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Purpose
The purpose of this lesson is to provide students with 2 more sophisticated understanding of
distinctions in political ideology through the creation and use of an ideological grid. Itmay be
helpfulif students have previously completed the Polirical Ideology Survey lesson.

Objectives:

1. Students will be able toread and interpret charts.
2. Students will be able to distinguish between contemporary definitions of liberal and

conservative.
3. Students will be able to describe the basic ideologies of Conservative, Liberal, Libertarian and
Totalitarian.
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The Spectrum

Directions: First, read the article “Left-Right Wing Politics.” Then, create a
diagram to place each school of ideology in its proper place. For example,
should liberalism be placed on the left or right of your diagram? The five
‘main schools are: 1) liberalism, 2) conservatism, 3) socialism, 4)
environmentalism, and 5) libertarianism. You should also add: 6) communism
and 7) fascism. In addition, makesure to define each school of thought on
yourdiagram and paste an image of a famous world leader by each school! Be
prepared to present and defend yourplacement of the political ideologies on
your spectrum/diagram.





Left-Right politics

In Left-Right politics, "the left" and "the right" are traditional terms that represent a broad dialectical interpretation of a range of different political viewpoints. They are usually understood to be polar opposites, but the exact meanings have changed over time, and mean different things in different parts of the world….
Modern U.S. use of the terms

These terms are widely used in the modern United States, but as on the global level, there is no firm consensus about their meaning. The only aspect which is generally agreed upon is that they are the defining opposites of the United States political spectrum. "Left" and "right" in the U.S. are associated with "liberal" and "conservative," respectively, although the meanings of the two sets of terms do not entirely coincide. Depending on the political affiliation of the individual using them, these terms can be spoken with varying implications.

The contemporary left in the United States is usually defined as a category including social democrats, socialists, communists, and some anarchists. Liberals are also commonly seen as being on the left (see Liberalism in the United States for more on this issue). Due to the extensive pejorative use of the term liberal, some parts of the American left decided in the 1980s to begin using the term "progressive" instead.

In general, left implies a commitment to social equality, support for the class interests of the less privileged, support for a 'liberal' social policy and multiculturalism. In contrast to the original meaning of "left", the contemporary left is usually characterized as promoting government regulation of business, commerce, and industry, and government intervention on behalf of the poor, and the racial, ethnic, and sexual minorities.

The contemporary right in the United States is usually defined as a category including Republicans, classical liberals, Christian democrats, and some libertarians. It is [variously] defined by its upholding of constitutional law, protection of fundamental rights, opposition to governmental regulation and income redistribution, immigration control, and opposition to reverse discrimination. These stances are motivated by traditional values (conservatism), protection of freedom and the rights of private individuals (libertarianism), or doubts about the benefits or efficacy of governmental regulation….
Despite the popularity of the terms, there is little consensus on what it actually means to be left or right. There are various different opinions about what is actually being measured along this axis:

· Fair outcomes are left; fair processes are right. Classic liberalism is process-based, an example being the free market. Robert Nozick is one of the 20th century theorists who emphasised this distinction between "historical" and "end-result" principles (Anarchy, State, and Utopia, New York, 1974, pp. 153-155). On the other hand, adherents of modern liberalism such as John Rawls (A Theory of Justice, Cambridge, 1971) argue for classically leftist policies using process-based reasoning, while some neoconservatives favour the use of military force to establish democracy as an end result. Among the politicians who support this distinction is Australian Labor Party ex-leader Mark Latham.

· Rejecting the inequality that results from the free market is left; accepting it is right. Generally, the political debate is about the extent to which the government should (interventionism) or should not (laissez-faire) intervene in the economy in order to benefit the poor. The Nolan chart proposes this as one of its axes of distinction between left and right. However, state intervention does not necessarily imply redistribution of wealth or egalitarian policies: some types of intervention such as most government intervention on behalf of business interests are more opposed by the left than the right.

· Preference for a "larger" government is left; preference for a "smaller" government is right. Large and small here refer to policies and attitudes, although the number of government employees is often used as an indicator. Some, noting the existence of such factions as the authoritarian right, libertarian socialists, anarchists and the old right, see this as an entirely separate political axis, perpendicular to the left-right one.

· Equality is left; liberty is right. Two writers who characterise the distinction along these lines are Norberto Bobbio and Danielle Allen. In his book Left and Right: The Significance of a Political Distinction, Bobbio argues that the only valid difference between left and right is people's attitude to the ideal of equality, as only the left wants to protect or promote equalities and only the right wants to protect or promote inequalities. (Left-wingers and right-wingers alike tend to speak in favour of both equality and liberty - but they have different interpretations of each of the two terms.)

