-ideology: is an organized value or belief system that is accepted as fact or truth by large numbers of people and is passed on by the normal channels of cultural transmission (e.g.: books, TV, family, school) 
-it is composed of sets of attitudes towards the various institutions and processes of society 
-ideology provides believer with a picture of the world both as it is and as it should be and in so doing, it organizes the tremendous complexity of the world into something fairly simple and understandable
-the big four are:
1. 
2. Liberalism
3. Conservatism
4. Socialism
5. Nationalism

-we have defined politics as the activity of gathering and maintaining support for collective projects; support might be obtained by offering bribes, or making threats, but on the long run it should rest on persuasion or influence by rational argument
-ideology furnishes a basis for political persuasion by providing certain common assumptions/values 
-lib, con, soc, and nat are the four great ideologies of our age – they all stem from the same historical situation: The French Revolution, 1789
-the French Rev. saw the transition from traditional to legal authority and legitimacy; the all powerful king and the Church/class of nobles that supported him lost power, while the previously politically powerless classes replaced the King with a new more democratic system
-broadly speaking, liberalism celebrates the revolution as human freedom from bondage
-conservatism is suspicious of the revolution; fearing that the accumulated wisdom of the past will be lost if the transition is too abrupt
-socialism is ambiguous about the change; welcoming the demise of traditional authority but they also fear that the freedom created by legal authority will produce a new ruling class of wealth even more exploitative than the old class of nobles of inherited privilege 
-nationalism welcomes the transition to legal authority but it seeks to formulate a new form of political identity to replace traditional ones

Liberalism
-the dominant ideology in the Western World today: is a product of the constitutional tradition of the West, specifically, an outgrowth of the English tradition of liberty under law
-the most famous liberal thinker writing in the 1700s include:
1. 
2. John Locke (England)
3. Edmund Burke (England)
4. John Stewart Mill (England)
5. Adam Smith (Scotland)
6. Davide Hume (Scotland)
7. Thomas Jefferson (US)
8. James Madison (US)
9. Alexis De Tocqueville (France)

-liberalism is divided into 2 different ideological streams – classical liberalism, which was the dominant form of liberalism through the 1700s and 1800s and is almost dead now, and reform liberalism which became dominant in the 1900s and still exists mainly today
-features of liberalism:

Personal freedom
-refers to the absence of coercion in the various realms of life; e.g.: free speech, religious liberty, private property, and the right of political opposition
-classical libs: freedom = being left alone to do as one wishes as long as it doesn’t infringe on the freedom of others to do likewise
-reform libs: may wish to use gov’t power (even coercion) to reduce freedom of some in order to provide economic opportunities for other: they justify this in terms of freedom, arguing that they are increasing the sum of real liberty in society by giving people the means to achieve their goals
-classical libs would say “HEY! You’re poor? Too bad. Work harder. Gov’t isn’t here to help you out”
-reform libs would say “Poor people really aren’t free at all and the government should more actively support the economic disadvantaged in the name of greater freedom for all”
-both groups of libs are interested in celebrating the fulfillment of individual desire as the highest good; this place liberalism at odds with conservatism, socialism and nationalism

Limited government
-the state is understood as an instrument serving a particular function in society rather than being in general charge of all society
-classical libs believe that gov’t has no place in economic sphere: gov’t should let economy run itself w/out any gov’t oversight/meddling, economy must regulate itself: free market capitalism (laissez-faire) 
-Bismark, a classical liberalist: “government should be like a night watchman”
-reform libs accept caretaking functions of gov’t; but on top of that, gov’t should intervene in economy to promote social welfare, especially by way of necessary taxes
-limited gov’t, in the political sphere, means that a gov’t cannot be in power forever (e.g.: Stephen Harper’s term is 5 years)

