Specimen Paper 
1. (b) To what extent does David Camerons brand of Conservatism represent a break from Thatcherism? 
On the exterior Cameron and Thatcher seem like very different leaders with differing intentions. But if we dig a little deeper we will notice that although Cameron battled to distance Conservatism with the Thatcherite era his is not as dissimilar to his predecessor as he may portray.  They may differ in leadership styles and means but it seems they may well have some things in common at their ends in such areas as the welfare state. 
Thatcherism was a term to describe ‘The New Right’ within Conservatism which also held famous political figures such as Ronald Regan. The new right is supposed to be a mixture of classical liberalism, populism, and conservatism itself. The different strands were brought together into one political movement. The new right, unlike conservatism, has strong philosophical roots, running through Hayek, Friedman and Nozick. Traits from Classical Liberalism include a belief in the free market, Thatcher believed that high inflation and unemployment was cause of state intervention. Populism came in with her belief in wanting to control trade unions.  Finally neo-conservatism which was a modern outlook on Conservatism whilst still believing in authority and law and order.  
In 2005 David Cameron became leader of the party. His view on modernisation seemed to suggest a break from Thatcherism with more socially liberal and inclusive policies. Cameron’s Conservatism owes more to ‘one-nation’ Conservatism than to the New Right influenced Thatcher governments. Cameron’s Conservatism is an extension of Blair’s New Labour/Third Way ideas – certainly, whilst Blair was still Prime Minister the Conservatives adopted a number of policy stances that were very close to those of the Labour Party, such as the need for an active welfare state to move people from benefits and into work, and the commitment to end child poverty. Cameron immediately dragged the party to the center and took a turn back to one-nation paternalism conservatism of Disraeli. For the first few years of his leadership he wanted to convince the public that the party was moving away from Thatcherite policies on crime, immigration and morality. 

Margaret Thatcher became the leader in 1975. Her association with Keith Joseph already suggested neo-liberal policies. She made it clear her government would NOT spend its way out of the crisis by borrowing money to subsidise failing industries and create artfifical jobs, preferring to not intervene and the economy will recover itself. She adopted laissez-faire economic policies. She then attacked traditional institutions like the Trade Union to reduce their legal and economic power. She privitised major industries as part of her plan of ‘rolling back the frontiers of the state’. She cut down on welfare state which saw an end to the paternalistic view of such thinkers like Disraeli, He thought conservatives should care for the welfare of the people whereas she thought they should be responsible for their own welfare.  Whereas Cameron also wanted to cut public spending and prefers a mixed economy rather than a free one. Cameron had to modernise the party because, unlike in the Thatcher era, Trade Unions and inflation was no longer interesting the public and they instead had to focus on the voluntary sector and poverty. Cameron was also in favour of cutting back the roll of the state to save costs. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Thatcher’s ruthless leadership style was much different to camerons. She simply sacked people who disagreed with her like Ian Gilmour. There were plenty splits in the party over issues such as Europe and the environment yet these splits were suffocated by Thatchers abrasive and uncompromising style as dissenting colleagues were either removed of provoked to resign like Gilmour and previous allies like Lawson. Whereas Cameron seemed more open to compromise although he didn’t have much choice in a coalition government he doesn’t seem as assured in his actions as she did. Thatcher was also much more ruthless in the application of her policies like the forced selling of council houses. Cameron cannot be completely discredited however since he did seem to force through the raise in tuition fees although he coalition partner Clegg had furiously opposed this. Cameron’s willingness to make concessions in the creation of the coalition government suggests a less ideologically-driven approach than thatcher. 


The radical and Marxist left said that Thatacherism was authoritarian populism, patriotism, law and order, authority, and strong government, coupled with free market economics whereas Cameron was a ‘wetter’ populist, who took a softer stance on social policies like law and order. Economically though he was just Blair who was just like Thatcher. 
Cameron came after 4 leaders after Thatcher so he was influenced by the changes they made, the current state of society, and their recent poor electoral success. The failure of Major, who continued Thatherite policies, showed that the party needed to move into a new direction. Hague, Duncan Smith, Howard tried to move the party to the centre but the transformation was completely properly with the election of David Cameron to leadership. He was softer on law and order policies than Thatcher, preferring to tackle the reasons behind the crime rather than focusing on the punishment for the criminal. He was also more lenient when it came to tradition, having accepted some Labour reforms and civil partnerships. He welcome immigrants saying we should give them asylum, food, clothes, and schooling whereas Thatcher was clear in setting a limit on the amount of immigrants. He also committed to the NHS which was initially passed by Attlee in 1945 but came from a liberal through the Beveridge report. This shows a disconnecting with Conservatives however the NHS is typical of the collectivist, organic paternalism of Benjamin Disraeli. This return to one nation conservatism was a big break away from the individualistic, competitive, ‘help yourself’ attitude of Thatcher. 
Cmeron’s brand of Conservatism is to some extent a break from Thatcherism. Economically Cameron is a mere modernised extension of Blairs views who drafted his from Thatchers economic policies. However socially Cameron has fought hard to break away from the Hard right, state controlled policies of the social sphere, preferring instead to adopt, pragmatic, populist, liberally inclusive social policies. 
 
