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Exam tips

Advice on key points in the text to help you learn and recall content, avoid pitfalls, and polish your exam technique in order to boost your grade.
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Knowledge check

Rapid-fire questions throughout the Content Guidance section to check your understanding.
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Knowledge check answers

Turn to the back of the book for the Knowledge check answers.

[image: ]




[image: ]

Summaries


•  Each core topic is rounded off by a bullet-list summary for quick-check reference of what you need to know.
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About this book

The aim of this Student Guide is to prepare students for the AQA A-level Paper 3, Political ideas. This paper comprises a third of the Politics A-level. It is therefore vital that you are familiar with and confident about all the three core ideologies and one optional ideology.

The Content Guidance section covers all the topics largely in the order in which they appear on the AQA A-level specification, beginning with 3.3.1.1 (liberalism) and going through to 3.3.2.5 (ecologism). You are strongly advised to have a copy of the specification to refer to as you go through the topics. The first three sections deal with the core ideologies of liberalism, conservatism and socialism. The remaining sections in the Content Guidance cover the optional ideologies: nationalism, feminism, multiculturalism, anarchism and ecologism.

You should use the Content Guidance to ensure you are familiar with all the key concepts and terms. Make sure you have a range of relevant examples you can quote in your answers, demonstrating that you are aware of the relative significance of these terms and concepts. Key terms to know and use in relevant answers are highlighted in green in the text and their definitions are given in the margin.

Section A questions require you not only to know the facts but also to analyse their significance. Section B is based around an extract from one of the core ideologies you will have studied and does not require you to make links with the other ideologies, but you will need to refer to the specified thinkers for that ideology. Section C is an essay-based question on the optional ideology you have studied. Again, you are expected to refer to that ideology and the thinkers identified in the specification, but you must also make some synoptic links with other political ideas or topics in your A-level Politics course. In summary, perhaps it is wise to view Paper 3 as the most ‘stand-alone’ unit of the AQA Politics course but nonetheless one where it is vital to make some reference to and show awareness of the other two papers, especially in Section C.

The Questions & Answers section is an opportunity to hone exam technique and to become familiar with the skills and structures that examiners are looking for in the three different parts of the exam. It is not possible to provide sample questions and answers for each section of the exam on every topic, so you need to be aware that any one of the core ideologies could be tested in Section B.

This guide cannot provide a full range of examples or go into full detail (particularly for the optional ideologies), so you should use it alongside other resources such as class notes and handouts, relevant articles from Politics Review, and the core textbook on political ideas by Neil McNaughton and Richard Kelly, published by Hodder Education.


Content Guidance

Core ideologies

Liberalism

Liberalism is the oldest of the three core ideologies and in its modern forms has been traced back to Martin Luther and the Protestant Reformation in the sixteenth century. Luther and his followers emphasised a central place for freedom and free will in their religious ideas, and while not overtly political, the movement they created had considerable influence on liberal political thinkers and writers such as Thomas Locke and John Stuart Mill. Early liberalism was also heavily influenced by political events, principally in England and America, as well as by the wider Enlightenment movement. It is also important to note that it has spawned several variants, most notably classical liberalism (which dominated until the late nineteenth century) and modern/new liberalism (which has largely dominated since then). Finally, be aware of some of the apparent tensions within liberalism. For example, liberals put a very high premium on individual freedom, but does that mean the state can ever force people to act against their will and/or conscience? Liberalism also embraces capitalism and private property rights, but how far should employers or industrialists be free to profit from their businesses, which can lead to a loss of freedom for others, such as the freedom of a worker not to be exploited or exposed to hazardous working practices?
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Exam tip

It is vital to remember from the start that liberalism as a political idea is separate from the political parties with similar names, e.g. the Liberal Democrats and their predecessor, the Liberal Party. Today, strands of liberal thought can be found in a range of parties, including the Conservatives and Labour, as well as the Liberal Democrats.
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You must also be aware that liberalism is a political idea that has evolved and developed over time. Thus, for early liberals, freedom was principally defined as an absence of external restrictions (such as having to belong to a particular religious denomination in order to hold political office), while later liberals saw freedom as requiring the intervention of others, for example the state, to enable the individual to flourish and develop. To take the modern-day topic of racial equality: an early liberal would say that all that needs to happen is for any formal legal racial barriers to be broken down for minority races to enjoy equality with the dominant race. Modern liberals, though, might concede that some degree of affirmative action might be necessary for this to occur, for example tackling unequal educational opportunities for racial minorities alongside the removal of formal barriers in areas such as employment and political rights.

Main beliefs and characteristics

In order to understand the basic ideas and beliefs that underpin liberalism, you need to understand what it says about the following:


•  debates over the nature of liberalism

•  freedom and the individual

•  human nature

•  the state

•  society

•  the economy



The debate over the nature of liberalism

There are two essential areas where liberals have disagreed to an extent. First, there is the role of the state. As we shall see, early or classical liberals saw a minimalist role for the state. They viewed major government intervention as impinging on the freedoms of the individual. Later liberals argued that a bigger and more active state was necessary if everyone was to have a fair chance at making the most of life’s opportunities.

The second major conflict is over diversity and toleration. There are liberals who put first the need to recognise, respect and then manage the fact that modern societies contain a wide range of views on issues that are irreconcilable. For them, a true liberal’s priority is to enable each person to express their individual views and visions as far as is humanly possible. Here they would make a distinction between privately held views and public policy. In essence, they would follow the French philosopher Voltaire’s words (probably misattributed): ‘I do not agree with what you say but I will defend to the death your right to say it.’ Truth is therefore ultimately subjective — what matters is that individuals must be free to express their views and not repress others who hold contrary viewpoints. In essence they were arguing for a free market of ideas and morality. The other ‘face’ of liberalism in this area is a more dogmatic approach which argues that there can be an overarching, rational consensus about what is right and good. Truth in some areas therefore can be objective. This brand of liberalism is thus more prescriptive and assertive, and renders some ideas as in themselves illiberal and unacceptable for a true liberal to hold even in private while respecting the rights of others to disagree with them. One contemporary example might be whether a liberal could in private hold the view that gay marriage is wrong, while not opposing its legalisation by the state. In short, can liberals ever be guilty of thought-crime?

Freedom and the individual

Liberals hold these truths to be self-evident: that the individual has supreme importance over everything else, such as loyalty to any social group (such as a socioeconomic class) or a collective body (for example, a religion or nation-state). As the liberal thinker J. S. Mill put it, ‘Over his own body and mind, the individual is sovereign.’ Also, liberals believe that each individual is unique and worthy of value and respect simply by virtue of their existence. Alongside this comes a high premium on freedom and free will. Human beings flourish and make best use of their talents when they are allowed to make (rational) choices, own possessions and property individually, and are given the maximum freedoms possible in terms of belief and conscience. Early liberals such as Mill also argued for an egotistical individualism with an inner (selfish?) desire by humankind to fulfil its potential and be independent, what is sometimes termed as ‘rugged individualism’, especially in twentieth-century America.

However, this is not to say that individuals are naturally inclined to act as ‘lone wolves’ and entirely detached individuals. Being selfish paradoxically involves a degree of self-restraint and cooperation with one’s fellow beings. Humankind naturally wants to live in peace and harmony, and to have their beliefs and rights respected by others in the community, albeit for selfish and individualistic reasons.

