OTHER BOOKLET – SOCIALISM	
Introduction 
· Socialism only developed as a coherent ideology in 19th century 
· Socialism involved a reaction against and a radical alternative to industrial capitalism 
· In terms of class interest, political ideology for the new urban working class which were the people who worked in the factories inner city. 
· Socialism wanted a radical or revolutionary change in the existing society 
· Socialists wanted nationalisation (transfer of private ownership of means of production to social ownership)
· Massive redistribution of wealth in favour of the working class 
· Rejection of free market and in favour of planning and co operation 
· Early 20th century (1929 wall street crash) supports socialists cause that free market is bad 
· Socialism began much like liberalism sharing the post-enlightenment optimism; they both wanted the extension of the franchise and establishment of civil rights and embodied the liberal triad liberty, equality, fraternity. 
· Some would deny Labour has EVER been a socialist party and would instead use ‘labourism’ to describe them 
· Socialists differ in ultimate objectives and means of reaching those objectives 
· Significant figures are Robert Owen, William Morris, The Webbs, R.H.Tawney, G.D.H. Cole, George Orwell, Anthony Crosland. 
Socialist Values 
· Ideology of equality; this marks it from conservatism as they believe in natural inequality, hierarchy, and leadership and from Liberalism as they committed to political and legal equality but not economic and social equality.
· Socialism began as a critique against the inequality under capitalism and a redistribution and equalisation of wealth, income and power. 
· The practical application of the value has caused problems few believe that personal private property should be abolished but many believe that is it merely the transfer of private ownership of means of production to common ownership. But by who?? The state or the workers??
· Social democrats believe the solution is progressive tax and state welfare benefits 
· Socialists have been accused of sacrificing liberty for equality. “Liberty and equality have usually in England been considered  antithetic” Tawney
· Socialists deny this and see freedom as positive (freedom to) rather than negative (freedom from). “Liberty implies the ability to act, not merely to resist” Tawney 
· Socialists think the freedom celebrated by neo-liberals is meaningless in the context of severe economic and social deprivation. 
· Most socialists see human behaviour as socially determined (by surroundings) 
· Freedom in a capitalist society is illusionary because choice is limited and people don’t necessarily know whats in their best interest. 
· Socialists believe in ‘fraternity’ shows they believe humans can get along and co operate which goes against the innately flawed outlook by conservatives and the self-seeking individualism of liberals. 
· Other ideologies criticise socialists unrealistic view of humankind, however they would argue bad behaviour in humans is learnt not natural. 
Evolutionary and Revolutionary Socialism 
· Socialism wanted a redistribution of wealth and income and it is unlikely that the beneficiaries of existing social and political system relinquishing their property and power. So some felt violence was the only way. 
· Evolutionary socialists have always been the dominant strand in Britain 
· Revolutionary socialism was inspired by the French Revolution and although not socialist showed that the ruling class can be overthrown
· The French revolution showed that France was left in anarchy and inspired British socialists to take an evolutionary route. 
· An evolutionary stance could be through small communities like Robert Owen did, co-operatives, friendly societies, trade unions and encouragement of education. 
· Marx and engles called this utopian as it lacked substantial power to make a difference 
· Marx took a revolutionary stance to socialism and said that there was conflicting interest between the oweners of the means of production who were exploiting to proletariats under capitalism. He said that the only way to deal with this was for the working class to revolt which inspired the Russian Revolution. 
· With the extension of the franchise an evolutionary route looked plausible, through parliament and the formation of new socialist parties who would eventually gain a parliamentary majority. 
· Political equality must lead to social equality 
The rise of the industrial working class 19th century Britain 
· Industrialisation saw a working class with collective interests and able to communicate ideas which made them a factor in politics that couldn’t be ignored. 
· There was some discontent amoung the labouring class including the Luddite riots of 1811-1813, 1822 cato street conspiracy all these show an emerging radical working class. 
· Owen with his work at New Lanark seemed to prove a socialist point that people are moulded for good or ill by their environment. 
· Engles said that ‘ every social movement, every real advance in England on behalf of the workers links itself to the name of Robert Owen’ 
· Emphasis change for Labour movement leaders as the benefits of early industrialisation and imperialism meant the working class secured improvements in pay and conditions. This meant socialism could adapt rather than overthrow capitalism so their argument weakened. And radical liberals like Beveridge, Keynes, Bentham and Mill had more of an influence on socialism than socialists themselves. 

