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Uses AND ABUSES OF
PoLiTicaAL CONCEPTS

INTRODUCTION

Concepts have a particular importance for students of politics. It is
no exaggeration to suggest that political argument often boils down
to a struggle over the legitimate meaning of terms. Enemies may
argue, fight and even go to war, each claiming to be ‘defending free-
dom’, ‘upholding democracy’ or ‘supporting justice’. The problem
is that words such as ‘freedom’, ‘democracy’ and ‘justice’ have
different meanings to different people, so that the concepts them-
selves come to seem problematic.

At least three reasons can be suggested to explain the unusual
importance of concepts in political analysis. The firstis that political
analysis typically deals in generalisations. The significance of this
can be highlighted by considering differences between politics and
history in this respect. Whereas a historian is likely to want to make
sense of a particular event (say, the French Revolution, the Russian
Revolution or the Eastern European Revolutions of 1989-91), a
political analyst is more likely to study such events with a view to
making sense of a larger or more general phenomenon, in this case
the phenomenon of revolution. For historians a special study of the
concept of ‘revolution’ is of marginal value, because what they are
primarily interested in is what is different, even unique, about
a particular set of events. For political analysts, on the other hand, a
study of the concept of ‘revolution’ is not only necessary — it is the
very process through which political enquiry proceeds.

The second reason is that the language used by students of politics
is largely the same as that used by practitioners of politics, and
particularly by professional politicians. As the latter are primarily
interested in political advocacy rather than political understand-
ing, they have a strong incentive to use language to manipulate
and sometimes confuse. This, in turn, forces students of politics to
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be especially careful in their use of language. They must define
terms clearly and refine concepts with precision in order to safe-
guard them from the misrepresentations often current in everyday
political debate.

The final reason is that political concepts are frequently entwined
with ideological beliefs. Since the emergence of modern political
ideologies in the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries,
not only has a new language of political discourse emerged, but the
terms and concepts of political debate have also been imbued
with complex and often conflicting meanings. Political concepts
are therefore particularly challenging creatures: they are often
ambiguous and not infrequently the subject of rivalry and debate,
and they may come ‘loaded’ with value judgements and ideological
implications of which their users may be unaware.

WHAT IS A CONCEPT?

A concept is a general idea about something, usually expressed in a
single word or a short phrase. A concept is more than a proper noun
or the name of a thing. There is, for example, a difference between
talkingaboutacat (aparticularand uniquecat) andhavingaconcept
ofa‘cat’ (theidea ofacat). The conceptofacatisnota ‘thing’ butan
‘idea’, an idea composed of the various attributes that give a cat its
distinctive character: ‘a furry mammal’, ‘small’, ‘domesticated’,
‘catchesratsand mice’ and so on. Inthesame way the concept of ‘pre-
sidency’ refers not to any specific president, butrather toasetofideas
about the organisation of executive power. Concepts are therefore
‘general’ in the sense that they can refer to a number of objects,
indeed to any object that complies with the generalideaitself.

What, then, is the value of concepts? Concept formation is an
essential step in the process of reasoning. Concepts are the ‘tools’
with which we think, criticise, argue, explain and analyse. Merely
perceiving the external world does not in itself give us knowledge
about it. In order to make sense of the world we must, in a sense,
impose meaning upon it, and we do this through the construction
of concepts. Quite simply, to treat a cat as a cat, we must first have
a concept of what it is. Precisely the same applies to the process of
political reasoning: we build up our knowledge of the political
world not simply by looking at it, but through developing and
refining concepts which will help us make sense of it. Concepts, in
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that sense, are the building blocks of human knowledge. Neverthe-
less, concepts can also be slippery customers, and this is particularly
the case in relation to political concepts. Amongst the problems
posed by political concepts are that they are often value-laden,
that their meanings may be the subject of argument and debate,
and that they are sometimes invested with greater substance and
significance than they actually possess.

NOoRMATIVE AND DEescRrIPTIVE CONCEPTS

Normative concepts are often described as ‘values’; they refer to
moral principles orideals, that which should, ought or mustbe brought
about. A wide range of political concepts are value-laden in this
sense — ‘liberty’, ‘rights’, Justice’, ‘equality’, ‘tolerance’, and so on.
Values or normative concepts therefore advance or prescribe certain
forms of conduct rather than describe events or facts. Consequently,
it 1s sometimes difficult to disentangle political values from the
moral, philosophical and ideological beliefs of those who advance
them. By contrast, descriptive or positive concepts refer to ‘facts’
which supposedly have an objective and demonstrable existence:
they refer to what ¢s. Concepts such as ‘power’, ‘authority’, ‘order’
and ‘law’ are in this sense descriptive rather than normative. It is
possible to ask whether they exist or do not exist.