For example, in a classroom a student might selfishly (yet rightly) want to achieve the best possible marks and would desire the conditions where they are allowed to pursue that academic ambition, for instance the freedom to make their own choices over study methods. Yet they are also (at least in theory) aware of the need to work with others, for example sharing notes on a subject they find difficult, and they have a high level of self-interest in ensuring that the classroom atmosphere is purposeful and conducive to learning.

In summary, freedom for the liberal is to benefit the individual but involves some degree of cooperation and consent from others to enable that to happen. How much cooperation and consent is of course a matter of debate, as we shall see.

Human nature

Liberalism takes a fundamentally optimistic view of human nature. The argument is that through the power of reason, open and free debate and a measured discussion of views and opinions, society will progress and consensus will emerge. In large part this harks back to self-interest and a belief that everyone in society ultimately shares similar (and reasonable) goals. There is then no problem or challenge too great for human reason to overcome. Again, an example might be helpful here: as it is in everyone’s interest to live in a clean and environmentally sustainable planet, it stands to reason that everyone (even those involved in extracting and refining polluting fossil fuels) would seek to lower carbon emissions. Liberalism also embraces a high level of idealism.
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Knowledge check 1

Is liberalism opposed to religion/religious belief?
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This optimistic view of human nature contrasts with political beliefs structured around a God-ordained natural hierarchy such as the feudal system and an absolutist monarchy. It also differs from the pessimistic view of humanity espoused by thinkers often on the right wing of politics who are influenced by the notion of original sin. In certain schools of Christian thought, this emphasises the innate sinfulness of humanity, a concept often termed ‘total depravity’. Humans, being inherently sinful creatures, cannot save or help themselves; politically this means the need for a leader figure (e.g. Hobbes’ Leviathan) to save them from themselves. Liberalism also rejects the notion of fatalism — God/Allah wills it. By contrast, liberals believe that humans shape their own destiny, both individually and as a society. In summary, liberals believe that human nature is inherently:


•  rational and reasonable

•  capable of progress using the gift of reason

•  equipped to progress and develop, in an atmosphere of open debate and toleration

•  free of the need for an overarching, all-powerful authority figure
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Exam tip

The Political ideas specification requires you to have a broad understanding of the specified key thinkers’ ideas on human nature, the state, society and the economy — these thinkers are described in more detail in the key thinker boxes. When answering exam questions, aim to reference some of the specified thinkers in all your answers where you can.
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One area of difference among liberals over human nature is that classical liberals believed strongly that human beings are essentially self-seeking and self-reliant. The modern liberal view of human nature, by contrast, is more rounded, seeing humankind as more sociable and willing to pursue higher goals (such as education and artistic endeavour) collectively rather than as individual pleasure seekers.

Key liberal thinkers and their reflections on human nature

As noted above, all liberal thinkers embrace a positive view of human nature. This means that human beings can be entrusted with their own destiny. For the classical liberal John Locke, this entailed a belief in an original and positive ‘state of nature’ which pre-dated the state. In this state of nature existed certain inalienable and natural rights, laws and liberties, such as the right to own property and to live in peace. In order for the individual to flourish, therefore, the state needed to protect these basic rights, but otherwise should leave the individual alone to prosper and pursue their own interest.
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Key thinker

John Locke (1632–1704)

Locke is generally regarded as the father of modern, intellectual and philosophical liberalism. The original classical liberal, his main contribution to liberal thought was his work Two Treatises of Government (1690), which was written during a time of considerable political upheaval in England, including the 1688 Glorious Revolution.

The first treatise was a direct criticism of a work by Robert Filmer called Patriarcha, which sought to defend the divine right of kings. The second was Locke’s proposed solution to political problems. This text laid the foundation for modern forms of democracy and, indirectly and alongside other writings, for the Constitution of the United States.
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Later liberal writers, such as new liberals, felt that this idealistic



•  The belief that many women did not find true fulfilment in their role as a homemaker (or housewife), a sentiment she once termed ‘the problem that has no name’.

•  In The Feminine Mystique (1963) and elsewhere Friedan strongly criticised the resurgent post-war domestic ideology, namely that domestic bliss was all a woman needed to be satisfied: husband, children and domestic appliances. She attacked a society where women were often labelled as X’s husband or Y’s mother and therefore denied their individuality. She also exposed those whom she saw as responsible for perpetuating the myth: the media, mainstream arts and popular culture, advertising experts, Freudian psychologists and educators — something often termed ‘cultural channels’. Her critique of the romanticisation of domesticity partly led to the huge growth of feminism in the 1960s.

•  By attempting to live up to this myth, women became bored, frustrated and self-limiting in their aspirations and outlook, unable to fulfil their natural potential. For Friedan, feminism was not about an attack on men per se, or the repudiation of marriage and motherhood, but rather a desire to see family life and female fulfilment (primarily intellectual and emotional) reconciled and mutually respected. She strongly advocated better maternity and childcare benefits for working mothers.

•  Overall, her view of human nature remained fundamentally positive, but society needed to address gender inequality to enable all individuals, men and women alike, to flourish.
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The state
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Key liberal thinkers and their reflections on the state



•  The ‘true’ state was the product of human construction, not created by God and ruled over by an omnipotent monarch. The inhabitants of such a state were thus not obliged to obey their rulers in every situation. He therefore rejected all notion of the ‘divine right of kings’. People were citizens, not subjects. One of his key works begins with the observation that ‘slavery is so vile and miserable an estate of man’. For him, anyone who was a docile subject of their king was in effect a slave.

•  The ‘true state’ existed to benefit the interests of every individual within it and also required the consent of those it governed. A primary role of the state therefore was to uphold the freedoms and rights of its citizens. In essence, there was a contract between the rulers and the ruled — if the rulers broke the ‘contract’, then it was legitimate for the ruled to remove their rulers. This was how he justified the removal of James II in the 1688 Glorious Revolution, for example.

•  Locke believed that people voluntarily create societies and governments because government can provide certain things, such as protection and stability, that are missing from the state of nature (see the earlier point about how liberals viewed the state of nature).

•  Government should be limited and power within it dispersed. For example, those who make the law (Parliament in Britain and Congress in the USA) should be different people to those who enforce the law, namely judges, and the executive should never be more powerful than the legislature. The overwhelming aim was to avoid a tyrannical government that sought to remove natural rights. As Locke put it, ‘All this to be directed to no other end but the peace, safety, and public good of the people.’ Government must fundamentally act in the interests of the governed, or at least those in society with property. This is also termed the fiduciary power of government — it was there to serve its citizens, not the self-interest of the rulers.

•  When it came to the role of the state, Mill opposed paternalism or coercive action, which involved forcing people to undertake ‘good’ self-regarding vices. Mill argued that such actions should not be thought of as inherently immoral and legislated against when they do not harm others. To use a modern parallel, you should be allowed to fail your exams because you are lazy and have not properly revised (and not be punished for it). This is different from being penalised for cheating in an exam as that harms the chances of hardworking students achieving top results. We may think of characteristics that are offensive, foolish or humiliating for an individual, but that is a different matter and should not be legislated against, according to Mill.
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•  First, Green argued that the state had a key role in the self-development of individuals, above all those beset by poverty. In essence, he argued that the removal of poverty would lead to a fairer and more just society for all and that for such a change to be successful, the state had to get involved. He particularly promoted social reforms, including education, better housing and public health.