Marxism and the British labour movement 
· Marx and Engles studied working class working conditions in Britain 
· Marxism is relitavely weak in Britain because of the political stability and tradition of gradualism, a blurred and fluid class system, relative prosperity of sections of the working class, the extension of the franchise, the acceptance of trade unionism by the political establishment. 
· It could also be the distasteful character of a lead Marxists Hyndman. 
· The bolshevik revolution of 1917 renewed interest in Marxisits ideas however the emergence of the Communist Party in1920 caused a split between revolutionary and evolutionary socialism. 
· After the economic crisis and collapse of the labour party in 1931 it left many to question the gradualist approach and embrace Marxism, it was popular in the 1930’s but their influence was still lacklustre on the leadership of the labour party and the working class. 
· After 1945, the cold war and growing economic prosperity had again seen Marxists analysis as irrelevant. 
Trade Unionism and Labourism 
· Failure of revolutionary socialism in Britain can be accredited to the character and strength of the British Trade Unionism. 
· They both share the concern to advance the interests of the working class and place similar emphasis on collective values but that’s it
· TU’s aim is to improve the working conditions and pay through collective baragning with the option to withdraw labour. 
· They do not share labours interest for a transformation of the economic and social system. 
· There was a almost labour aristocracy who were part of craft unions for skilled workers.  Labour ideas progressed more in the semi-skilled or unskilled workers unions. Even so the bulk of trade unions seemed hostile to socialism and remained strong links with radical liberalism. 
· TU are concerned with industrial rather than political action 
· Working class needed a real parliamentary prescence due to the reluctance of the stablished parties to have working class candidates, and the legal position of the trade unions especially in 1901 concerning a strike with the Taff Vale railway company. The Labour Representative Committee (later labour) was then formed in 1900
· The party was committed at this point to Labour representation over socialist values 
· The Tuc and the parliamentary party workerd well together one helping in industrial and one helping in parliament. They were both gradual, moderate, reformists so it worked. 
· General strike 1926 neither Tuc or Labour were interested in this as a political weapon 
· When the party was commited to socialist values in 1918 they were still seen as fundamentally ‘labourist’ as in seeking the best interest for the labour of the working class 
The Labour Party and Socialism 
· The labour party began as a trade union party and then moved into the direction f socialialism. The socialism of the labour party was a blend of the ethical socialism associated with the ILP and the gradualist and social scientific approach of the Fabians. 
· Ethical socialism came from a religious outlook and included Tawney and more recently Blair. 
· The ILP saw socialism as a religion rather than derived from a religion and it put a moralistic strain that is present in the party today. 
· The ethical socialists were pointing on a new morality involving unselfish, co-operative, and directly challenged the self-interested individualistic assumptions behind classical economics and laissez-faire economics. 
· The main problem with ethical socialism was it was short  on economic and social analysis. 
· The Fabians were the antithesis of the ILP and they prided themselves on their rational and scientific approach to social and economic issues.
· The webbs and Marx both wanted socialism to truimpth but Marx saw it through class conflict and revolution whereas Fabians saw it as gradual parliamentary route. 
· Although the webbs started in socialism they lost faith in Trade Unions and and working class and didn’t think pressure from below would work but rather a paternalistic socialism where the top would help the bottom. 
· Ethical and fabian socialists both had roots in liberalism. Ethical in nonconformit radicalism and Fabian in utilitarianism. 
· Fabians still provide info for Labour to this day but the ILP became a party within a party almost and was marginalised.
State Socialism and alternatives to state socialism 
· Labour party ideology was made up of radical liberalism, trade unionism, ethical socialism , and fabianism. In terms of organisational strength and financial support trade unions were by far the most significant. 
· Fabians were also influential especially after 1918 when Sidney Webb helped to write clause 4. 
· British Labour party has attracted more criticism over its strategies rather than its goals. They think the state is benign and therefore socialism could be achieved through acquiring, through the ballot box, control of Westminster and Whitehall, winning and using the power of the state.  
· Robert Owen and William Morris were interested in co-operation movements where mutual action took place and other socialists were interested in municipal socialism (local authorities). However as time wore on Labour absorbed this and concentrated solely on gaining a parliamentary majority. 