Equality of right
-implies that all must abide by the same laws enforced with bias by the state
-although classical libs believe that all citizens must abide by the same rules, it doesn’t mean equality of condition (that everyone should have the same level of wealth, live in the same type of house, etc.) or equality of opportunity (everyone should have the same chances to achieve what they desire)
-classical libs accept that there will always be inequality of wealth, status and power
-reform libs, while not committed to complete equality of condition, wish to reduce economic and social differences in their promotion of equality of opportunity

Consent of the governed
-means that gov’t comes from the people, is responsible to them and may be changed by them; it is a moderate and practical way of implementing the doctrine of popular sovereignty
-classical libs support the idea of consent of the governed but are not in favour of giving the vote or the right to run for office to everyone
-they believe in limiting democracy to those w/ a certain amount of wealth of property; they argue that they have the most wealth and generate wealth for others, therefore they should dominate the gov’t whose most important function should be the protection of property
-reform libs support universal adulthood suffrage

-social policy: reform libs support a woman’s right to have an abortion, homosexual marriages, contraception, and legalizing or reducing the penalties for minor drug offenses, etc.
-religion: reform libs typically support freedom of religion yet are not very religious
-foreign and defence policy: reform libs – increased foreign aid and reduced spending on military
-the most famous articulations of liberalism are as follows: John Locke (1690) said “the purpose of government was fundamentally to protect men in their life, health, liberty and possessions; government was not authorized to destroy, enslave, or designedly to impoverish the subject
-1776: American Declaration of Independence from Great Britain  Thomas Jefferson borrowed from Locke when he wrote the following: “we hold these truths to be self-evident that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their creator with certain unalienable rights that among these are life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness” (by happiness, he meant private property – in keeping with Locke’s ideology) “that to secure these rights, governments are instituted among men deriving their powers from the consent of the governed, that whenever any form of government becomes destructive of these ends it is the right of the people to alter or abolish it and to institute new government”

Conservatism

-conservatism is not as easy as liberalism to categorize
-traditionally, conservatism is more like an attitude than an ideology
-to conserve is to save or preserve
-cons sceptical about benefits of French Rev: feared loss of accumulated wisdom/tradition of monarchy
-cons prefer familiar to unknown, tried to untried, fact to mystery, the actual to the possible, the limited to the unbounded, the near to the distant, the sufficient to the super abundant, the convenient to the perfect, present laughter to utopian bliss
-cons believe that present way is socially useful, if better way existed it would’ve already been adopted
-not hostile to change, cons wish to implement change slowly, only after benefits of change are obvious
-Edmund Burke who, witnessing the French Rev, wrote in 1791 that people aren’t wise enough to remake society all at once; must rely on accumulated wisdom of past: customs, traditions and practices
-over time in Britain/North America, conservatism has become somewhat easier to identify ideologically
-Sir John A. McDonald is considered a true conservative:
· Like classical libs, McDonald believed that the gov’t shouldn’t interfere with the economy
· Unlike all libs he believed that individualism wasn’t the highest good: believed that freedom came from restraint, order, tradition – possible through obedience/duty to English monarchy
· like classical libs, McDonald was also against giving the vote to all citizens
-sometimes identified as neo-conservatism
-conservatism gained popularity in the last 30 years as a response to the dominance of reform liberalism in Britain and North America – current conservatives (neocons) believe modern gov’t has become too big, wastes too much taxpayer money providing too many services; result is a lazy, unmotivated, populous who expects much and contributes little
-the neo-con would welcome private hospitals and education
-neo-cons also believe, as classical liberals did, that gov’t shouldn’t interfere in the economy: they believe in deregulation (lifting of gov’t controls w/in various sectors of economy), in privatization where publically (gov’t) owned corporations are sold to private business interests
-in some countries, for example, garbage pickup and disposal, fire protection and street paving have been turned over to the private sector (e.g.: in Canada, Petro-Canada, at first a crown corporation was sold to private business interests in 1991)
-bottom line is cons believe in paying less tax and if people want services they should pay for them
-socially: cons wish to protect traditional institution/practices in an era of rapid social change: wish to defend traditional family form, making abortions difficult to attain, opposing gay marriage, contraception
-cons want the state to help maintain traditional standards of conduct by inflicting harsher penalties for crime, including capital punishment and enforcing stricter discipline in schools
-they are against legalizing drugs
-common denominator for conservatism is the belief that a good society can’t be a mere collection of pleasure seeking individuals.
-social existence demands that human behavior be restrained by institutions such as the family, church, school and if all else fails, the state (jail, police)
-foreign and defense policy: cons believe in less money on foreign aid and increasing military spending