•  Green also reflected the new liberal shift in the definition of freedom from an essentially negative one to a positive one. As he put it in a lecture on political obligation, ‘To an Athenian slave, who might be used to gratify a master’s lust, it would have been a mockery to speak of the state as a realisation of freedom; and perhaps it would not be much less so to speak of it as such to an untaught and underfed denizen (resident) of a London yard.’ The state must work for all its citizens, especially the poorest in society, and not be content to see freedom as just an absence of formal restrictions. To be really free, an individual must be lifted out of the chains of poverty.

•  Green’s theory of liberty was (as noted above) positive. It was a positive power of doing or enjoying something. As Green put it, ‘When we speak of freedom … we mean a positive power or capacity of doing or enjoying something worth doing.’ Freedom was something to be enjoyed in common with others, and again the state should promote this.

•  He also saw a role for the state not only in fighting poverty but also in promoting moral improvement. People would desist from immoral and damaging behaviour such as drunkenness and prostitution if they were released from the prison of poverty. Again, the state could help, for example by restricting or even prohibiting the sale of alcohol.
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•  Social justice and equality of opportunity for all were vital goals for any state or society. The state should therefore be expanded (and taxes raised) to achieve these aims. The state needed to spend money on public health care and high-quality education so that true and meaningful equality of opportunity was available.

•  Justice equates to fairness. In order to justify this philosophically, Rawls created the term ‘the original position’ whereby individuals would be asked to create from scratch the basic principles of government/the state that free and rational citizens would agree to in a hypothetical situation of perfect equality. In order to ensure that the principles chosen were fair, Rawls conceived of a group of individuals who were ignorant of the social, economic and historical circumstances from which they came, as well as their basic values and goals, including their conception of what constituted a ‘good life’. This he termed ‘the veil of ignorance’. This got round the notion that even liberal-minded individuals might inherently bring bias and favouritism into their plans for an ideal society due to their gender, faith, talents etc.
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•  Each person would have an equal right to the most extensive basic liberty compatible with a similar liberty for others. Individual freedoms remained important.

•  Social and economic inequalities should be arranged so that they most benefited the least advantaged and so that offices and positions were open to all under conditions of fair equality of opportunity.
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Society
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Key liberal thinkers and their reflections on society



•  How far should there be diversity of private beliefs in society?

•  How can society (and the state) defend and develop individual freedom?

•  How can society be made to work for all its members?






•  Developing the notion of ‘negative freedom’: this entailed the view that freedom was essentially the absence of restraint and that the actions of one individual should be tolerated by everyone else unless it could be clearly shown that their actions could harm others. To take a modern-day example, the state should monitor and listen in to private phone conversations only if the police and security services have good grounds for believing that the individual is involved in or planning criminal activity.

•  A belief in ‘developmental freedom’, namely that humans should and could improve and develop their mental faculties: humans were capable of self-improvement, especially when exposed to education. Mill also believed that the pursuit of pleasure was entirely admirable, but that humankind might need guidance. Thus, an adult individual should be free to enjoy alcohol (provided they do not damage the property or tranquillity of others) — Mill opposed the temperance movement that sought to ban or tightly restrict the sale of alcohol — but they could enjoy it even better if they were aware of the health and personal economic consequences of excessive drinking. Mill therefore criticised hedonism and believed that there was a hierarchy of pleasures; the state should promote the more virtuous (intellectual) pleasures while merely tolerating the lower levels of harmless pleasure such as moderate alcohol consumption.

•  As a good liberal, though, Mill accepted that one person’s pleasure might not be another’s, so unless people were left free to pursue their different interests and ends, they missed out on happiness, which would be wrong. Individuality applies to the pursuit of pleasure, though there are limits — see the point below about other-regarding actions.

•  Mill also developed the utilitarian concept of the harm principle. Society may interfere with the part of the individual’s life that affects others in society: other-regarding actions (the opposite of self-regarding actions). Hence individual freedom has its limits, above all when it impacts on others. As an example: a citizen has the right to play loud music that could damage their own hearing, but they don’t have the right to impose it on others who are trying to get to sleep or prefer a different musical genre.

•  Mill’s approach to this state advancement of positive pleasures was expressed as follows: ‘A government cannot have too much of the kind of activity which does not impede, but aids and stimulates, individual exertion and development. The mischief begins when … it substitutes its own activity for theirs.’ The last phrase was a timely warning against governments becoming too powerful and intrusive.




[image: ]



[image: ]




[image: ]



[image: ]




[image: ]






[image: ]




[image: ]



[image: ]





•  Like many other liberals, she embraced the notion of developmental individualism but applied it to women as well as to men. Hence she was a strong advocate for greater educational opportunities for women, not least to save women from self-inflicted subjection to male stereotypes such as being fitted primarily only for marriage and motherhood. Women needed education so they could develop their innate powers of reason and logic.

•  Wollstonecraft’s views also addressed the fact that by ignoring half of the human race in its discussion of rights and freedoms, society itself was being impoverished by losing out on all that women could contribute.
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The economy



•  All liberals place a high value on the rights of private property, seeing them as existing alongside other individual freedoms. They also support the basic tenets of market capitalism, namely that private profit and some inequality in the distribution of wealth are both natural and acceptable. They also favour the principle of the free market in trade and business.

•  Classical liberals emphasised a much more laissez-faire or hands-off approach by the government. A key writer here was Adam Smith, whose work The Wealth of Nations (1776) embraced both the free market and what he termed the ‘invisible hand’ of market forces. For Smith and other free-market advocates such as David Ricardo, wealth would ‘trickle down’ from the wealthiest to the rest of the population. Governments therefore should not interfere in trade by, for example, imposing duties and tariffs on imports.

•  Classical liberals were also very keen on self-help and self-reliance. Writers such as Samuel Smiles (who wrote Self Help in 1859) argued that it would be counter-productive of the state to replace the individual in providing the resources to help them. Smiles feared it would lead to a situation we would nowadays term the ‘dependency syndrome’.

•  New liberals were much keener and ready to accept an active role for the state in regulating and managing the capitalist economy. They argued that in reality, most wealth was produced through communal rather than merely individual efforts, so therefore the state was entitled to ensure that wealth was used to benefit all in socially useful ways such as providing health care and pensions for the aged. They pointed out that the trickle-down effect had not solved the problems of widespread poverty seen in industrialised societies by the late nineteenth century.

•  New liberals expanded and revised the meaning of freedom to promote the concept known as social justice. Freedom was positive, not merely negative, in the sense that everyone had the right to be free from the potentially destructive and damaging effects of unfettered free-market capitalism. In his famous 1942 report, which was to pave the way for the creation of the British welfare state, William Beveridge identified the five ‘giant evils’ in society: squalor, ignorance, want, idleness and disease. For new liberals such as Green and Rawls, the state needed to intervene and tackle these problems directly. If that meant a bigger role for the state in expenditure and redirecting resources, that was a price well worth paying for mutual flourishing in a liberal society.



Key liberal thinkers and their reflections on the economy
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The difference between classical liberalism and modern liberalism


Areas of similarity and broad agreement


•  Freedom for all individuals is important.

•  Individualism is to be cherished and encouraged.

•  There should be respect and toleration for individual beliefs.

•  Society is important and, correctly organised, helps individuals to flourish.

•  Private property and free enterprise are the cornerstone of prosperous economic activity.

•  There should be free trade between and within nations.

•  Power in the state should be diluted, not concentrated, and exist only with the consent of the governed and within the rule of law.