· Labours state socialism came under threat by anarcho-syndicalism who opposed state action and wanted direct action like strikes and sit-ins to secure workers control of industry, wages, and conditions. Much like liberal Herbert Spencer 
Labour in power? MacDonaldism 
· He was part of a minority government so couldn’t pass the legislation he would want or do radicalist social reforms. Although they wanted a gradual approach anyway 
· There were economic problems going on during his time as PM
· In 1922 Labour overtook Liberals and became official opposition then become government in 1924 and 1929-31 in minority governments. 
· In 1929 the western economic system was in crisis, and according to Labour this was because of capitalism. This was possibly the worst time to be in government. Their gradualist change to socialism was never going to work they needed an immediate response however growing unemployment and disagreements over spending cuts meant the dissolving on the government in 1931 
· After 1931 some socialists believed that this showed the weakness is socialist gradualism and parliamentarianism and instead turned to a soviet route to socialism while some denied both and turned to a revolutionary route to socialism 
· McDonald agreed to be PM of a largely conservative government while labour on the whole carried on MacDonaldism without MacDonald as Miliband described it.
Labour in power – Attlee government 
· The coalition government of 1940-45 helped socialists ideas be more accepted because people thought state intervention was necessary to win the war. 
· In 1945 under Attlee they won a substantial parliamentary victory 
· Labour showed it support for a reformist parliamentary strategy over Soviet approach by its clear support for NATO in the cold war with the Communist world. 
· This was an early factor in the subsequent Bevanite split in 1950’s 
· Attlee’s domestic policy included : Establishment of welfare state, nationalisation of key industries to promote a mixed economy, Keynesian economic planning and promotion of industrial harmony through the trade unions. All involve state intervention
·  Labour was in favour of Keynesian planning because it provided full employment for a long time and involved planning of some sort. 
· Bevan’s NHS was socialist funded largely by taxation and initially free to all users whereas national insurance was from the beveridge report and more a liberal inspiration of individual responsibility. 
· The introduction of trade unions into the political arena began as early as the 1st world war, was promoted by Churchill’s coalition government and when leaders like Bevin joined the government, trade unions gained power and influence but under the understanding that they exercise moderately and in national interest. 
· Nationalisation came from Clause 4 where there was a commitment to ‘ common ownership of the means of production, distribution and exchange. 
· Under Herbert Morrision nationalisation was state-owned public cooperations run by appointed managers rather than workers and was named by the left (syndaclists) as state capitalism rather than socialism. 
· However despite this Labour retained public support and a version of socialism compatible with parliamentary democracy 
· Attlee, Bevin and Morrison had completed a limited socialist revolution which was a mixture of radical liberalism, trade unionism, and fabianism and therefore left their successors little to do but protect what they had achieved. 
· The collapse of Keynesianism in 1970’s undermined Labours need for state intervention and the welfare state. 
Revisionism, Pragmatism, and Fundamentalism 
· Tony Crosland attempted to update Labour’s ideology in ‘The Future of Socialism’ (1956) 
· Bevan resigned in 1951 over the split in the introduction of health service charges. His arch enemy Hugh Gaitskill was in favour 
· Revisionism is a word used to describe efforts to update, moderate or water down socialism. 
· Crosland wasn’t revising or rejecting the ideas of the Attlee government but more redefining socialism after the governments achievements. 
· Left- wing feel like Crosland’s book was rejecting socialism and accepting modified capitalism but he thought he was redefining rather than abandoning. 
· Crosland said 19th century capitalism no longer existed and that it had been transformed by progressive tax, and welfare reforms. 
· Crosland preferred a mixed economy
·  Crosland said Socialism is about pursuit of equality though social benefits, progressive tax and redistribution of the product of economic growth rather than ownership of industry but this goes against the commitment in clause 4 of common ownership of the means of production. 
· Many thought that the commitment to common ownership alienated voters and after Labours 3rd successive loss in 1959, the leader Gaitskill attempted to reform the Party by loosening ties with Trade Unions and embarked on a campaigned to drop Clause 4 but this failed and he was eventually seen as a Social Democratic rather than socialism within the Labour Party. 
· The left was fighting a defensive battle gaining inspiration from revolutionists like the peace movement and the womans movement. In 1970’s the party commited to nationalisation on Banking and building industries. 
· The most bitter conflict within Labour is the means NOT the ends 
THIRD BOOKLET 
From Old Labour to New Labour 
A new party with a new ideology? 