The distinction between facts and values 1s often regarded as a
necessary precondition for clear thinking. Whereas values may be
regarded as a matter of opinion, facts can be proved to be either
true or false. As a result, descriptive concepts are thought to be ‘neu-
tral’ or value-free: they stand up to the rigour of scientific examina-
tion. Indeed, under the influence of positivism, the pressure to
develop a science of politics meant that in the middle decades of the
twentieth century normative concepts were often discarded as
‘metaphysical’ and therefore nonsense. However, the problem with
political concepts is that facts and values are invariably interlinked,
even apparently descriptive concepts being ‘loaded’ with a set of
moral and ideological implications. This can be seen, for instance,
in the case of ‘authority’. If authority is defined as ‘the right to influ-
ence the behaviour of others’, it is certainly possible to use the con-
cept descriptively to say who possesses authority and who does not,
and to examine the basis upon which it is exercised. However, it is
impossible completely to divorce the concept from value judgements
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about when, how and why authority should be exercised. In short, no
one is neutral about authority. For example, whereas conservatives,
who emphasise the need for order to be imposed from above, tend to
regard authority as rightful and healthy, anarchists, who believe
government and law to be evil, invariably see authority as nakedly
oppressive. All political concepts, descriptive as well as normative,
need therefore to be understood in the light of the ideological per-
spectives of those who use them.

One response to the value-laden character of political concepts
thathasbeen particularlyinfluential since the late twentieth century
hasbeen the movement toinsist upon ‘political correctness’in the use
of language. Political correctness, sometimes simply known as PC,
hasbeen advocated by feminists, civil rights activists and representa-
tives of minority groups generally, who wish to purge language of
racist, sexist and other derogatory or disparaging implications. It is
based upon the belief that language invariably reflects the power
structure in society at large, and so discriminates in favour of domi-
nantgroupsand againstsubordinate ones. Obviousexamplesinclude
the use of ‘Man’ or ‘mankind’ to refer to the human race, references
to ethnic minorities as ‘negroes’ or ‘coloureds’, and the description
of developing world countries as ‘third world’ or ‘underdeveloped’
(although ‘developing world’ is also attacked for implying that the
Western model of development is applicable throughout the
world). The goal of political correctness is to develop bias-free ter-
minology that enables political argument to be conducted in non-
discriminatory language. The difficulty with this position, however,
is that the hope of an unbiased and objective language of political
discourse is illusory. At best, ‘negative’ terms can be replaced by
‘positive’ ones; for example, the ‘disabled’ can be referred to as the
‘differently abled’, and ‘negroes’ can be described as ‘black’. Critics
of political correctness argue, moreover, thatitimposes an ideologi-
cal straitjacket upon language that both impoverishes its descrip-
tive power and denies expression to ‘incorrect’ views.

CONTESTED CONCEPTS

A further problem is that political concepts often become the sub-
ject of intellectual and ideological controversy. Itis not uncommon,
as pointed out above, for political argument to take place between
people who claim to uphold the same principle or the same ideal.
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Conceptual disagreement is therefore one of the battlegrounds of
politics itself. This is reflected in attempts to establish a particular
conception of a concept as objectively correct, as in the case of
‘true’ democracy, ‘true’ freedom, ‘true’ justice and so forth. A way
out of this dilemma was suggested by W. B. Gallie (1955-6), who
suggested that in the case of concepts such as ‘power’, ‘justice’ and
‘freedom’ controversy runs so deep that no neutral or settled defini-
tion can ever be developed. These concepts should be recognised, he
argued, as ‘essentially contested concepts’. In effect, each term
encompasses a number of rival concepts, none of which can be
accepted as its ‘true’ meaning. To acknowledge that a concept is
‘essentially contested’ is not, however, to abandon the attempt to
understand it, but rather to recognise that competing versions of
the concept may be equally valid.