•  The state should treat all individuals equally and fairly.

•  A hierarchical and absolutist state should be rejected.

•  Class-based politics and the notion of the class struggle should also be rejected.

•  There should be an optimistic view of human nature and progress.

•  Human beings and societies should be guided by reason and logic, not fear, tradition or superstition.

•  Problems confronting societies are fundamentally solvable.
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Areas of divergence and disagreement



	Examples of key thinkers and writers
	Classical liberalism
	Modern liberalism



	NB John Stuart Mill is often viewed as a transitional figure between old and new liberalism
	John Locke, Adam Smith, Voltaire, Samuel Smiles and Mary Wollstonecraft.
	John Rawls, Thomas Hill Green, John Hobson, John Maynard Keynes and Betty Friedan.



	Human nature
	Humans develop best when largely left alone by the state. Egotistical self-interest prevails.
	Humans are not just selfish pleasure seekers but seek other goals too, such as education. In many areas they will naturally work collectively.



	Role of the state
	Minimalist — the state must be kept as small as possible. A ‘night-watchman’ function primarily with only a small involvement in people’s lives. Self-help is the key quality for citizens to embrace.
	More activist — an interventionist state can help less fortunate citizens to make best use of their inherent talents and gifts and thus flourish in society. Self-help will not work for all members of the state.



	Taxation
	Keep low: low taxes mean a small state and greater incentives/protection for private profit.
	Higher taxation for the richest may be desirable to fund necessary social reforms.



	Poverty
	The poor are poor fundamentally because they are lazy and do not help themselves.
	Only some of the poor are poor due to negative moral qualities such as laziness; many are poor because they are not given a fair chance to help themselves in the first place. Better schools, hospitals, etc. will help remedy poverty in the longer term.



	Freedom/liberty
	An essentially negative view.
	An essentially positive view.



	Democracy
	Favoured a limited property-owning electorate.
	Favoured a mass (hopefully educated) democracy but some fear of the ‘tyranny of the majority’.



	Political policies that reflect their ideas in practice
	The 1834 Poor Law Amendment Act: those without work should live in workhouses in conditions ‘less eligible’ than those in work. The deregulation of public buses in 1985, allowing private business rather than local councils to run bus services.
	The introduction of state-funded old-age pensions for the poorest in 1908.
The creation of the welfare state (e.g. the NHS) from 1945–50 to improve health and social care for everyone in society.



	Politicians who reflected some of the values of this style of liberalism when in power
	Margaret Thatcher, Conservative prime minister 1979–90. Thatcher favoured ‘rolling back the frontiers of the state’, for example by privatising many state-owned industries and returning them to the private sector.
	Tony Blair, Labour prime minister 1997–2007. Blair and ‘New Labour’ often referred to the ‘third way’ — neither the old-fashioned socialism associated with nationalisation nor largely unregulated free-market capitalism. The introduction of a national minimum wage is a prime example of state intervention designed to enable the free market to work more fairly.
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•  What liberals believe about human nature, the state of nature and the role of the state.

•  The importance liberals place on individual freedom but also how the definition of freedom has altered over time.

•  Liberal attitudes towards capitalism and the private ownership of property and business.

•  The key differences between old and new liberalism.

•  The main ideas and contributions of the specified thinkers to the development and formulation of liberalism in the areas of human nature, the state, society and the economy.
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Conservatism



•  A high value placed on tradition and continuity.

•  Preference for tried and trusted approaches to problems where possible — ‘If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it.’

•  Scepticism of so-called rational and ‘scientific’ solutions to societal problems.

•  An acceptance of change, but a desire to manage and adapt such change so that it builds upon and adapts existing structures and institutions rather than overthrowing them. Change should come only when necessary to preserve and conserve core values such as property rights and political stability. ‘Reform that you may preserve’ sums up this approach well.

•  An organic view of society rather than a highly individualistic one.

•  A belief that human nature is flawed — people are capable of both good and bad.

•  Societies need strong governments to preserve order and provide peace and stability.

•  Certain long-established institutions, such as the church, monarchy and certain political bodies, can play a key part in preserving stability and order.

•  A tendency towards anti-permissiveness in personal morality. For example, the traditional nuclear family is not just seen as one lifestyle option to be freely chosen but rather as a natural guarantor of social stability and the best environment in which to raise children. Thus it should be positively embraced and defended by governments.





•  private ownership of property and possessions

•  the capitalist economic system

•  a duty to help the poorest in society, though perhaps more through voluntary effort motivated by self-interested paternalism than significant redistribution of wealth undertaken by the state via progressive taxation

•  a desire to create a stable and prosperous state, although the approach and ways to achieve that are somewhat different





•  A political idea that has developed and changed over time as a result both of political events and the contributions of various thinkers and writers.

•  A political idea that contains significant divisions within it. In conservatism, this is particularly marked in contrasting attitudes to the free market, social issues and the primacy or otherwise of the nation-state.




Main beliefs and characteristics



•  the debate over whether it is actually a political ideology at all, and the different types of conservatism such as one-nation conservatism and the New Right

•  government, the free market and the individual

•  human nature

•  the state

•  society

•  the economy



The debate about the nature of conservatism

Is it actually a coherent political idea in the first place?



•  It developed primarily as a reaction against the upheaval and disorder caused by the 1789 French Revolution, and the challenges and changes of the Industrial Revolution.

•  The French Revolution, with its emphasis on abstract ideas and principles and plans to re-model society, in reality led to misery, chaos and violence.

•  The Industrial Revolution in Britain led to a shift in power away from the rural landowning elite. It also created a more urban society with a growing middle class, and ultimately contributed to a growth in democracy.

•  Conservatives were just reacting against both these developments and seeking to preserve power and authority as best they could. Conservatism was therefore not much more than resistance to unwelcome change.

•  Some would argue that the lack of any notion of progress or development makes it a non-ideology.

•  The lack of fixed principles and a stress on flexibility and improvisation also suggest a lack of ideological coherence.
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Traditional conservatism
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The New Right



•  Belief in a small state — the state needed to shrink and become less involved in people’s lives. In this sense (and some others) it drew upon neo-liberal ideas. Individuals should become more responsible for their own destiny.

•  The state should be less involved in the economy and industry. State-owned industries should be sold off (privatised) and a more private sector approach brought into remaining public services such as the NHS.

•  Economically, the New Right strongly favoured the free market, as did early liberals, and opposed centralised state control. They argued that this promoted efficiency, cut out waste and enabled individual choice.

•  Socially, the New Right is more divided, with some favouring a return to more traditional moral values — a neo-conservative position — and others taking a more liberal/libertarian stance on social issues — a neo-liberal position emphasising individual choice and essentially a privatised morality.
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Government, the free market and the individual



•  Government is crucial to preserving order and stability, but as noted above, conservatives are less agreed about how far it should interfere in the private lives of individuals. Ideally, government should be as small and restricted as possible, although it must also take very seriously the defence and preservation of the nation-state. Most conservatives also value the notion of the sovereign nation-state, portraying themselves as the patriotic or national party. Governments are there to protect and promote the nation-state. Many conservatives are thus wary of supra-national bodies such as the EU or international commitments.

