a Social Credit organization was formed in Saskatchewan. the two
groups briefly co-operated against the Establishment parties. The CCF is
best seen as semi- and hybrid-populist - semi-populist because it cared little
for altering the government. In more than 30 years in power the party never
lited a finger to democratize and decentralize political power. The CCF was
hybrid populist due to the heavy influence of a Fabian socialist elite. This
hybrid quality could be seen in 1936, the first election the CCF contested.
The party platform included the nationalization of farm land. Farmers were
supposed to lease their land from the State. Such a program shows the
disconnected and unreal world of intellectuals and leftist dogmatists. One
couldn'’t find a better way of alienating prairie farmers than wanting to take

their property from them. The opposition hammered the CCF and the
expected landslide victory turned into a mere seven seats.

The CCF did maintain a certain populist | as the of the little
guy”. When it amalgamated with the Canadiaa'\p pL:ou Con.;aerstz in 1961 to
form the New Democratic Party, it had a tougher time selling this image - for
in reality the party was the tool of the trade union bureaucracy. In the 1980's
the NDP was taken over by New Class elements who imposed their
politically correct agenda. Working class supporters quickly lost interest and
switched to the Liberals or the Reform Party.

The Reform Party, organized in 1988 is rooted in a long history of
opposition to Ottawa and old-time demands for direct democracy. Western
alienation increased with the Fed's social engineering and heavy taxes on
the working population coupled with an ever growing deficit. Support for
Reform is strong among people concemed with the growing breakdown of
values in society, most especially, although not exclusively, Evangelical
Christians. Reform seeks to strip Ottawa of most of its powers, decentralize
these to the provinces and institute the old populist demands of recall,
initiative and direct legisiation. Although the mass media and the lefists rant
and rave about "right-wing exiremism®, in reality, it has been about 70 yeers
since we have seen demands this radical raised at a mass level in Canada.

Reform is strongest in Alberta but also has support in British Columbia,
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Saskatchewan and Manitoba. Remaining trapped in the West is something
the Reformers fear, since they have only one MP from Ontario. Nonetheless,
they managed to replace both the Tories and the NDP during the last
election. Several ridings in BC that for generations had been solidly left
tumed to Reform, showing the high level of working class alienation with the
Establishment’s radical face. -

The movement faces two major hurdles to become a permanent force.
There is the problem of appearing too extreme or right-wing for the average
Canadian. Canadians hate exremism and although generally socially
conservative, do not like anything seen as “far-right.* As a mass movement
of middle and working class discontent, Reform attracts all kinds of people,
and inevitably some of them are far-right loonies. The media and the left do
everything possible to tar Reform with the extremist label and it has hurt their
credibility. The other problem is, what the Establishment can’t wreck, it
steals. Much of the Reform program, except radical decentralism and direct
democracy, please note, has been stolen both federally and provincially by
the Liberal and Conservative Parties. Reform is in danger of becoming a
regional protest movement like the CCF and Social Credit - A protest
movement that merely modernizes the Old Corruption but does not abolish
it.

3. Europe

Except for turn ofthe century Russia and present day Italy, populism has
never been as important in Europe as it has been in the New World. Part of
this is the result of Social Democractic hegemony in Northern Europe. The
labor parties absorbed much of the discontent which otherwise would have
gone into forming populist movements. In Southern Europe, anarcho-
syndicalism provided a viable decentralist alternative to Establishment
politics.

The Narodniksin Russia (1870's - 80's) were unusual populists inthat they
were middle-class students who went out to the countryside to organize the
peasants against the autocratic Czarist regime. The movement was best
described as "hybrid-populist*. They were inspired by Alexander Herzen who
spoke for the liberation of the peasant and the dignity of the individual, Peter
Lavrov and his concept of an "ethical social movement®, Nicolai Mikhailovsky
and the struggle for individuality as the focal point of history, and Mikhail
Bakunin the great anarchist.

