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The Conservative and Liberal philosophies are two competing concepts on the individual, national, and global scales.  On the national level these two fighting ideas are easily likened to parents, both in their individual philosophies and in their role and position in the minds and political parties that are the center of the American government.  The two different approaches have long balanced each other out and benefited both those who affiliate themselves with labels such as “Democrat” and “Republican” as well as those who remain unaffiliated.  Should any one group control the full balance there would be negative consequences, consequences seen in the history of other nations
Before any meaningful theory can be worked out concerning the two sides their core values must be identified.  In our modern era we have the conservative side of politics in the minority, and as much as this group is seen as that of a warmonger with harsh discipline, the truth is that the conservative side of the political spectrum is more comparable to a traditional father figure.  The values which are shared among conservatives “[emphasize] local control, a sense of morality, and respect for tradition.  The disposition toward religion among many conservatives caused them to adopt in emphasis on the limits of man’s power of reason.”

“Strict Father morality assigns highest priorities to such things as moral strength (the self-control and self-discipline to stand up to external and internal evils), respect for and obedience to authority, the setting and following of strict guidelines and behavioral norms, and so on."

This Father, or paternal, morality does have a tinge of authoritarian tendency, but in the end there is a very independent flow to the philosophy.  Instead of everyone being blocked in by social restraints, the idea of working always for the common good there is a freedom under the authority.  Freedom, which according to what might be called the Conservative Doctrine, includes the freedom and actual right for each individual to fail if needed as the entire basis of the system is the use of “self-discipline to achieve self-reliance.”
  When these elements are looked at, the individual and authority parts of the philosophy, there is a unique type of philosophy at action.
Conservatism and its independent-authoritarian philosophy towards individuals and their relationship with authorities brings several apparently contradictory policies into the realm of making sense.  Having the government give as much as possible to disaster victims while keeping programs like Welfare and Nationalized Health Care from expanding or existing is at first glance a contradiction.  When the conservative independent-authoritarian beliefs are added as a filter it can be seen that the disaster relief efforts are keeping outside environmental factors from interfering with an individual’s efforts while Welfare would be artificially propping up someone who is not making enough of an effort.

While this may seem a sensible approach in the individual centered Western nations, there have been many instances of the Conservative extremes becoming very harmful in both obvious and subtle ways.  Foreign nations and even moments in the United State’s own history show that this philosophy cannot govern by itself.

The most apparent show of out-of-control Conservatism is the Nationalist movements that swept through Europe from the 1930s into the early 1940s.  Nationalism follows very much the concept of the state being an authority and for people to function within that authority.  It focused on that particular element to the point where Spain, Italy, and Germany, all had massive government reforms that ended in one civil war and a global conflict.  These nationalized nations succeeded greatly for a long period of time against superior forces due much to their nationalistic-conservatism that led their people to very easily follow authority and act in a very efficient manner.  It also created a self-centered national mindset which adopted the concept of the superior race very quickly.

More subtle incidences where a tilt too far to the right of the political spectrum caused problems was the reign of Monopolies during the latter half of the 1800s and the early 1900s.  Conservative philosophy had ruled government economic dealings to the point where large businesses grew to an unmanageable point and true competition was lost.  It was only when the government stepped in with a left leaning concept of government regulation that the situation was fixed and the economy continued along.


These warnings from history that show what rampant conservatism can do to a nation should be taken with care and not acted upon hastily.  In the modern era there is already too extreme of a reaction to the failings of the conservative party, the GOP, and the nation has hurled itself to the liberal side of the spectrum.  But is that any better than going too far to the conservative side?

The liberal approach to philosophy can be seen as the opposite of the conservative approach.  Instead of the Father we have the mother, called also the Nurturant Parent morality.  In this morality it is required that there should be “empathy for others and the helping of those who need help.”
  It is a very caring point of view that focuses on the individual in a different way than we saw in the parental morality of conservatism.  Instead of the authority being created in order to keep individuals on a steady ground for self-determination, there is a very giving and kind government that would best be compared to the salvation army, taking from others to give to those in need.  In this sense we can see the logic in the illogic of many liberal concepts.


In the DNC we see the national face of the liberal political force within the US and it can sometimes appear as though a lunatic is at the helm.  Most of the concepts they follow are comparable to the philosophy of Plato, idealism and high concepts.  The difference is that they are trying to apply idealism to the real world.  What this brings is the side of government that many have seen since the Great Depression.  It is the government which provides Social Security, Medicare, Medicaid, Welfare, and other aides to individuals who do not have the means to obtain money or services themselves.  Regulatory agencies that keep the individual companies, agencies, and other organizations from harming an ideal greater good are another artifact of liberal politics.  These agencies with goals of mercy and grace are the positive side of a liberal agenda, but there are disasters for periods that lean too far left.

At the cusp of the First World War, the Czar of Russia fell and was replaced by the liberal government of the Bolshevik party.  This communist state, what would become the USSR, would nationalize East Europe and create a state that took care of its populace, with or without their consent.  What came next were periods of terror, corruption, and the tyranny of the caregivers of the people.  These examples from past and present show that while a society with a utopian mindset such as an extreme liberal philosophy can have a good concept, the manner in which it has been put into practice has always ended in a horrendously corrupt system.

Liberal and Conservative mindsets are poor by themselves, each failing when put to the test of real world systems.  Nationalism spawns from one, Socialist Tyrannies from the other.  The best method in the end is not to fully embrace either philosophy as a nation, but to keep between the two.  In America the concept is shown in the dueling political parties that represent the bulk of Conservative and Liberal thinking on an ideological level.  Having two parties both with an almost equal amount of power has created a constant struggle for political dominance that never is entirely won by one side or the other, in most cases.  Those times when a given side has taken control we have watched the county go off the safe path of balance between Liberal and Conservative.
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