The notion that most, ifnot all, concepts are many-faced or ‘essen-
tially contested” has nevertheless been subject to criticism, particu-
larly by Terence Ball (1988). Two lines of argument have been
advanced. The first notes that many theorists who attempt to apply
Gallie’s insights (as, for example, Lukes (1974) in relation to
‘power’) continue to defend their preferred interpretation of a con-
cept against its rivals. This refusal to accept that all versions of the
concept are equally valid produces on-going debate and argument
which could, at some stage in the future, lead to the emergence of a
single, agreed concept. In other words, no concept is ‘essentially’
contested in the sense that rivalry and disagreement are fundamen-
tal toits nature. The second line of argument points out that Gallie’s
analysis is ahistorical. Certain concepts are now contested which
were once the subject of widespread agreement. It is notable, for
instance, that the wide-ranging and deep disagreement that cur-
rently surrounds ‘democracy’ only emerged from the late eighteenth
century onwards alongside new forms of ideological thinking. As a
result, it is perhaps better to treat contested concepts as ‘currently’
contested (Birch, 1993) or as ‘contingently’ contested (Ball, 1997).

WoRDS AND THINGS

A final problem with concepts is what can be called the fetishism of
concepts. Thisoccurs when concepts are treated as though they have
a concrete existence separate from and, in some senses, holding sway
over, the human beings who use them. Inshort, words are treated as
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things, rather than as devices for understanding things. Max Weber
(1864—-1920) attempted to deal with this problem by classifying par-
ticular concepts as ‘ideal types’. Anideal typeisa mental constructin
which an attempt is made to draw out meaning from an otherwise
almostinfinitely complexreality through the presentationofalogical
extreme. Ideal types are thus explanatory tools, not approximations
ofreality; theyneither ‘exhaustreality’ norofferanethicalideal. Con-
cepts such as ‘democracy’, ‘human rights’ and capitalism’ are thus
more rounded and coherent than the unshapely realities they seek to
describe. Weber himself treated ‘authority’ and ‘bureaucracy’ as
ideal types. The importance of recognising particular concepts as
ideal typesisthatitunderlines the fact that conceptsare only analyti-
cal tools. For this reason it is better to think of concepts orideal types
notasbeing ‘true’ or ‘false’, but merely asmore or less ‘useful’.

Further attempts to emphasise the contingent nature of political
concepts have been undertaken by so-called postmodern theorists.
They have attacked the ‘traditional’ search for universal values
acceptable to everyone on the grounds that this assumes that there
is a moral and rational high point from which all values and claims
to knowledge can be judged. The fact that fundamental disagree-
ment persists about the location of this high point suggests that
there is a plurality of legitimate ethical and political positions, and
that our language and political concepts are valid only in terms of
the context in which they are generated and employed. However,
perhaps the most radical critique of concepts is developed in the
philosophy of Mahayana Buddhism. This distinguishes between
‘conventional’ truth, which constitutes nothing more than a literary
convention in that it is based upon a willingness amongst people to
use concepts in a particular way, and ‘absolute’ truth, which
involves the penetration of reality through direct experience and
so transcends conceptualisation. In this view, thinking of all kinds
amounts to a projection imposed upon reality, and therefore consti-
tutes a form of delusion. If we mistake words for things we are in
danger, as the Zen saying puts it, of mistaking the finger pointing
at the moon for the moon itself.

How 10 UsE THIS Book

This book aims to provide students with an introduction to the
main concepts encountered in political analysis. Each concept is



12 KEY CONCEPTS IN POLITICS

discussed in two parts. The first part considers definitions: it exam-
ines the most important meanings and usages of the conceptin ques-
tion, as well as where and how it has been applied. In the case of
contested concepts, or concepts whose meanings change in different
contexts, thisisindicated by the use ofitalics. The second part of the
discussion, entitled Significance, explores the wider importance of the
concept in building up political understanding. It examines matters
such as the origins and development of the concept, and historical,
ideological and other factors that have affected its role and status.
By no means, however, is the discussion intended to be exhaustive.
Students should be able to acquire from this book a working knowl-
edge of the meanings, usages and applications of concepts, but for
more detailed coverage and more thorough explanation they are
encouraged to consult the suggestions for further reading that
appear at the end of each section.