· It has been claimed that the ideology of the Labour Party has been fundamentally altered 
· Blair and his government have been seen to create a ‘third way’ 
· In 1983 under Bevanite and Michael Foot Labour’s programme contained a commitment to nuclear disarmament, exit from the European Community and a massive expansion in public spending including further nationalisation in accordance with Clause 4. 
· By 1997 the commitments to nuclear disarmament and leaving the EU has been overturned. Labour agreed to stick to Conservatives spending plan for 2 years and accepted Thatcher and Majors privatisation programme without wanting more nationalisation. 
· Clause 4 which commited the party to common ownership was rewritten. 
· Some said this was Blair abandoning socialism and social democracy, some even calling him Thatchers heir 
· Blairs call for modernisation showed a likeness to Harold Wilson 
· New Labour is different because Blair has abandoned socialism and Britain has changed 
· The old manual working class that aligned themselves with Labour were now smaller and fragmented 
· Divisions over ethnicity and gender now overlay class divisions 
· After 18 years of Conservative reign it would be hard to make big changes opposing them.
· Blarite socialism is influenced by Thatcherism 
· The world has changed due to globalisation so new challenges are there for them to deal with like global market and communications 

Old Labour, democratic Socialism and Social Democracy 
· If the old party is seen as more labourist than socialist James Callaghan embodies that. He was no aligned with the old Bevanite left represented by Wilson, Crossman, Castle, and Foot nor the revisionist Gaitskellite right around Crosland and Jenkins. Callaghan was instead the voice of the ‘contencious alliance’ with trade unions. When he was prime minister in 1976 he eagerly pursued incomes policy and the social contracts with unions. He was not interested in progressive liberal reforms of Roy Jenkins or Barbara Castle’s entusiasim for equal opportunities. His government collapsed in 1979 after the winter of discontent and spelt the end of Labourism. 
· An old battle between social democrats and democratic socialists sparked up and Michael foot became leader and there was changes to the parties constitution and a policy commitment to withdrawing Britain from the EEC. 
· Four former Labour cabinet ministers, Roy Jenkins, Shirley Williams, Bill Rodgers, and David Owen set up SDP. 
· Social Democrat is a way to describe reformist of revisionist Labour politicians 
· The left of the party seemed in control of party policy until the 1983 election 
· The SDP claimed they never left Labour but Labour left them with a left dominated ideological shift
· The SDP were critised as being the new yesterday with its support for EEC, NATO, modified Keynesianism, the welfare state and incomes policy. 
· New proposal of constitutional reform, the SDP was forced to join liberals or risk becoming politically extinct 
NEW LABOUR? 
· After losing 4 successive elections to Thatcher, Labour was forced to rethink their ideological direction and couldn’t just keep defending Attle
· They could either restore attles policies amending bits that weren’t relevant but they couldn’t just defend the status quo.
· An ideological rethink was started by Kinnock and smith and then finished by Blair 
· Labour had now abandoned the things that made SDP leave in the first place 
· After the 1983 manifesto, Labour became positive about Europe 
· After the 1987 defeat, nuclear disarmament was quietly abandoned
· After the 1992 defeat they stopped demands to raise spending and taxation 
· A rethink of the relationship with trade unions became evident under John Smith mainly 
· Most significantly a re-writing of clause 4 in 1994-95 by Blair 
· In practice the labour leadership has distanced itself from the Unions 
· Labour did  not try and reverse the changes made by Conservatives including less influence from trade unions over party policy 
· This showed a trend away from Labour’s previous association with the Unions 
· The policies pursued by New Labour have not always benefited the old working class 
· Labour has tried to focus on representation for black, female, and gays rather than with their white, male, working class they are normally aligned to. 
· Working class solidarity has been weakened and is divided between private and public sector, ethnicity etc. 
· The reduction and fragmentation of the working class meant that Labour had to broaden its horizon to other voters ‘Middle England’ which implied some ideological revision away from labourism. 
·  Blair did what Gaitskill couldn’t in the 1960’s and that’s rewrite clause 4. In the current age it was politically and economically unrealistic to renationalise industries that had been privatised 
· New Labour is not a new party it simply dropped the electoral liabilities that were in writing but were never practiced. Unions never used the power they were allowed to through the constitution 
The international Context 
· The 1945 cold war helped shape Labours thinking and an alliance with USA which lead to support of NATO which caused minor splits in the party. 
