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Political terms

• Political terms are often as obscurely understood by
the person who uses them as by the person who is
puzzled in hearing them used.

• Sometimes, as in the case of Marxism, the task is made
easier by the existence of a definite and articulated

• Sometimes, as in the case of Marxism, the task is made
easier by the existence of a definite and articulated
theory, which the dictionary articles need only
condense into appropriate form.

• In other cases (and this is particularly true of the main
items of conservative thought) the absence of theory
presents a peculiar difficulty.



• Political thought, unlike mathematics, is permeable
to its own explanation. A sociology of political belief
will not leave its subject unaffected.

• No exposition of modern political thought can avoid
encroaching on those disciplines – economics,
sociology and political science – which have political
thought as part of their subject-matter.

• Both the language and the art of politics are formed
and reformed under pressure from these
disciplines, borrowing their concepts, their
theories, their truths and above all their confusions
in the compulsive search for self-justification.
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Absolutism

• The theory and practice of absolute *government, i.e.
government which is not *limited by any *agency
internal to itself. Absolute government should be
distinguished from absolute *power.

• Power is always contained, limited or diverted by
other powers within the state; but government can be
absolute even without possessing absolute power. It is
so whenever there are no constitutional *checks and
balances, so that no exercise of government can be
criticized or opposed in the name of government.



Absolutism

• Sometimes, as in the European absolutism of the
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, this

• Power may be used in order to limit the concentration
of power in bodies that are not themselves sovereign,
such as the nobility, the church, or the empire.
Sometimes it may be used to eliminate *oppositionSometimes it may be used to eliminate *opposition
and to establish a complete *dictatorship, as with
Hitler and Stalin.

• Absolute rule may vest in an individual, an *office
(absolute monarchy), in a party (*democratic
centralism), or in a system of administration (classical
Chinese *bureaucracy).



activism

• The German Activismus was used at the end of the First World War
to denote the active engagement of *intellectuals in political
transformation. ‘Activists’ are distinguished by the extent of their
involvement in politics, and by the methods that they are inclined
to sanction in pursuit of transformation, rather than by the nature
of their views.

• They are not necessarily *extremists, nor are they necessarily• They are not necessarily *extremists, nor are they necessarily
opposed to constitutional forms of political change. *Sorel,
however, defended activism in terms that also sanction extremism,
arguing that activism is a necessary part of any serious political
standpoint, since doing is everything, and thought only a
*rationalization of what is done. On such a view it is incoherent to
present a recipe for, or exhortation to, political transformation in
advance of the attempt to precipitate it.

• Activism becomes essential to politics, and, Sorel thought,
essentially violent.



Anarchism

• Anarchism is a political theory based on two propositions: that society does not

need government, and that no government is legitimate unless truly, and in detail,

consented to by the individuals governed. Its history is long and confused, and the

other political attitudes held by anarchists have ranged from far right to far left in

the political spectrum. The common denominator of anarchists is an alienation from

the existing structures of government and society.

• The earliest serious anarchist thinkers were 19th-century writers such as Proudhon

(1809–65) and the French theoreticians of syndicalism, who began to develop ideas

about founding a society without government. However, anarchist elements can be

found in many social theorists. One good example is Marx, whose doctrine that the

state will ‘wither away’ under communism has clear affinities with anarchist goals.



• Theoretically, anarchism rests on the moral assumption that freedom is an
absolute value and that no one should ever be obliged to obey authority
without having freely consented to do so. Empirically it rests on a set of
assumptions about the possibility of organizing genuine voluntary
associations dedicated to co-operative work and mutual aid. These
assumptions seem more plausible where no great degree of industrial
sophistication is involved, and there has often been a rather idealistic aura
of peaceful rurality about anarchist theories.

• Despite this there are important connections between anarchist theory
and the more general theories recommending direct democracy and
industrial democracy. The sort of commitments to extreme
egalitarianism and total liberty that characterize anarchism have been
taken over by radical socialist and Marxist groups, or, in more moderatetaken over by radical socialist and Marxist groups, or, in more moderate
versions, by exponents of industrial democracy. Anarchism of a form has
had a re-birth at the beginning of the 21st century as political activists in
many Western countries have begun to demonstrate against globalization
and capitalism, often using violent means.

• Much of the opposition is clearly anarchist in that it does not urge the
creation of some rival, perhaps a socialist, economic system, but
concentrates entirely negatively on attacking the existing forms. Anarchist
groups have been prominent among those involved in sometimes violent
protests during several international meetings of government leaders.



Anti-Semitism

• Anti-Semitism, in political terms the discrimination against or persecution of Jews, is nowadays
associated in most people’s minds with Hitler’s Germany. In fact it has a very much longer history,
has had some political importance in most Western societies, and is by no means a spent force. The
historical origins of anti-Semitism are complex and date back to the Middle Ages and beyond.

• Most European nations practised some form of discrimination against Jews, more or less
intermittently and with varying degrees of clerical approval, for centuries before 19th-century anti-
Semites, and later the National Socialist party, changed the emphasis of anti-Semitism from
religious to racial hatred. To Hitler the Jews constituted an international conspiracy and exercised
the real power in all the nations opposed to Germany, whether capitalist or communist.the real power in all the nations opposed to Germany, whether capitalist or communist.