The concepts are organised in alphabetical order withinsevensec-
tions — Basic concepts, Ideologies, Approaches, Values, Systems,
Structures and Levels. This is intended both to draw attention to
the general character and function ofa concept and tofacilitate com-
parisons and contrasts between concepts that have similar charac-
ters and functions. The general emphasis of each section is as follows:

e Basic concepts considers core concepts that deal with the nature
of politics and the parameters of political analysis.

e Ideologies considers concepts that represent broad traditions
of political thought and, often, offer particular perspectives on
political understanding.

e Approaches considers concepts that deal with how politics is
studied and how political understanding is acquired.

e Values considers concepts that are normative principles or
political ideals; in many cases these are the building-blocks of
ideological traditions.

e Systems considers concepts that refer to the organisation of
political power, or the wider institutional arrangements of
government.

® Structures considers concepts that stand for particular institu-
tions or governmental bodies; these are often the component
features of systems.

e Levels considers concepts that relate to the different geographi-
cal units of political rule and the levels at which political authority
is, or should be, exercised.
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Two reservations nevertheless need to be borne in mind about this
way of organising political concepts. The first is that, although the
categories may be useful in highlighting certain features of a con-
cept, they may also be misleading. In particular, the divisions
between the different sections are, at best, permeable. For instance,
ideologies are also, in many cases, approaches; levels overlap to some
degree with systems; and both systems and structures are invariably
entangled with values. The second problem follows naturally from
the first. It is that location of particular concepts within the sections
issometimes debatable and may, in the final analysis, be simply arbi-
trary. ‘Communism’ can legitimately be viewed as a value, anideol-
ogy and a system; ‘democracy’ is clearly both a value and a system;
‘elitism’ is here treated as a system, but might equally be regarded as
a value or even an ideology. The list could go on. It is important,
therefore, that students use the different sections as a (usually)
useful guide, and do not take them to be rigid compartments that
assign to each concept a one-dimensional character or function.
Indeed, where such confusions and complexities exist, they are
usually addressed in the discussion of the concept itself.

In order to facilitate cross-referencing and avoid unnecessary
repetition, terms that are defined elsewhere in the book are indi-
cated by an asterisk, on the first occasion they appear within the dis-
cussion of each concept. They can be located either via the Contents
or by a page reference in bold in the Index. To ensure a consistent
focus upon the meanings and significance of concepts, no informa-
tion appears in the text on the major political thinkers referred to,
except for their dates. However, a Glossary of Political Thinkers is
provided at the end of the book that offers a brief introduction to
their lives and ideas. Finally, works that are cited in the text are
listed in the Bibliography; this does not, however, include works
that are only referred to in the Glossary of Political Thinkers.

FURTHER READING

Ball, T., Farr, J. and Hanson, R. L. (eds), Political Innovation and Conceptual
Change (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1989).

Bellamy, R. (ed.), Theories and Concepts of Politics: An Introduction (Man-
chester and New York: Manchester University Press, 1993).

Birch, A. H., The Concepts and Theories of Modern Democracy (London and
New York: Routledge, 1993).



14 KEY CONCEPTS IN POLITICS

Gallie, W. B., ‘Essentially Contested Concepts’, Proceedings of the Aristote-
lian Society, 56, 19556, pp. 157-97.

Heywood, A., Political Theory: An Introduction (London: Macmillan, 1999).

Rorty, R. (ed.), The Linguistic Turn (Chicago: University of Chicago Press,
1967).

White, ]. B., When Words Lose Their Meaning (Chicago: University of
Chicago Press, 1984).

Williams, P., Mahayana Buddhism (London and New York: Routledge,

1989).



INDEX

Note:

Numbers in bold refer to a full discussion of a concept, including definitions of any

significant sub-categories (as indicated in the text by the use of italics), or biographical

details of a key political thinker.