With reference to modern political parties in Canada and the U.S:
-Canada’s Liberal Party is ideologically more or less a reformed liberal party (Liberals aren’t classical libs)
-With regard to economic policy, Harper Conservatives are certainly a lot like classical liberals.
-On every other matter the Conservatives are ideologically conservative
-In the U.S the Democrats are like the Canadian Liberals, and the Republicans are like the Conservatives. 

Socialism

-like liberalism, with its two divisions, within socialism there are a handful of variations, including:
· 
· communism
· social democracy
· anarchism
· syndicalism

-despite these differences we can identify four traits common to all socialist ideologies:

Planning
-unlike classical libs, most reform libs and all cons, socialists are against laissez-faire free market economy and wish to replace it w/ an economy planned and operated by the state gov’t
-socialists believe that society can free itself from impersonal market processes and take conscious control of its economic affairs, deliberately planning them to maximize human happiness
-capitalist free market economy is based on greed, greed leads to the pursuit of profit which leads to the accumulation of wealth in the hands of a few which leads to the impoverishment of the many
-USSR: classical ex. of a planned economy; USSR collapsed in 1991: one reason was their planned economy
-Canada today, not even the NDP, Canada’s largest socialist party, supports the completely planned economy: instead they see gov’t as a means for guiding the market toward particular objectives such as full employment, locating industry in depressed areas, advancing racial minorities, and energy self-sufficiency (NDP qualifies not as a purely socialist party, but a social democratic party
 
Public Ownership
-unlike all libs and cons, socialists dislike private ownership of productive property such as land, factories, stores, means of transportation and communication
-planned economy would not be possible unless the gov’t owned productive property
-socialists believe such assets should be owned by the community (the gov’t) believing that the benefits will then flow to all not just to a restricted circle of private owners

Equality of Condition
-socs aspire to a high degree of equality of condition; recognize that people can’t be totally equal, but believe that much can be done by gov’t to reduce inequality of wealth, income, soc. position, poli-power
-see planned economy and common ownership as important means to this end
(classical libs and cons were opposed to equality of condition as they supported equality of right)

Selflessness
-socs regard selfishness not as an innate human quality, but a result of living in flawed social institutions
-socs are convinced that appropriate social change can produce new generations of people who are less selfish and more concerned about the welfare of others
-overall change in human behaviour will result from and support the first three objectives

-some socialists, like Canada’s NDP, would suggest that appropriate societal changes should come gradually; however there are more radical socialists, like certain communists, who believe that change should happen now and that the existing order in any state should be swept away
-the most important socialist theorist of all time, Karl Marx (mid 1800s), saw a future time when the industrializing free market states of mid-19th century Europe would produce a class of dissatisfied factory workers who he called proletarians that would rise up and take political and economic power away from the factory owners (the bourgeoisie) and the parliaments or government that supported them; having achieved power, the proletarians would establish a temporary dictatorship in order to accomplish planning, public ownership and working toward equality of condition; once these objectives were accomplished, selflessness would follow – if you can achieve selflessness, naturally then there would be no need for government or any of the agencies of government (e.g.: police)
-the goal of socialism then is a utopian ideal called communism
-historically speaking, there have been many socialist governments that have sought to achieve this ideal communist end (Lenin, Stalin, Mao Tsetung, Castro)
-however in reality, no socialist government whose goal has been to achieve this utopian ideal has ever been able to emerge from the dictatorship phase