•  The free market (and by extension private property and a capitalist economic system) is vital for a thriving and prosperous economy. The resulting inequality in wealth is acceptable and inevitable, though more paternalist and one-nation conservatives would emphasise the duties and responsibilities of the better-off to look after the less fortunate. Neo-liberal conservatives would focus more on the need for individuals to help themselves and to strive and work harder. It is the role of governments to promote the free market, for example by selling off state-owned industries and opposing socialist notions of nationalisation. Only the free market can really boost trade and production, which in turn boosts prosperity. This can induce some tensions though — most British conservatives strongly support the idea of the European single market as an economic model, but some are far less happy about the wider impact that has, such as membership of the EU and conforming to laws and regulations made outside Britain.

•  All conservatives support the notion that freedom and choice are important for individuals when it comes to economics, but also accept there will often be limits on that freedom in other areas in order to protect the state and to preserve stability. Most conservatives adopt a relatively tough stance on law and order, supporting the use of longer prison sentences in order to protect society as a whole from harm. Traditional conservatives (especially in the USA) might support the death penalty as the ultimate sanction of the state against the ‘worst’ individuals in society. More liberal or progressive conservatives would disagree with the notion that the state has the right to take the life of its own citizens.

•  Individual freedoms and rights matter, but given an organic rather than an atomistic view of society, greater weight is often placed on the interests and preservation of society as a whole.



Human nature
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Key conservative thinkers and their reflections on human nature
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The state


Key conservative thinkers and their reflections on the state


•  For Hobbes, the state is based on a contract between the people and the ruler (in some ways similar to Locke’s contract theory and the principle of the consent of the governed), but with the outcome that the ruler must be virtually all-powerful rather than limited. Only thus can human nature be constrained, and safety and security guaranteed.

•  For a conservative thinker such as Burke, the state is intrinsically natural and organic, and not based on a contract. There is a natural (for Burke, aristocratic) hierarchy who are naturally suited by virtue of their background and upbringing to rule in the interests of all. What went wrong in France was that the ruling elite neglected the interests of the ruled, with disastrous consequences for all. In essence, this view of the state favours a benevolent or paternalistic view. The state has an obligation to look after the less fortunate or ‘less well born’ in society via moderate social reform, without of course wholesale redistribution of wealth that would threaten the dominance of the ruling class. Duty, public service and sacrifice should be the hallmarks of the ruling class, not self-indulgence and selfishness.

•  Burke also argued for a state that was based on multiple small communities, his ‘little platoons’. Only in such accessible and intimate communities could individuals begin to grow in their affection and loyalty to the national state. Huge, distant and centralised structures could never undertake the benevolent, paternalist functions Burke envisaged for the state.

•  For thinkers such as Rand and Nozick, the state should be small and limited. For Rand, law, order and national security should be the primary concerns of the state. Nozick saw the state as very much the procurer and not provider of public services. Its function was to secure the best deal for taxpayers when it came to delivering public services. Large state institutions were unwieldy and inefficient and needed to be broken up and outsourced to private contractors. Nozick also rejected the idea that justice or fairness could or should be achieved by high levels of state intervention. He rejected Rawls’ concept of social justice in favour of natural justice. He also felt that taxation by the state was a form of ‘legalised theft’ as it was taking away the wealth created by the individual and redistributing it to those who did not necessarily deserve it. Redistributive policies by the state at their worst can reduce the individual to the status of a slave, serving the collectivist goals of the master state.
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Society



Key conservative thinkers and their reflections on society


•  For Thomas Hobbes, society was not even possible until order and stability was present, which required obedience and loyalty to a higher authority.

•  Edmund Burke strongly favoured an organic view of society with its natural hierarchy and those at the top exercising power responsibly and in the interests of all society’s members. He also favoured the flourishing of the ‘little platoons’, small and well-connected local communities.

•  For Michael Oakeshott, the main emphasis was that society should reject untried theories and attempts at social engineering in favour of pragmatism and flexibility. Again, he embraced an essentially organic yet sceptical view of society and its ability by itself to further human progress, prosperity and contentment. As he commented, ‘Present laughter over utopian bliss’, so jam today, not the promise of caviar tomorrow! He also argued that a truly conservative society should merely strive to ‘stay afloat’ rather than (to continue the metaphor) attempt to cross a vast and dangerous ocean in pursuit of a faraway paradise, however appealing. His take on society, and that of conservatives in general, is either refreshingly realistic or depressingly underwhelming in its vision depending on your viewpoint. Some commentators have seen conservatism as ‘intellectually modest’ in contrast to liberalism and socialism. Again, its defenders would agree and simply add that societies should deal with people as they are rather than how an idealist would like them to be.

•  Ayn Rand took a very different view, seeing society as essentially atomistic and the mere sum of all its individuals. Society had no right to place undue restrictions or burdens on its inhabitants. Private rights and freedoms must be protected as far as possible. This represented a direct challenge to the organic view of society held by traditional conservatives.
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The economy



•  Private property is inherently good and beneficial. Conservatives support the notion of the ‘sanctity of private property’ — a view shared by the classical liberals. It provides an individual with security and also means that they respect the private property rights of others. In other words, I won’t walk across your carefully manicured lawn and I don’t expect you to park on my private driveway. It is thus a way of encouraging discipline and order in society as a whole. All owners of private property are in that sense ‘stakeholders’ in society.

•  Free-market capitalism is the efficient and productive way of creating wealth. It links in with human nature: we naturally work harder if we know we will benefit personally from any reward or profit. Greed, if not always good, is at least a natural and a realistic aspect of human nature and should be embraced (and perhaps tamed a bit) rather than challenged and suppressed. Again, realism or pragmatism should prevail over idealism.
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Key conservative thinkers and their reflections on the economy


•  For Hobbes, the starting point for any stable and flourishing economy must be the security and order guaranteed by a very powerful central authority. The economy cannot prosper in a state of anarchy.

•  Burke stressed the need for private property rights to be respected and that it was the duty of the state to protect and defend private ownership from revolutionary ideas that would otherwise disastrously damage the fabric of the economy. His views on the economy are partly found in his memorandum Thoughts and Details on Scarcity (1795). Here he argued that it was not the government’s responsibility to provide for the necessities of life. Private charity (paternalism) rather than state aid should help alleviate suffering. Like later conservatives, he favoured the free market over state intervention, and indeed the memo itself may well have been produced in response to a proposal by another MP to allow magistrates to set minimum wages for agricultural labourers. For Burke and others, such a move would represent an unwarranted interference with the laws of the free market.

•  Oakeshott saw markets as volatile and unpredictable, but was still a staunch defender of private property as a guarantor of wider freedoms. In his paper The Political Economy of Freedom (1949), for example, he argued that power must be diffused and that as property represented a form of power, its distribution must also therefore be widespread and not monopolised by the few, including perhaps above all by the government. The concept of a ‘property-owning democracy’ can be clearly seen here. A society will be free when property ownership is widespread and not controlled by the state. As Oakeshott put it, ‘The institution of property most favourable to liberty is, unquestionably, a right to private property least qualified by arbitrary limits and exclusions.’