Abacha, General, 171

absolutism, 38, 61, 157-8, 158, 183

accountability, 16, 117-18, 138, 170,
200, 214, 260

Adorno, T., 159, 262

adversary politics, 214

alienation, 49

Almond, G. A., 216-17

anarchism, 20, 27, 28, 31, 41, 42,
45-7,51,55,62,111, 118, 250

anomie, 122

anti-Semitism, 57, 66—7, 70

Aquinas, T, 95, 262

Arendt, H., 33, 232, 262

Aristotle, 20, 25, 34, 52, 88, 94, 95,
122,135, 262

Aryanism, 66

August Caesar, 166

Augustine of Hippo, 95, 262

Austin, J., 25, 38

authoritarianism, 16, 68, 158-9, 184

authority, 15-16, 27, 29, 30, 37, 39,
45,53,62,68-9,123, 145,158, 192,
213,221

autonomy, 45, 67, 118-19, 162, 237,
241

Bakunin, M., 121, 262

balance of power, 37, 106—7

Ball, T., 7

behaviouralism, 85-6, 89, 94, 96, 97,
99,101,108, 217

Bell, D., 24

Bentham, J., 109, 134, 263

Berlin, 1., 129-30

bicameralism, 124, 189-90, 240

bill of rights, 120, 190-1, 198

Birch, A.-H., 7

Bismarck, O. von, 166

Blair, T., 78

Bloch, E., 112

Bodin, J., 37-8, 157, 263

Bonapartism, 159

Boulding, K., 35

Brzezinski, 7., 184

Buchanan, J., 104

Buddhism, 8, 92

Bull, H., 107

bureaucracy, 19, 93, 118, 153, 191-3,
201, 215

Burke, E., 17, 53, 144, 145, 151, 263

cabinet, 173, 179, 180, 193-4, 198,
201-2, 220, 221, 224-6

capitalism, 22, 26, 33, 48, 50, 52, 55,
61, 64,67,69, 75,78-9, 111, 138,
142, 158,159-61, 170, 209-10, 231

centralisation, 237-8, 242, 250

Chamberlain, H. S., 70

Christian democracy, 47-8

Christianity, 47-8, 72

Churchill, R., 79

Cicero, 181

citizenship, 119-20, 140, 182, 217,
252,257

civic culture, 21617

civil liberty, 25, 120-1, 125, 147, 190,
198

civil society, 17-18, 25, 39, 126, 134,
158, 162, 169, 184, 205, 224



16

Clinton, B., 78

coalition, 18, 194-5, 213, 219, 225

cohabitation, 181

collective responsibility, 146, 193

collectivisation, 49, 79, 121, 162

collectivism, 27, 76, 121-2_133, 136

colonialism, 70, 106, 226, 245

committee, 146, 193, 195-6, 215

communism, 10, 24, 27, 28, 46,
48-51,64-5,71,76-7,158, 167,
185

communitarianism, 45, 51-2, 62, 96,
100, 119, 149

community, 24, 51, 75, 100, 122-3,
130, 134, 136, 143

Comte, A., 100

concept, 3—11, passim

confederation, 247

consensus, 18-19, 34, 162, 195

consent, 16, 30, 60, 78, 123, 1619

conservatism, 23,27, 28,45, 46, 52-4,
68-70, 69-80, 105, 130, 1501,
255

consociationalism, 162—-3

constitution, 20, 88, 93, 169, 190,
196-9, 241

constitutionalism, 38, 54, 60, 75, 117,
124-5, 158, 183, 189, 198, 230

corporatism, 78, 164-5, 223, 224

coup d’état, 182

Cromwell, O., 166

Dahl, R.; 177

Darwinism, 70

decentralisation, 67, 118, 124, 237-8,
239, 242,257, 259

delegate, 144

democracy, 7, 10, 30, 38, 54, 67, 86,
102,117,119, 124, 125-7, 137,
143-5,167,178-9, 185,217, 224,
228,256

Destutt de Tarcy, A., 22

Devlin, P., 26

devolution, 21, 162, 176, 190,
238-10, 258

dialectic, 86

dialectical materialism, 49, 64, 87, 91

dictatorship, 57, 157, 166-7, 171,
178,185, 228

INDEX

discourse, 87-8, 102
Disraeli, B., 53, 54
Donne, J., 75
Durkheim, E., 122

Easton, D., 34, 85,94, 108, 112

ecologism, 24, 28, 55—6, 68, 100, 111

ecology, 55

election, 46, 93, 123, 144, 169,
199-201, 227

elective dictatorship, 174

elitism, 10, 36, 94, 167-8, 177

empiricism, 88-9, 92, 104

Engels, F., 48, 64, 87, 90, 263

environmentalism, 55

equality, 22, 27,45, 51, 55,57, 58, 60,
61, 74, 76, 96, 99, 125, 128-9, 132,
135, 143, 148, 153, 170, 204