Nationalism 

-emerges as a European phenomenon (1500s) as consequence of decline of universal institutions; first and foremost – the Catholic Church
-at this time loyalty to the faith, the Pope and the local political construct (e.g.: feudal lord) was replaced by loyalty to a King who ruled over more and more people with a shared ethnic identity
-at emotional level, nationalism is a feeling of loyalty to the nation, recognition of ties with other members of the group; e.g.: when Canada wins gold at the Olympics and the whole country rejoices
-a common identity in the state helps us care about people with whom we are unacquainted; to a degree, nationalism helps us feel better about paying taxes b/c we know we’re helping other Canadians
-because nationalism is an emotional/psychological phenomenon you might not even feel it – in fact, you might have nationalistic views if another country
-How do we become nationalistic?  the experiences of identity and loyalty are fostered by a sort of national mythology – stories about the common history and destiny of the nation
-developing Cdn nationalism has been difficult because Canada was forged in different locations and at different times by people of different ethnic backgrounds; e.g.: Scots, Irish, English, French and Natives
-handful of British colonies came together over time, not out of friendship or even after a war, due to the fear of being swallowed by the U.S
-statements about the meaning of Canada often involve a comparison with U.S.; that’s why the story of Vimy Ridge is so important for Canadian students: represents the idea of various Canadians coming together in sacrifice to achieve a common goal
-U.S. Nationalism is the product of a successful revolution against a foreign King in the name of freedom
-U.S national mythology plays endlessly on theme of freedom, interprets everything else in relation to it
-Declaration of Independence, the Constitution, and the Bill of Rights aren’t just political documents, they are sacred texts for the inspiration of all humanity
-this characteristic of American national mythology perhaps helps explain why American ventures in international politics so often tend to become crusades
-explains why people, e.g.: Egyptians, get upset when U.S. supports dictators who actively suppress people’s freedoms
-broadly defined, nationalism is the making of claims in the name or on behalf of the nation; the claims commonly take 2 forms:
1. Loyalty to the Nation:
· Loyalty to nation comes before all other loyalties: allegiance to family, region and religion
· The nation is taken to be the primary social group that outranks all others
2. The Quest for the Nation-State:
· Nation-state = the uni-national state; state/country w/ single predominant national identity
· John Stuart Mill argued that a free society is in the long run only possible in a nation-state
· In 1861 he said that free institutions are next to impossible in a country made up of different nationalities; among a people without fellow feeling, especially if they read and speak different languages, the united public opinion necessary to the working of representative government cannot exist
· He feared that one nation would end up coercively oppressing others w/in a multi-national state
· National antagonism would require such a strong government that individual freedom would be impossible

Problems associated with nationalism:
1. When a national minority seeks to separate from the state that holds sovereignty over them in order to establish their own sovereign national state. The examples are Quebec, the Scots of Great Britain, the Kurds of Turkey, Iraq, Iran and Syria. The problem becomes, can they achieve the nation-state without violence?
2. A national majority that controls the government uses its political power to suppress, assimilate or expel minorities that do not fit the image of the nation-state. Germany did this with its Jewish population beginning in 1933. In 1948, the state of Israel expelled hundreds of thousands of Arab-Palestinians in an attempt to achieve a more Jewish nation-state. 
3. A nation-state lays claim to fragments of territory on its borders on the grounds that they constitute a historic part of the nation. The constitution of the republic of Ireland specifically mentions the six counties of Ulster as forming part of its national territory even though Great Britain considers Northern Ireland to be a British province.
4. A large and powerful nation-state creates an empire by imposing itself on its neighbours who are not from the same national group. E.g.: the Nazis, the Russians 
5. The nation-state tried to insulate itself from external influences that are perceived to be threatening in some way. For example, the CRTC imposes a limit on the amount of American media that is allowed into our country and regulates that a certain amount of Canadian media must be broadcast. North Korea is the world’s worst practitioner of insulating their people from external influences. North Korean children are raised on a steady diet of propaganda that tells them many things, including that the North Korean people are superior beings on the planet; the irony is that North Koreans are starving. But the government also tells them that it’s worse elsewhere, so there’s no point in complaining because they have it better because they are the best. 