•  New Right thinkers such as Rand and Nozick argued even more powerfully in defence of the supremacy of free-market individual capitalism. Rand saw such unfettered capitalism as a prime form of ‘objectivist individualism’ from which the state should keep well away and not interfere with. State collectivism was to be deplored and never welcomed. The seizure of her middle-class Russian father’s property during the Russian Revolution undoubtedly shaped her thinking here. Robert Nozick likewise was damning of any attempts by the state to disrupt free-market capitalism. As mentioned already, he saw taxation as theft and any actions by the state to reallocate wealth as an end in itself as profoundly immoral.
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Areas of divergence and disagreement among conservative thinkers



	Examples of key thinkers and writers
	Traditional conservatives
	The New Right



	NB Michael Oakeshott is in many ways a blend of both the old and new right
	Edmund Burke and in some ways Hobbes, one-nation conservative thinkers and politicians such as Benjamin Disraeli and Sir Ian Gilmour.
	Ayn Rand and Robert Nozick.



	Human nature
	Human nature is intrinsically corrupted and needs order and discipline imposed from above.
	A more positive view of human nature. In the right conditions, e.g. a society dominated by free-market economic ideas and individual freedom, humankind will flourish and find enjoyment and purpose.



	Role of the state
	While it should not dominate people’s lives, the state does have a role to ensure no one is left too far behind, via moderate social reforms and some degree of progressive taxation.
	The state should be as small as possible and restrict itself to those functions that cannot be undertaken by lone individuals, such as the administration of justice, maintaining law and order, and national defence.



	Tradition
	Very important; old and ancient institutions have stood the test of time and should be revered and gently reformed where necessary. In a changing world they can provide strength and stability.
	Tradition should not be valued or respected for its own sake. Old ways and practices should be changed if, for example, they interfere with the free market or personal freedoms.



	Social issues
	Traditional values often reflecting Judaeo-Christian teaching are to be preferred to dangerous libertine permissiveness. Humankind often needs to be guided as to where its best interests and fulfilment truly lie. Marriage and heterosexuality are seen as the default and preferred positions, and the state should promote such values. Socially authoritarian.
	Individual freedom and rights must prevail. The state should not try to enforce certain moral codes or values on its citizens. Where they do not affect others, lifestyle choices are a matter of private choice and preference. Socially liberally and permissive.



	View of society
	Essentially paternalist and organic.
	Fundamentally individualistic and atomistic.



	The place of the free market in the economy
	Free-market capitalism has its benefits but also needs regulation so that social cohesion is maintained and inequality does not threaten to undermine the state. Moderate social reforms and regulation of the market might be necessary to stave off the dangers of dangerously radical and rival ideologies such as socialism and communism.
	The free market should be unregulated as this is the best way to generate wealth and promote productivity. Most individuals will eventually discover that their interests are best served by participating in a free-market economy. A market heavily regulated or controlled by the state will hinder freedom and create a dependency/slave-like existence.



	The importance of ideology
	Generally sceptical; essentially pragmatic approach to government and politics. What is best is what works.
	Much more dogmatic, strong moral attachment to the small state and the free market.
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•  The arguments for and against seeing conservatism as a coherent political idea.

•  What conservatives believe about human nature, the state of nature and the role of the state.

•  The key differences between traditional conservatism and the New Right.

•  The main ideas and contributions of the specified thinkers to the development and formulation of conservatism in the areas of human nature, the state, society and the economy.
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Socialism


Main beliefs and characteristics



•  the debate over the nature of socialism, in particular how a socialist state should come about and the extent to which it can co-exist with capitalism

•  Marxism, the class analysis and the fundamental goals of socialism

•  the difference between revolutionary socialism and social democracy

•  human nature

•  the state

•  society

•  the economy
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Core common values and beliefs of socialism


•  Socialism emerged out of the experiences of both the Enlightenment and the growth of modern capitalism seen during the Industrial Revolution. Its origins in essence lie in the early nineteenth century.

•  Socialism is primarily focused on economics and the distribution of resources. Here there is a clear contrast with liberalism, which starts off emphasising personal freedom and belief, and conservatism (at least of the traditional variety) with its stress on the nation-state. For socialists, freedom is all about fair access to resources and is not a negative concept, i.e. the desire simply to be left alone by the state.

•  For the socialist, equality and fairness are paramount. Material goods and public services should essentially be distributed on the basis of genuine need, not greed or even individual gifts.

•  Socialists also value collectivism and cooperation, and believe that society is fairer and better when individuals work together rather than competitively. Common ownership (nationalisation) and a big state are often seen as ways to promote such values. The rampant individualism often dominant in much of liberal and conservative thinking is generally seen to produce aggressive competition and greater inequalities.

•  All socialists therefore favour a central and powerful role for the state as the forum where wealth is redistributed and public services such as health and education are provided. Socialists are statist. Far from having a passive, ‘light touch’ role, the state is crucial to ensuring equality and fairness for all. This contrasts sharply with anarchism, which on principle is fundamentally opposed to centralised state authority. Note, though, that some socialists such as Marx did argue that eventually the state would ‘wither away’. However, this would be at some distant point in the evolutionary future. Like the driverless car, the driverless state is still some way off.

•  In addition, socialism is about protest and change. As noted, its origins stem from the Industrial Revolution and the fact that, despite the greater productivity and efficiency that factories and machinery brought about, the benefits were ill distributed. The vast proportion of this greater output went into the pockets of the few, not the many — factory owners and shareholders, not the workers. To use the slogan from the 2017 Labour manifesto, socialism seeks to create a society that works for ‘the many not the few’. Incidentally, this phrase was used earlier in 1997 by Tony Blair, who in his first speech as prime minister said he wanted to create a society with ‘a world-class education system in which education is not the privilege of the few but the right of the many in our country’. Both traditional socialists (such as some of those behind the 2017 Labour Party manifesto) and New Labour politicians would agree that society needs to be and can be reformed in a more equitable fashion. Change and reform, and for some even revolution, are desired and desirable aims. There is little of the caution or pragmatism that characterise much conservative thought, nor the high value that conservatives and liberals place on private property and individualism. Socialism is fundamentally a response and a challenge to unfettered free-market capitalism.

•  There is also a strong sense of categorising humanity by class, wealth and political attitude. Put simply, there are those (the greedy and selfish few, the bourgeoisie and upper classes) who exploit and effectively rob the masses — the working class or proletariat.

•  Finally, socialism is an optimistic, progressive and idealistic set of political ideas. It anticipates a perfect society or utopia, or at least the theoretical possibility of working together to build one. Whether religious or not (and socialists can be either militant atheists or devout people of religious faith), they all seek to build a ‘heaven on earth’.




The debate about the nature of socialism

How should a socialist society come about?
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Can socialism co-exist with capitalism?




Marxism, the class analysis and the fundamental goals of socialism



•  History was determined by a series of struggles and clashes and so comprised a number of stages, such as slave-based, feudal, capitalist and socialist, before culminating in a truly communist society. These economic stages in history were termed historical materialism.

•  Human beings were primarily motivated and defined by their economic situation and the dominant economic system of the time. As the majority were being exploited and robbed of the ‘full fruits of their labour’, it was vital that a sense of class consciousness was created.

•  Class consciousness would in turn create a sense of alienation and lead to the momentum and desire for radical change as awareness grew that the system was irrevocably flawed and unfair.

•  This class-based analysis of history and society (based around economics) meant that Marxists saw other loyalties (such as to one’s religious faith or country — nationalism/patriotism) as essentially ‘tricks’ by the ruling elites to hoodwink the masses into conformity and obedience. They were in effect distracting the workers from the goal of worldwide revolution. This explains why classic Marxism tends to be strongly atheist and internationalist in its outlook.