Esping-Andersen, G., 152

essentially contested concepts, 7

ethnicity, 175, 226-7, 244, 252,253

Etzioni, A., 51

executive, 19, 201-3, 215, 229

fascism, 23, 27, 28, 51, 54, 55, 568,
65-9, 71, 78,131, 164, 167, 185,
227,233

federalism, 21, 38, 124, 162, 176, 181,
190, 238, 240-2, 258

feminism, 24, 27,42, 52, 58-60, 62,
68, 96, 99, 100, 111, 121, 170,
174-5, 2045, 248

Foucault, M., 87, 263

foundationalism, 102

Franco, General, 159

freedom, 7, 16, 17, 21, 27, 39, 45,
51,57,60-1,62-3, 68-9, 74,
77,96, 99, 118, 120, 124, 129-31,
132,152,170, 175, 181, 198, 213,
238, 256

Friedrich, C., 184

Fromm, E.,; 131, 232, 263

Fukuyama, F., 61, 169, 263

functionalism, 89-90

fundamentalism, 71-3, 76

Gallie, W.D., 7
Gandhi, Mahatma, 92
Gemeinschaft, 122



INDEX

gender, 58—60, 175, 204-5

general will, 38, 166, 178

Gentile, G., 57

Gesellschaft, 122

globalisation, 39, 42, 55, 57, 72, 78,
194, 204, 209, 227, 243-4, 246,
253, 260

Gobineau, J.-A., 70

Goodman, P., 112

governance, 19-21, 93

government, 16, 18, 19-21, 24, 29,
30,31, 37,45,68,93, 195, 196

Gramsci, A., 24, 205, 264

Habermas, J., 30, 264

Hailsham, Lord, 174

Hall, S., 159

Hamilton, A., 240

Hart, H. L. A., 25,42

Hegel, G.W.F., 17, 86, 87, 92, 264

hegemony, 24, 30, 88, 205-6, 211,
217

hierarchy, 19, 27, 138

Hinduism, 72

historical materialism, 64, 89, 90-1,
92

Hitler, A., 40, 57-8, 66, 166, 171,
254

Hobbes, T, 29, 31, 36, 38, 94, 95,
134,141, 157,176, 264

human nature, 21-2, 26, 31, 41, 45,
53,98, 133

human rights, 25, 93, 110, 120,
131-3, 147,191, 248

Hume, D., 88

idealism, 91-3, 106, 249

ideology, 22-4, 43-80, 124, 148, 205,
217,218, 240, 245, 254

imperialism, 70, 245-6, 249

incrementalism, 32

individual responsibility, 146

individualism, 22, 27, 46, 52, 58, 60,
62,68, 77,79, 80, 101, 119, 121,
133-4, 136, 148

individuality, 133

industrialism, 55

influence, 35

institutionalism, 93—-4

intergovernmentalism, 246-7, 258,
259, 260

internationalism, 27, 49, 248-9, 252,
259

Islam, 72, 136

issue, 31

Jacques, M., 159

Judaism, 72

judiciary, 26, 93, 139, 206-7, 229

Julius Caesar, 166

justice, 7, 24, 60, 62, 92, 96, 99, 132,
134-6, 138, 206

Kant, 1., 92, 248, 264
Kautsky, K., 64

Keynes, J. M., 47, 74, 161, 264
Keynesianism, 47, 74, 78
King, M. L., 92, 227
Kropotkin, P., 31, 45, 52, 264

laissez-faire, 52, 54, 61, 63, 161

law, 24-6, 29, 30, 37, 39, 45, 72, 120,
135,190-1, 196-7, 206-7, 252

leadership, 57, 136-8, 178, 194, 215,
221-2,224-6

left/right, 27-8, 71, 128-9, 137

legislature see parliament

legitimacy, 15, 29-30, 124, 203, 239,
250

Lenin, V. 1., 91, 137, 209, 246, 265;
see also Leninism

Leninism, 49, 65, 91, 137, 209, 246,
265

liberal democracy, 17, 60, 62, 109,
120, 124, 139, 149, 164, 169-70,
177,197,223, 230

liberalism, 23, 27, 28, 45, 53, 54, 59,
60-2,63,65,96,100,102,104,111,
119,123, 124-5, 133, 149, 248,
254, 257

libertarianism, 26, 46, 62-3, 118

liberty see freedom

Lijphart, A., 162-3, 186

Lincoln, 125

Lindblom, C., 32

local government, 249-51, 257, 259

Locke, J., 26, 29, 88, 94, 95, 134, 141,
142, 149, 176, 265



18

Lukes, S., 7, 36
Lyotard, J.-F., 102

MacCallum, G. C., 130

Machiavelli, N., 88, 93, 265

MaclIntyre, A., 51

Madison, J., 176, 240, 265

Maistre, J. de, 159-60, 265

mandate, 126, 144, 174, 200, 208-9

Marcuse, H., 112, 185, 265

market, 19, 27,47, 61, 63, 68-70, 78,
111,136, 1601, 165, 169, 209-10

Marx, K., 23, 24, 34, 48-50, 635,
86,90-1,96,99, 161, 205, 231, 265;
see also Marxism