Fascism

-extreme/aggressive nationalism emerged in Europe in late 1800s culminating in World War I; after the war, the trend continued throughout Europe giving rise to a new ideology – fascism 
-fascism is a strange blend of Liberalism, Conservatism and Socialism
-central Europe: communist revs like the one in Russia in 1917 seemed a very real possibility after WWI
-lib constitutionalism unable to combat this threat or deal with post war inflation and unemployment
-the alternative of fascism was created by the one-time radical socialist Benito Mussolini of Italy (1922)
-Hitler (1933), was very much inspired by the Italian dictator; Nazism greatly resembles Italian fascism
-from Lenin of the Russian communists, Mussolini learned that an elite disciplined party could seize power in a constitutional state and maintain its hold thereafter by ruthlessly suppressing opposition
-elite = small number; disciplined = a group that obediently took orders from Mussolini
-Mussolini rejected the constitutionalism of liberalism; soon after coming to power, he banned all other parties and his party would not be bound by the previous Italian constitution
-he had no time for personal freedom and limited gov’t of liberalism – during his reign, there would no longer be a private sphere of life exempt from governmental intrusion 
-Mussolini was ultra-nationalistic; like socialists, he rejected the individualism of liberalism: state, not individual was exalted as highest expression of the nation
-war was extolled for bringing “all human energies to their highest tension and setting a seal of nobility on the peoples who have the virtue to face it”
-symbol of his movement (also lent its name) was the Fasces: an axe-like tool, symbolizing life and death
-bundle of sticks that had been the authority in ancient times, sticks represented individuals being held together coercively in unity under the leader
-on the question of equality: Mussolini wasn’t in line w/ socialist thought on equality of condition; on equality he believed everyone was equally obliged to follow his leadership
-in the economic sphere: he was in-line with socialist thought as he believed that the gov’t should plan and direct the economy; but on the other hand he allowed Italian companies to be privately owned

Political Spectrums 

-when speaking of the various ideologies, it has become common practice to place them on a scale called the political spectrum

            |__________________________________|_____________________________________|		                            Left		           Centre		             Right
       Communism		            Reform Liberals		                 Conservative        Fascism
	                     Social Democracy		            Classical Liberals

-socialists are often referred to as leftists and their ideology is called left wing
-conservatives are often referred to as rightists and their ideology is called right wing
-the problem is/the question becomes, what the heck does right, left and centre actually mean?
-answer? Go back to the French Rev: in 1789, the king of France lost power to a parliamentary/popular sovereignty and the French revolutionaries formed a brand new government called the national or legislative assembly
-those factions/proto-parties that favoured the king being able to retain substantial powers such as vetoing legislation sat to the right of the speaker of the assembly
-those who wanted the monarch reduced to a purely symbolic figure and elected representatives of the people to exercise all political power sat to towards the left of the speaker of the assembly (a bit to the centre too)
-those on the extreme left believed that all political power came from the people
-those on the extreme right believed that political power was conferred by God on the king through heredity
-those in the centre sought a compromise or balance between these two principles (keep the King around, limit his power, have some people power, but not totally people power)
-the first historical use of left, centre and right designations were references to the concept of popular sovereignty, and might be graphed as follows 

WHO HOLDS SOVEREIGN POWER?

            |__________________________________|_____________________________________|		                            Left		           Centre		             Right
     Popular Sovereignty		          Parliamentary Sovereignty		             Personal Sovereignty