•  The growing sophistication of capitalism was nevertheless sowing its own seeds of destruction. In an urbanised industrial economy, it was argued, capitalism would ultimately become unsustainable as it would produce an exploited and thus alienated workforce (the urban proletariat) which if imbued with enough of a sense of class consciousness would rise up and overthrow the capitalist elite and exploiters.

•  In order to promote this class consciousness vital to a successful revolution, the masses needed to be educated by committed Marxists, hence a key role for the revolutionary party such as Lenin’s Bolsheviks. Such a party might take power in the name of the people and impose its own dictatorship (the dictatorship of the proletariat) in order to eliminate all opposition (counter-revolutionaries) and to re-educate the masses to think and act in a communist manner. The communist ‘omelette’ might involve ‘breaking some eggs’ (i.e. a period of strict and harsh rule) but would be worth it in the end.
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The difference between revolutionary socialism and social democracy
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	Revolutionary socialism
	Social democracy



	Method of achieving a socialist society
	Violent and bloody revolution is vital, as seen for example with Russia in 1917 and China in 1949.
	A socialist society can be achieved peacefully and gradually without resorting to violence.



	Views on democracy and fighting elections
	Unnecessary and unhelpful. Democracy is another ‘trick’ by the ruling classes, like religion and nationalism, to frustrate and subvert the masses from achieving equality and thus true (socialist) democracy. Revolution is the only way to achieve a victory for socialism.
	Socialist parties should fight and aim to win democratic elections. By effective campaigning and explanation, people will come to accept the case for socialism. This will especially be the case as everyone gets the vote — universal suffrage. Revolution is unnecessary and probably counter-productive.



	Timescale
	Can be rapid if violent.
	Gradual and evolutionary.



	How to persuade and convince people of the case for socialism
	The masses may not all understand at first the benefits of socialism. They will therefore need a period of forced re-education in an authoritarian regime — for example, the dictatorship of the proletariat in Marxist terminology.
	In power, socialist governments will adopt policies such as wealth redistribution via progressive taxation that will make clear to all the benefits of socialism.



	Examples in practice
	Russian and Chinese revolutions
	The British Labour Party, the Swedish Social Democratic Party



	Key thinkers
	Marx, Engels and Luxemburg
	Webb and Crosland
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Human nature


Key socialist thinkers and their reflections on human nature


•  For Marx and Engels, human nature is inherently collective and collaborative, as seen for example in primitive non-capitalist societies, but as noted above has become indelibly corrupted by capitalism. Therefore a revolution is needed to remove this contamination and ‘false consciousness’ in favour of class consciousness and true socialist values. A degree of coercion will be necessary for most to re-adjust human nature back to its original, uncontaminated position.

•  Rosa Luxemburg shared much of the thinking of Marx and Engels, but was more optimistic about the ability of the working class to bring about its own salvation from the evils of capitalism. She believed there was enough potential for fraternity and altruism among the working classes for change to occur without an elite revolutionary party seizing control first in the name of the people and leading to a dictatorship of the proletariat. Human beings and their nature were less corrupted by capitalist values than Marx and Lenin reckoned.

•  Gradualist thinkers such as the Fabian Beatrice Webb argued that violent revolution would only damage and worsen the human mind still further. Human nature already damaged by capitalism would be hurt even more by revolutionary socialism. Gently and gradually, humanity needed to be led back to its original cooperative state of mind.

•  Revisionist socialists such as Crosland argued that human nature possessed an inherent sense of fairness and what is just. There was a natural dislike of wealth inequality which needed to be harnessed and deployed into support for democratic and parliamentary socialism.

•  Advocates of the third way such as Giddens argue that human nature, having changed over time, was more complex than conventional or more traditional socialists might assume. The challenge therefore was to balance the residual sense of injustice over wealth inequality with a desire for individual advancement and ambition. Human nature must be viewed positively but alongside a dose of reality.
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•  A middle way should be taken in the nature versus nurture debate about what most influences an individual. Rather than seeing the debate as an either/or one, Giddens argues that both forces exert an influence and that we need to accept, understand and reconcile this tension, a theory often termed structuration. Although this is about sociology rather than politics, Giddens adopts the same approach to politics and again attempts to reconcile or triangulate the twin influences of neo-liberal economics and social democracy’s view of society. It has also been dubbed the radical centre.

•  The challenge for modern societies is to embrace the best of neo-liberalism, such as its favourable economic outcomes and impact on individual prosperity, with the justice and fairness principles of social democracy. He does not deny that free-market economics has been very good by and large at empowering the individual economically and liberating for individuals — it is not the bogey that Marxists warned you about. But equally, modern capitalism has also fragmented communities, for example the decline of heavy industries left many individuals without a clear identity or sense of community. Such a process ironically meant that the fragmentation or individualisation of society actually produced less proper individualism as it made citizens more liable to influence by the cultural and political elites. The state therefore should intervene more, not to try to manage the economy and industry but instead to invest heavily in the infrastructure and public services, especially education.
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The state


Key socialist thinkers and their reflections on the state


•  Marx and Engels viewed the existing (liberal-bourgeois) state as fundamentally corrupted and exploitative. Run by and for the capitalist classes, it was incapable of reform and needed to be destroyed via revolution and then rebuilt along socialist lines and values such as state ownership and control of all aspects of industry and business.

•  Rosa Luxemburg shared the Marxist belief that the existing state must be overthrown by revolution, but argued that the replacement state should be a democracy with individual freedoms such as free speech preserved. She also favoured mass strikes as the means to achieve the revolution rather than an armed uprising.

•  Beatrice Webb saw the state as having a key role in gradually transforming society into one based on socialism. She (along with her husband Sidney Webb) believed in the ‘inevitability of gradualism’. This entailed the belief that over time and by parliamentary and peaceful means socialism would triumph over capitalism. If socialists ‘permeated’ the state and its institutions such as local government, change could take place, for example in the approach taken to the relief of poverty. The state did not need to be overthrown but to be changed from within and expanded. This represents an evolutionary as opposed to revolutionary approach to transforming the state.
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•  Anthony Crosland believed that democratic socialist governments such as the post-war Attlee government could make changes radical enough to help create a fairer society based on socialist principles.

•  For Anthony Giddens, like Webb and Crosland, the emphasis was on making the existing state work better. This could come about by greater democratic decision making at a local level (decentralisation) and by encouraging greater political participation. The state should also invest more heavily in public services such as transport and education where free-market capitalism had its limitations. Day-to-day management and ownership of business was not the job of the state.



Society
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Key socialist thinkers and their reflections on society


•  For Marx and Engels, society is dominated by class interests and conflicts. Only in a truly communist society will society be fair and equal. This will require high levels of intervention by a centralised, all-powerful state in the first instance.

•  Luxemburg also argued that capitalist societies are dominated by class and that society needs to be drastically remodelled, but alternative (and far better) societies do exist within working-class communities and these need to form the basis for a new and fairer society.

•  Webb saw capitalist societies as creating poverty and inequality, and rejected paternalism and voluntary charitable endeavour as ways of dealing with this situation. Her approach was that society, via the state, needed to focus its efforts on the root causes of poverty which required peaceful and gradual change.

•  Crosland, while agreeing that society needed to be fairer and more just, queried the traditional sharp class divides as defined by Marx and Engels. In a more developed and complex industrialised society, it was too simplistic to view society as being comprised of employers and workers, ‘them and us’. With new classes of managers and bureaucrats emerging who did not fit into conventional class categories, a more nuanced approach to society’s problems was required. Crosland focused especially on education and the alleged benefits of a comprehensive as opposed to a selective system of secondary schooling.