Marxism, 36, 42,4851, 52, 55, 59,
62,63-5,67,71,76,87,94,96, 102,
111-12, 122,148,177, 182-3, 193,
205,211,217, 224, 2301, 246;
see also Karl Marx

Marxism—Leninism, 49, 206; see also
Leninism; Marxism

mass media, 184, 205, 210-11, 215,
221,225, 228

Mazzini, G., 252-3, 266

McLuhan, M., 211

meritocracy, 60, 80, 128, 136, 138-9

Michels, R., 167, 168, 219, 266

militarism, 170-2

Mill, J. S., 26, 96, 110, 131, 150, 151,
250, 266

Millett, K., 35, 174, 266

Mills, C. Wright, 167, 168

monarchy, 90, 157, 181, 211-13

Montesquieu, C.-L., 88, 176, 266

More, T, 50, 1101

Mosca, G., 167, 168, 266

Mussolini, B., 57-8, 164, 171

Napoleon Bonaparte, 166

Napoleon I1I, 159, 166

nation, 56, 68, 106, 121, 213, 238,
244,248, 251-2, 2527

nationalism, 27, 39, 42, 54, 56, 69, 71,
72,106, 122,224,227, 246, 248,
254-6, 2567, 258

nation-state, 227, 243, 246, 249,
252-4, 2545, 258, 259, 260

natural rights, 131, 147-8

INDEX

Nazism, 55, 57-8, 65-7, 70, 106, 123,
227,254

neo-conservatism, 68-9

neo-liberalism, 68, 69

neo-Marxism, 30, 64, 91

network, 19, 20

Neustadt, R., 230

neutrality, 98, 139-40, 191, 2067

New Left, 46, 67-8, 99, 112, 233

New Right, 24, 28, 40, 41, 46, 48, 54,
60, 63, 68-70, 75, 80, 99, 120, 130,
136, 148, 165, 177, 224

Nietzsche, F., 105, 137, 2667

Nozick, R., 99, 267

Oakeshott, M., 23, 267

obligation, 20, 29, 123, 140-1

One Nation conservatism, 53, 54, 78
opposition, 185, 213-14

order, 26, 27, 30-1, 45, 53, 151
Owen, R., 52, 267

Papadopoulis, Colonel, 171

Pareto, V., 167, 168, 267

parliament, 93, 172—4, 178, 189-90,
195,197, 2001, 214-16

parliamentary government, 172—4,
179, 183, 189, 201-3, 213-14,
214-16, 220, 224, 230, 240

parliamentary sovereignty, 38, 197

party systems, 219

paternalism, 51, 152

patriarchy, 26, 55, 59, 62, 174-5,
204

patriotism, 181, 251, 256-7

permissiveness, 69, 149

Peron, J., 159

Peronism, 159

philosophical materialism, 92

philosophy, 94-5; see also political
philosophy

Pinochet, General, 171

planning, 49, 51, 162

Plato, 50, 87, 92, 94, 95, 99, 135, 141,
167,267

Plekanov, G., 64, 87

pluralism, 36, 58, 60, 72, 73, 94, 149,
150, 168, 169, 175-6, 211, 2234,
240



INDEX

policy, 31-3, 94, 117, 146, 207

polis, 33

political correctness, 6

political culture, 173, 201, 216-17,
223

political party, 18, 25, 46, 55, 108,
195, 213, 215, 218-20, 222, 232

political philosophy, 29, 30, 94-6,
100

political science, 22, 29, 95, 96-8, 98,
100

political spectrum, see left/right

political theory, 41, 98-100, 101, 112,
141, 168, 175, 181

politics, 18, 19, 26, 33-5, 36, 71-2,
94-100, 120, 207

Popper, K., 96, 267

populism, 178-9

positivism, 89, 97, 99, 100-1

post-Fordism, 232

postmaterialism, 67, 2323

postmodernism, 8, 59, 60, 87, 100,
101-2

poststructuralism, 102

power, 7, 15, 29, 34, 35-7, 37, 39, 57,
94,1767

pragmatism, 53, 88

president, 179-81, 202, 220-2, 224

presidential government, 162, 172,
179-81, 193,201-3, 213, 215-16,
220-2, 230, 240