In 1900 these early attempts bore fruit in the formation of the Russian
populist party, the Social Revolutionary Party. This group, which had the
support of the vast majority of peasants, and actually won the only free
election prior to 1996, was liquidated by the Bolsheviks in 1918-20. The SA's
favored the most scrupulous observance of personal rights, and wentin
for all such features of the ultraliberal state as decentralization, bills of
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n:q{)s.: ; Wd) ofgwld afford maximum secunity to untrammelled development
of individuality.~ They favored local, self-governing communities united in
a federation. The SR's desired such classical populist measures as
proportional voting, recall, Initiative and referendum. They also favored
common ownership of the land. This was not some intellectual socialist
pipedream, but in the mir and the obschtchina was the traditional method
of the Russian peasantry. The SR's proposed co-operatives for industry, and
on‘c'zg again this was rooted in Russian tradition, that of the artisans artels or
guilds.

Switzerland stands out like a beacon of liberty within the European Statist
sea and practices all the direct democracy, local control and federalism that
North American populists can only daydream about. (not to mention that the
Swiss can freely bear arms) Regionalist movements and a Federalist Party
(based on Proudhonist ideas) have existed in France for many years, but
have never made much of an impact. Poujadism in the 1950's and the recent
tax-revolt parties in the Scandinavian countries have had populist overtones
but are not genuine populist movements. France's Front National claims to
be populist and its attacks on the New World Order have a definite populist
ring to them, but the FN is Jacobin, not Jeffersonian. They want a powerful
centralized State and deplore the miserable little bit of decentralization thet
has occurred in France. The one authentic contemporary European populist
movement is the Northern League of haly.

The League demands a radical decentralization of ltaly, involving the
formation of a Swiss style (genuine) federation and major surgery performed
on the State. They also favor abandonment of State Capitalism and are also

hostile to the big corporations. Their concept of integrist federalism owes
much to Proudhon. Modernization occumed in Northern Italy without

destroying the small towns, in fact their cultural and economic importance
increased. This factor has creeted a base for populism. The League hes
existed as a protest against party-domination of affairs and the extremely
comrupt and inefficient state-system. This moverment is ...not a reaction to
modernization. Rather it seeks to redefine modernity away from centralized
forms...towards local and regional entities, which populists see as more
effective than centralized decision making institutions.... The main argument
is the Nalian State does not embodly the principles of a modem society. o

4. Latin America

Populismisone ofthe two organic forms of radicalismin Hispanic America
(The other being anarchism) The Chilean Democratic Party founded in 1887
by libertarian artisans was the first Latin American populist party. The
Mexican Revolution had many populist aspects, especially the peasant
movements of Emiliano Zapata and Pancho Villa. Chilean Christian
Democracy had a populist wing. Definitely NOT populist were the regimes
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of the Brazilian dictator Vargas and the infamous Juan Peron of Argentina.
(Peron was actually history’'s most successful fascist, building a strong
working class following and a powerful trade union movement - something
Mussolini could never do, except in his imagination.)

Populism did not become influential urtil the 1940’s, and when it did, this

was largely the work of Victor Haya de la Torre's Alianza Popular
Revolucionaria Amernicana (APRA) movement of the 1930’s. APRA founded

groups in Chile, Cuba, Mexico, Costa Rica, Peru and Argentina, and even
though none were successful, their ideas took root.

APRA, and Latin American populism generally, rejected marxism and
sought an politics rooted in the Latin American situation - a politics based on
early patriot revolutionaries like Simon Bolivar, the example of the Mexican
Rewolution and the labor and peasant movements. The populist parties were:
1. revolutionary 2. anti-communist 3. patriotic 4. in favor of a Latin American
federation 5. anti-imperialist 6. decentralist. Economically, they favored the
development of co-operatives, land reform, free trade and the nationalization
of utilities and important natural resources.

Populist revolutions occurred in three countries, Venezuela, Bolivia and
Costa Rica. Venezuela's Accion Democratica, (AD) founded in 1941 by
Romulo Betancourt was the first populist group to come to power. The
Gomez dictatorship was overthrown by an insurrection in 1945 and the AD
came to power. When they attempted to pass an extensive agrarian reform
law, the military revolted and the country was placed under the dictatorship
of Gen. Perez Jimenez. A further insurrection in 1958 ov<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>