•  Giddens, like Crosland, sees society as more complex than earlier socialists. With the growth of embourgeoisement, those advocating a more equal society should work with forces such as free-market economics and individualism, and not try to deny or eliminate them. Pragmatism must prevail over principle and theory.



The economy



•  Progressive taxation (i.e. where the rich pay proportionately more) is crucial to wealth redistribution and funding public services for all, such as health and education.

•  Provision by the state of decent welfare benefits and proper protection for workers (e.g. a minimum wage and the right to join trade unions) so as to promote a fairer society and to ensure the poorest are not left behind.

•  As a result of the above two points, socialists tend to support high levels of public spending for the purposes of the common good.

•  A degree of state ownership or at the very least of state regulation in key sectors of the economy. Many traditional socialists support nationalisation especially of core industries such as transport, steel making and energy production.

•  The notion of a collectivist economy, in other words an economy that sets as its primary goal the good and wellbeing of all its citizens regardless of birth, gender, race, etc. The socialist economy will be inclusive and stress cooperation and mutuality, not cut-throat competition which can often result in volatility and cyclical unemployment.
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Key socialist thinkers and their reflections on the economy


•  Marx and Engels from their traditional revolutionary socialist position favoured an economy where the entire means of production are owned by the state for the benefit of all. Capitalist economics must be rejected in favour of proper socialism.

•  For Luxemburg too, capitalism must be overthrown and control of the economy handed over to the workers. She viewed capitalism not as eternal but merely a transitory phase. Eventually a true understanding of economics would become a ‘weapon in the revolutionary class struggle waged for the emancipation of the proletariat’.
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•  Webb believed that the inefficient and chaotic capitalist economy would gradually and peacefully be replaced by one where the state owned most of industry and was thus able to distribute any ‘surplus’ not as private profit but as public services for all and by paying higher wages.

•  Crosland preferred a mixed economy with limited state ownership where capitalist Keynesian economics would generate sufficient taxed profits to enable higher public spending necessary to achieve greater equality in society.

•  Giddens valued a neo-liberal economy with high levels of deregulation and private ownership that would be efficient and profitable enough to generate high tax revenues for the government, which in turn would finance a huge growth in public spending to ensure greater equality of opportunity.
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•  The core beliefs and values common to all socialists.

•  The key divisions among socialists, especially between fundamentalist socialists and revisionist socialists.

•  What Marxism is and how the class system fits into its analysis of society and history.

•  The key differences between revolutionary socialism and social democracy.

•  The main ideas and contributions of the specified thinkers to the development and formulation of socialism in the areas of human nature, the state, society and the economy.
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Optional ideologies


Nationalism



State nationalism



•  It can reflect what is often termed ‘chauvinist nationalism’, the belief that a particular nation (which often links to race) is superior to other nations and cultures. Such an approach was seen with Hitler’s vision and programme for Nazi Germany: expansionist, aggressive and fundamentally racist, leading to the twin and intertwined evils of the Second World War and the Holocaust.

•  Less extreme is what is sometimes termed ‘conservative nationalism’, an approach that emphasises the traditional culture, values and beliefs of a particular nation. It tends towards the insular and backward-looking, with an emphasis on continuity and an organic national culture. For example, many French nationalists (and not just those supporting the Front National) would argue that the tradition of laïcité means that Muslim women in contemporary France should not wear the full veil or even a headscarf in public, or at least in public institutions such as state schools, as it contradicts traditional French values.

•  There is also a more moderate approach known as ‘liberal nationalism’, which is perhaps the earliest type of nationalism and focused on the liberation of a people group from an oppressive (often foreign) ruler and the right of a free people to form a sovereign nation-state. Their vision is for a stable world comprised of autonomous nation-states, happily cooperating with each other.



Minority nationalism



•  It can be straightforward and not necessarily violent political campaigning, for example by the Welsh and Scottish nationalist parties in Britain, or the non-violent approach of Gandhi and his followers for an independent India. Equally, it can take the form of violent armed struggles, often as guerrilla wars or terrorism, as seen with ETA in the Basque lands or the Provisional IRA in Ireland.

•  Interestingly, it can sometimes link in with Marxism. As you should already know, this is somewhat paradoxical as Marxism is fundamentally internationalist and opposed to nationalism. Yet in reality, many anti-colonial groups in Africa and elsewhere were inspired by political Marxism. The reason for this was that often the enemy could be portrayed as both imperialist and capitalist. Thus Castro’s communist-inspired revolutionary movement embodied both an anti-American (and therefore nationalist Cuban) message and a more internationalist communist world view.
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•  The will of the people must be sovereign — the ‘national will’. The sovereignty and will of the people must always prevail, even if that means the destruction of ancient institutions such as an autocratic and unyielding monarchy. Inhabitants of a land should be equal citizens, not subjects.

•  The need for social cohesion within a society and a shared set of cultural and civic values. This links in with the notion of a ‘civic religion’.

•  He entertained a positive view of human nature but felt it had become corrupted by the oppression and degradation that traditional hierarchies and societies had created. The need therefore was to build a new society based on equality and democracy that could exercise the national will. In his often quoted phrase, ‘Men were free but everywhere in chains.’ For Rousseau, freedom could come about only in an independent state where the national will and the common good prevailed; humanity should offer up their loyalty to such a state while being fully involved in its direct running.






•  Individuals should find value and meaning primarily in their national culture, especially their language. He implored, for example, his fellow Germans not to slavishly imitate the French and urged them to develop their own literary and cultural identity. Rather forcefully, in his 1772 work Treatise on the Origin of Language he implored his German readers to ‘spew out the ugly slime of the Seine. Speak German, O You German’.

•  This emphasis on the literary can also be seen in his view of poetry. In 1773 Herder wrote, ‘A poet is the creator of the nation around him, he gives them a world to see and has their souls in his hand to lead them to that world.’

•  Herder was the first political theorist to use the word ‘nationalism’, identifying it with a strong attachment to one’s own nation that can spill over into prejudice against other nations, always a danger with nationalism.

•  It should be noted, though, that Herder was not quite a straightforward political nationalist. Rather, he was perhaps more concerned to promote the ‘cultural nation’ than with a single nation-state. He was certainly not the precursor of the chauvinist and aggressive nationalism of Hitler, or even the wily diplomacy of Bismarck, the main architect of German unification in 1871.






•  A rejection of Marxism and communism — by contrast, Mazzini favoured class collaboration in the cause of nation building.

•  Advocacy of the concept termed ‘thought and action’, by which thought and action must be joined together and (unsurprisingly) every thought must be followed by action. His was a nationalism that was not merely intellectual or cultural (as was largely the case with Herder, for example) but involved political agitation and organisation.
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Feminism



•  Women are equal in value and worth to men.

•  Women deserve equal treatment and opportunities as men in all areas.

•  Throughout the centuries and across all cultures men have sought to restrict and repress womankind in areas such as politics, education, employment and the institution of marriage.

•  Women need to be proactive in securing change and campaigning for true gender equality. It will not occur otherwise, due to the prevailing patriarchal nature of society.




Liberal feminists
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Radical feminists



Difference feminists
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Multiculturalism



Core values




Perceived problems with multiculturalism
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Anarchism




Individualist anarchism


Collectivist anarchism
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Ecologism




Light greens


Dark greens
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