presidentialism, 221-2, 226

pressure group, 53, 56, 108, 1645,
176,215, 218, 222-4, 232

prime minister, 180, 193—4, 202, 220,
224-6

progress, 57, 150

property, 26, 45, 53, 132, 141-3, 162

proportional representation, 200—1;
see also representation

Proudhon, P.-J., 45, 240, 267

public goods, 103

public/private divide, 17, 34, 39, 59,
111, 174, 184

race, 56, 121, 175, 226-7, 252
racialism, 57, 65—7, 70-1, 96, 122,
227,248, 255

racism, 70-1; see also racialism

rational choice theory, 32, 94, 99,
102-4, 168, 193

rationalism, 57, 60, 103, 104-5, 150,
151,157

Rawls, J., 99, 138, 268

reaction, 150

realism, 92, 105-7, 249

referendum, 126, 227-9

Reganism, 69, 78

regionalism, 257-8

relativism, 102

religious fundamentalism, 71-3, 131,
248

representation, 124, 126, 143-5, 158,
173,189, 2001, 2089, 224

republicanism, 181-2

responsibility, 51, 63, 78, 117, 119,
121,133, 145-7,172, 173, 193

revolution, 64, 76, 182—4

rights, 25, 27, 55, 63, 69, 78, 96, 120,
131-3, 140, 141, 147-9, 169,
1901, 204

Rousseau, J.-J., 38, 94, 95, 141, 178,
268

Saddam Hussein, 40, 166, 171

Saint-Simon, C.-H., 100

Salazar, A.de O., 164

Sandel, M., 51

Sartre, J. P., 22

Schattschneider, E. E., 36

Schumpeter, J., 168

science, 85, 96—8, 100—1, 102; see also
political science

scientism, 96

secularism, 72, 73

separation of powers, 124, 172,176,
179, 181, 207, 220, 224, 229-30,
240

Simon, H., 32

Smith, A., 134, 161, 268

social class, 49, 64, 67, 76, 80, 91, 98,
101, 121, 175, 230-2

social contract, 134, 141, 148

social democracy, 28,47, 51, 67,
73-5,76

social market, 47; see also market

social movement, 68, 218, 220, 222,
232-3



20

socialism, 24, 27, 28, 45, 46, 48-51,
54,55,63-5,67-8,71,73-5, 75-17,
78-9,104, 111, 122, 142, 209-10,
248, 257

sovereignty, 37-9, 39, 118, 145, 157,
197,198, 212, 238, 240, 247, 258,
259, 260

Stalin, J., 40, 162, 166; see also
Stalinism

Stalinism, 28, 40, 49, 65, 162, 166

state, 16, 17,25,29,37,39-42, 45, 49,
50,61,62,68,72,74,77,90,93,97,
106, 118, 121, 126, 139, 176,
184-5,237-65

subsidiarity, 258-9

Sula, 166

supranationalism, 21, 57, 246, 258,
259-60

systems theory, 20, 89, 107-9, 183

Tawney, R. H., 131, 139, 268

Thatcher, M., 68, 133; see also
Thatcherism

Thatcherism, 69, 78, 133, 159

INDEX

theocracy, 72

theory, 98; see also political theory

third way, 28, 78-9

toleration, 58, 60, 149-50, 177

Tonnies, F., 122

Toryism, 51, 79-80

totalitarianism, 17, 28, 57, 157, 166,
171, 184-5, 232

tradition, 27, 53, 62, 79, 102, 150-1

trusteeship, 145

Tulloch, G., 104

Ubermensch, 137

utilitarianism, 32, 61, 96, 103,
109-10, 148-9

utility, 109

utopianism, 46, 68, 92, 110-12, 184

Verba, S.,216-17
Vilksgemeinschaft, 123

Weber, M., 8, 15, 28, 39-42, 192, 268
welfare, 53, 63, 119, 130, 147, 151-3

Z.en Buddhism, 8



	Contents
	Chapter 1: Uses and Abuses of Political Concepts
	Index