· A secular government is left; a religious government is right. This distinction is highly relevant in the United States, India, the Catholic countries in Europe, (where anti-clericalism characterises the left), and to some extent in the Middle East.
· Collectivism is left; individualism is right. However, emphasis on personal freedom was one of the hallmarks of the 1960s counterculture, which is typically classed as left, and in religious/secular conflicts, secularists usually promote individual liberty and freedom of religion over collective, common religious values.

· Innovation is left; conservatism is right. Although in some countries 'right' and 'conservative' are used loosely as synonyms, this aspect gets little attention in discussion of the left-right axis. The American left writer Eric Hoffer was one of those who emphasized it.

· The idea that law dictates culture is left; the idea that culture dictates law is right. This formulation was put forward by US Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan.

· Support for national independence, autonomy and sovereignty, especially for smaller groups is left; support only for established states and governments is right. Certain groups may be considered terrorists by the right but freedom fighters by the left. Movements of the right usually support the sovereignty of their own state, and oppose its erosion. In Europe, support for the European Union came traditionally from the left, and defence of national sovereignty from the right.

· Internationalism and cosmopolitan attitudes are left; national interests are right. Economic nationalism is found on both the left and the right.

· Diplomacy is left; military force is right. This formulation was proposed by the political philosopher Charles Blattberg. (Blattberg 2001, p.20 et.seq.)

· The idea that human nature and society are malleable is left; the idea that they are fixed is right. This is an example of the "nurture or nature" argument. It was proposed as a definition of the left-right dichotomy by Thomas Sowell.

· The idea that human beings are naturally good is left; the idea that they are naturally evil is right. Here the left holds that evil and suffering are the products of an unfair society which should be fixed, while the right holds that they are inescapable elements of the human condition.

Writers have also been known to use the term more loosely and perhaps anachronistically, as did H. G. Wells when, writing of the Jews of the Roman Empire, he refers to the Pharisees as "on the right" and Hellenised Jews such as the Sadducees as "of the left." (The Outline of History, New York, Garden City Publishing Company, 1931, p.527.)

Determining political spectra

A political spectrum is a way of comparing or visualizing different political positions. It does this by placing them upon one or more geometric axes….

The key assumption of such a spectrum is that people's view(s) on many issues correlate strongly, or that one essential issue subsumes or dominates all others. For a political spectrum to exist, there must be a range of beliefs. Political systems in which most people fall clearly into one group or another with almost no one in between, such as most nationalist controversies, are not well described by a political spectrum.

In Iran, for instance, a political spectrum might be divided along the issue of the clergy's role in government. Those who believe clerics should have the power to enforce Islamic law are on one end of the spectrum, those who support a secular society are on the other; moderates fall at various points in between. In Taiwan, the political spectrum is defined in terms of Chinese reunification versus Taiwan independence….

Left and Right 

In modern Western countries, the political spectrum usually is described along left-right lines. This traditional political spectrum is usually defined along an axis with socialism and communism, ("the Left") on one end, and conservatism and Fascism ("the Right") on the other. Free market liberalism is generally considered to be center-right; new liberalism or social liberalism is generally assigned to the center, center-left or sometimes (when viewed by conservatives) the left. Christian Democracy may be anywhere from center-right to center-left, depending on the country and era. When the left/right spectrum emerged in the early French revolutionary era the now familiar extremes of communism on the left and fascism on the right were simply not present and leftwardness and rightwardness were based on one's attitude towards the traditional monarchic style of government. The original laissez faire capitalist "left" would now generally be considered part of the right.

National and cultural differences in the use of the terms left and right are common. In China, left and right have referred to different positions at different times, although the issues were often very different from those in Western nations.

Multiplicity of interpretation of the left-right axis

There are various different opinions about what is actually being measured along this axis, and lines often blur among parties. For more detail see the main article Left-Right politics:

· Equality of outcome (left) versus equality of right (right).

· Redistribution of wealth and income (left), or acceptance of inequalities as a result of the free market (right).

· Whether the government's policy on the economy should be interventionist (left) or laissez-faire (right).

· Support for widened lifestyle choices (left), or support for traditional values (right).

· Whether the state should prioritise equality (left) or liberty (right). Both the left and the right tend to speak in favor of both equality and liberty - but they have different interpretations.

· Whether human nature is more malleable (left) or intrinsic (right).

· Whether the government should promote secularism (left) or religious morality (right).

· Collectivism (left) versus individualism (right).

· Support for internationalism (left), or national interest (right).

These definitions are further blurred by the difference in practice of left and right policies, for example the "leftist" nationalism of Latin America, the "rightist" corporate protectionist policies of the United States, and the individualist philosophy of ideologies like anarcho-capitalism….
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