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socialist

movements, left came to mean greater emphasis on communitarianism and equality, on the state as an instrument of reform. The right,

linked to defensive establishments, has, particularly since World War II,
been identified with opposition to government intervention. The rise of

Green parties in Western Europe is merely one indication that the contest

between these two orientations has not ended. The United States, without

a viable Green party, appears as different from Western Europe as ever.
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