
THE IDEA OF FREEDOM AND LIBERALISM IN THE UNITED STATES

Liberalism in the United States is a broad political philosophy centered on what many see as the unalienable rights of
the individual. The fundamental liberal ideals of freedom of speech, freedom of the press, . The United States was the
first country to be founded on the liberal ideas of John Locke and other philosophers of.

Only a powerful central state can protect individual rights against local strongmen and religious majorities.
Liberalism is the culmination of developments in Western society that produced a sense of the importance of
human individuality, a liberation of the individual from complete subservience to the group, and a relaxation
of the tight hold of custom, law , and authority. Traditionally, the divide et impera strategy had been employed
by tyrants against their restive subjects. Liberalism is also universalistic. And one individual's interests are, in
principle, as worthy of satisfaction as another's. Outrage is expressed whenever their vestiges are discovered in
liberal societies today. Beginning in , in Baker v. One of the key liberal values, moreover, was security. This
way of conceiving our constitutional system is inadequate. It is not surprising, therefore, that the two main
political institutions of every liberal regime are the suffrage and a representative legislature. This aspect of
liberalism became particularly prominent in 20th-century projects aimed at eliminating war and resolving
disagreements between states through organizations such as the League of Nations , the United Nations , and
the International Court of Justice World Court. So, liberals reason in the following manner. Legitimate
authority, they argued, is based on popular consent, not on divine right or dynastic succession. The only
technique available to you would be electoral politics of some sort. Rights Classical liberals uniformly
believed that rights are specified and maintained by state power. They never endorsed state socialism , but
they did call for spending on education, science and infrastructure, notably the expansion of NASA and the
construction of the Interstate Highway System. They opposed legal disabilities on religious minorities so long
as national security was not at stake. Roosevelt's successor Harry S. The dramatic story of nineteenth-century
Britain is another case in point. All attempts to organize popular government in the past have failed miserably.
Starting in the s, a number of mostly Northeastern Republicans took modern liberal positions regarding labor
unions, spending and New Deal policies. How can the king hear anything his inner circle of advisors do not
want him to hear? Its opposition to censorship and state economic controls is based on the same principle of
freedom. Have American liberals, following Roosevelt, simply misappropriated a term that originally meant
the opposite of what it has come to mean today? An embrace of Keynesian economics. Republican regimes
seem doomed to collapse into factionalism and anarchy. This position is indistinguishable from
authoritarianism. In an autocratic regime, a single faction, party, or clique monopolizes power, the press is
censored or superintended by the government; individuals can be imprisoned for long periods without legal
recourse; the secret police are given enormous discretion to liquidate "unreliables" and enforce political
subservience; the ordinary police are poorly monitored and controlled; the economy is centrally managed;
criticism of political rulers is forbidden and, therefore, government is likely to be capricious, oppressive,
corrupt, and grossly misinformed. We can see this most clearly in the work of the greatest of all preliberal
theorists, Thomas Hobbes. To make popular participation compatible with majority rule, liberalism makes it
dangerously weak. Arthur Herman argues that Roosevelt restored prosperity after by cooperating closely with
big business, [71] although when asked "Do you think the attitude of the Roosevelt administration toward
business is delaying business recovery? A few writers, such as Alasdair MacIntyre or Christopher Lasch,
finger liberalism as the source of all our miseries; others, such as Milton Friedman, preach that our most
painful problems would be solved if we returned to liberalism in a pure and uncorrupted form. As I mentioned,
the only way to give power to the majority is through elections. Johnson had been a New Deal Democrat in
the s and by the s had decided that the Democratic Party had to break from its segregationist past and endorse
racial liberalism as well as economic liberalism. Democratic politics, as we now know it, is but a routinization
of this fundamental liberal right. The faults of this stimulating essay are well-known. Thus, John Dewey wrote
that: The direct impact of liberty always has to do with some class or group that is suffering in a special way
from some form of constraint exercised by the distribution of powers that exists in contemporary society. The
members of the Constituent Assembly in Paris in , whose ideals were not radically distant from those of the
American Founders, produced a respectable liberal constitution that guttered to a swift and miserable end. His
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highly influential book The Promise of American Life proposed to raise the general standard of living by
means of economic planning. They opposed the Democratic big city machines while welcoming support from
labor unions and big business alike. Self-interest is not a sign of moral depravity or cowardice though it does
express a novel insouciance toward would-be social "superiors". We should not confine our attention to the
present moment. Anti-Federalists were fond of noting that, under the representational scheme that existed in
the colonies at the time of the Revolution, a representative might know, or at least recognize, every one of his
constituents. If representation had kept pace with the ratio, there would be roughly representatives, rather than 