- Frenchmen on the left wanted to strip king of all power (further left = more they want to strip away)
-on the right, were those who wanted king to maintain powers (some even wanted to bring him back)
-by 1793, not only will Louis XVI be stripped of all his power, he will also lose his head 
-not only was the French Rev about the question of who holds sovereign power, was also about change
-can now draw another spectrum that allows us to understand where the various factions stood on the question of the desire for change

DESIRE FOR CHANGE

                      |_________|__________|__________|_________|____________|__________|
      Ultra Left		                                             Centre		                                                    Ultra Right
	              Radical             Liberal                    Moderate              Conservative    Reactionary
                            instant               rapid 		 gradual                   status quo        return to 
 	             change             change		 change                       is best       previous system

-no one in the Western world today would call themselves a reactionary because the old system of personal sovereignty has been destroyed (no one supports the idea of restoring monarchs); we accept that we live in a society today that has mostly popular and parliamentary sovereignty  
-there are places in the world where tension between left, centre and right is being played out on a daily basis; especially on the question of sovereignty and the degree of societal change
-a radical (instant change) is a mortal ideological enemy to a reactionary (restoring previous system)
-Canada: both a communist party and a Marxist/Lenin-est party; are radicals interested in instant change
-we can make new spectra that will allow us to come to a greater understanding of where the various modern ideologies stand on a variety of issues

SOCIAL EQUALITY

            |__________________________________|_____________________________________|		                            Left		             Centre		             Right
Equality of                      Equality of	         Equality of           Aristocracy	   Racial                      Condition                      Opportunity  	             Right  			              Hierarchy
           Communism		            Reform Liberals		       Conservatives	 Fascism
	                  Social Democracy	                  Classical Liberals			 Nazism


GOVERNMENT INVOLVEMENT IN THE ECONOMY
(e.g.: taxation)

            |__________________________________|_____________________________________|		                            Left		             Centre		             Right
Maximum gov’t				  Moderate level of				No government
       control				       gov’t control				        control

-further left = more involved gov’t should be in the economy (e.g.: higher the taxes become)

MILITARY SPENDING

            |__________________________________|_____________________________________|		                            Left		             Centre		             Right
Little spending				  Some spending on			             A lot of spending
  on military				           military				                  on military

-in practice, Communists end up spending a lot on the military; but ideally are trying to achieve a selfless society and the dissolution of government – this would eventually lead to no police, no military, etc.
-the ideal communist goal is to have the whole word be communist – everyone sharing, everyone equal, no need for government, no conflict and hence no need for military/military spending

CANADIAN POLITICAL PARTIES

            |__________________________________|_____________________________________|		                               Left		             Centre		             Right
		                NDP		  Liberal Party                Conservative
					     Green Party
					     Bloc Québécois

-traditionally the Bloc and Quebec separatism was led by radical leftists
-Green party draws from both left and right because they are mainly focused on the environment
-because the Conservative owns most of the right-side, even though there may be more people voting against the Conservatives, the divide between the centre-leftists and the leftists means that it is harder for a leftist government to come into power
-for example, if there were five people coming to vote  2 of them voted for the Conservatives, 1 for the Liberals, 1 for the NDP and 1 for the Green Party: although more people voted AGAINST the Conservatives, they would still win the majority

AMERICAN POLITICAL PARTIES
	                               
            |__________________________________|_____________________________________|		                               Left		          Centre		             Right
					                 Democrats	        Republicans

-there are no American politicians who would be much far left of the centre – they would be called socialists and communists even though they aren’t even close to socialism on the spectrum

GOVERNMENT CONTROL OVER SOCIETY

            |__________________________________|_____________________________________|		                               Left		             Centre		             Right
Maximum control			  Moderate Control			      Minimum control
   Commumism	           Social Democracy			             Classical Liberals  	     Anarchists
Fascism/Nazism	                                Reform Liberals		   Conservatives
 

-communists and fascists may be mortal ideological enemies on all other things but they both agree that the government should have maximum control over society