· The end of the cold war took the heat off labours problematic defence policy 
· The collapse of the USSR meant that state planning had been discredited in favour of capitalism and Labours philosophy had taken a knock.
· Dahrendorf then said that socialism was DEAD
· Germany, France, Italy and Britain in 2000 had governments described as social democrats 
· Globalisation was a crucial element in the ‘New Labour/Third Way’ 
The end or redefinition of socialism? 
· Since McDonald Labour has been critisied for selling out socialism 
· But some say they were never a socialist party 
· Blairite socialism can be attached with Christian socialism which could alienate people from other reiligions or none because when this was previously popular after the first world war, nearly everyone was Christian but this was no longer the casae 
· Blair puts emphasis on community which coincides with Labours belief in fraternity and it contrasts the individualism of the New Right 
· It makes them seem they are catering for the whole community, broadening electoral support and making them small scaled and decentralised which tears them away from their centralised bureaucratic background 
· Stakeholding stresses the importance of employees, consumers and the wider public interest under capitalism. Critics on the left say its imprecise and owes to much to capitalism while on the right they say it resembles the discredited corporatism. 
· In practice stakeholding is hardly ever employed 
A Third Way?
· Stakeholding, Christian socialism, and community opt for inclusion over exclusion, cooperation, collaboration, and partnership instead of competition. So its dubbed as a ‘third way’. 
· After the second world war social democracy seemed like a ‘Middle Way’ between Stanlinism and laissez-faire capitalism. 
· Until the 1970’s where free market policies were favoured in Britain 
· Blair’s third way was in search for an alternative to free-market neo liberalism and centralised state planning 
· Critics on the left say the third way is Thatcherism with a smile however their agenda is far from Thatcherism with constitutional reform for example, the minimum wage
· The third way can be seen as a revived form of social democracy 
· Heywood says it rejects social democracy for liberal communitarianism 
· Le grand says it is neither and a true third way 
· Freeden says the third way is a pragmatic dose of all 3 ideologies 
· Third way is linked with the voluntary sector offering a non profit alternative to the free markets and public sector bureaucracy. ‘steering’ rather than ‘ rowing’ 
· Giddens sees blair third way as a development within social democracy like Clintons Democrat admin
· Simply reacting to globalisation, problems with the environment etc. 
· Third way is the best way to describe labour atm but it is still too complex of a term 
New Labour in government
· Blair’s victories in 1997 and 2001 were down to the electoral system and a division in opposition but he still managed to reach out to ‘Middle England’ which had traditionally rejected Labour 
· Blair took up one nation conservatism tactics and seemed to be accepting of conservatism pro-europe stance whilst still being gradual and pragmatic like his predecessors.
· Blairs radical constitutional reform and successful stewardship of the economy stood out 
· Some critics say that Labours constitutional reform did not go far enough like open government and electoral reform. But from the outside it seemed nothing less than a constitutional reform with the rapid implementation of the devolution, reform of lords, introduction of new electoral syste for Euro Parliament and devolved assemblies, and the incorporation into the UK law of the ECHR. 
· Though reforms like Lords have been lingering since the last labour government, traditionally constitional reform has been a battle for the Liberals instead of Labour 
· The problems in implementing the devolution, the compromises made for the lords reform have discredited Labours attempts 
· However their careful and successful management of the economy went down well, and put back an old electoral liability of their failures in the economy in the past although their social policies have been widely accepted. 
· Conservatives lost credibility over Black Wednesday in 1992 while Labour gained it. Although some might say they were lucky, the economy was just in a good state 
· However the extra money for health and education came too little too late and Browns tax reforms to benefit the low paid were too complex thus Labour was popular for what they were NOT rather than what they were 
New Labour in the new millennium 
· 2 landslide victories took Britain to a place of alien because the center and left and used to briefly interrupting long periods of Conservative rule 
· However growing apathy and disillusion of politics from the public seems to contradict the ‘people’s party’ ambitions for an active engaged membership and citizenry. 
· It remains to be seen whether they become radical or continue gradual or how they approach the EU and European currency with an increasingly eurosceptic electorate 
· It will be interesting to see if they produce the world class public services they promised. The left is highly critical of the increased privitization like the air traffic control and the failures of the already privitized like the railway 
· Labours plans for the public sector will mean an increase in public spending an an akward increase in tax. Labour would have to manage the economy successfully but then it is always open to external shocks 
· Blaie has been complared to Churchill or Gladstone 
·   