• Modern anti-Semitism is a common element in right-wing political creeds for a largely functional
reason: such creeds base much of their appeal on nationalism and an ideal of national unity that
denies the existence of important conflicts within the nation. It is a common feature of societies,
from the level of the playground to international relations, to have a group of ‘outsiders’ against
whom others can unite; racism often characterizes the selection of this group. In a political system
such a group might be blamed for the social ills that might otherwise be attributed to the rulers or
the social system. These reflexes can exist in both right-wing and left-wing systems, as evidenced by
Nazi and Soviet anti-Semitism.



Balance of Power

• An important concept in the description of international relations, but
also of uncertain meaning. It may refer: (i) to a policy on the part of
states that deliberately aims to prevent the preponderance of any one
state or *bloc, and to maintain approximate equilibrium in military
potential; (ii) to an observed principle of international politics,, whereby
any state which threatens to increase its power becomes at once
subject to increases in countervailing power from potential belligerents;
(iii) to a political system characterized by a particular configuration of
power relationships.
(iii) to a political system characterized by a particular configuration of
power relationships.

• A distinction is usually made between *multipolar equilibrium, and
simple or bipolar equilibrium. In the first a balance may be maintained
either peacefully (e.g. through economic rewards and punishments), or
through the use of force (as when a troublemaker is made to confront
the coalition of the remaining states: e.g. the War of the Grand Alliance,
1688–97). Since the First World War critics of the European multipolar
balance have often claimed that a multipolar balance eventually
becomes a bipolar balance of competing alliances, thus precipitating an
arms, race, and war. Defenders of the multipolar balance have
attributed the long periods of peace in Europe to its existence.



Balance of Power

• Balance-of-power theory rests on the idea that peace is more likely where potential combatants are
of equal military, and sometimes political or economic, power. In the classic period of balance of
power, which ran roughly from the end of the Napoleonic wars to the beginning of the First World
War, there were always several countries of roughly equal power, none of which could guarantee to
defeat a coalition of the others.

• The key to the balance of power maintaining international stability was that there were no
ideological or other constraints on which powers could join others: any coalition was possible
because all the members of the system, principally France, Britain, Russia, Austria and Prussia, had
essentially similar internal politics and general ideologies.

• Thus if any one country became ambitious, or seemed to be enhancing its power, others would
shift alliances to redress this potential imbalance. It should be noted that advocates of the balance
of power never thought it would prevent war altogether, the intention was more that wars, if they
broke out, would be fought in a limited way until the balance was restored. It was the preservation
of power never thought it would prevent war altogether, the intention was more that wars, if they
broke out, would be fought in a limited way until the balance was restored. It was the preservation
of the system, and of the identity and autonomy of the actors, that was the aim. Thus the problem
of the First World War was not that it occurred, but that it was fought in such a way, and for so
long, that it destroyed, rather than preserved, the system.

• The cold war, by dividing countries between capitalist and communist, made this shifting of
alliances impossible. To keep the theory alive refinements were made to the theory. Balance was
still possible in a two-headed, or bipolar, system, mainly because the development of weapons of
awesome destruction had led to a ‘balance of terror’.

• Arms races become particularly characteristic of bipolar balances of power, as the fluid system of
offsetting alliances is removed. The development of blocs of countries around the two
superpowers, particularly in Eastern and Western Europe, was supported by the introduction of a
further refinement, multipolarity. With the collapse of the Soviet empire in Eastern Europe, the
diminution of the power of the Soviet Union itself and the possible diminishing role of the USA in
the defence of Western Europe balance-of-power theories are likely to return to favour not only as
explanations, but also as prescriptions.



Bolshevik
• The Bolshevik movement was one branch of the revolutionary movement in pre-1917

Russia. It originated from the split at the Second Congress of the All-Russian Social
Democratic Labour Party (RSDLP), held in 1903 in Brusselsand London, when the movement
broke into two, the Mensheviks (‘minority’) arguing for a less violent solution to Russia’s
problems.

• The Bolsheviks (‘majority’), from whom developed the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union (CPSU), were led by Lenin, who advocated a tightly-controlled revolutionary party.
Under his leadership the Bolsheviks developed the doctrine of the necessity for the masses
to be led by the communist party (the vanguard of the proletariat), and for a more or less
lengthy period of centralized state control over the people after a revolution before any
democracy could be entertained (the dictatorship of the proletariat).

• When the first revolution of 1917 broke out in Russia, the Bolsheviks (now actually a
minority among Social Democrats) were not immediately very powerful, and a moderate
line, with which the Mensheviks could accord, was initially taken.

• However, the Bolsheviks were a far better disciplined and organized group, as well as being
more ruthless, and in October 1917 they took power in a coup d’état, destroyed the liberals
and the Mensheviks, and set about creating the party-controlled and centralized Russian
state that lasted until the early 1990s.

• Thus was produced, especially after Stalin took control, Marxist-Leninism, the hard-line
version of Marxism that the Mensheviks then, and many modern Marxist scholars now, see
as a repudiation of much that Marx himself had argued for.



Bourgeois

• In its original French usage the word ‘bourgeois’ was used to
distinguish the upper classes of the cities from either the urban
lower orders, or anyone from a rural background, however noble
or lowly. As a consequence the aristocracy, which has tended to
have more influence on social attitudes even after its political
demise, made the word a pejorative one, precisely because rich
town dwellers were aristocratic society’s most serious political,
economic and social rivals.

• Bourgeois has a series of technical or semi-technical usages. The• Bourgeois has a series of technical or semi-technical usages. The
most important is the Marxist use. Here the bourgeoisie is a
specific class, those who rose with and helped develop
capitalism and thus took power from the feudal aristocracy.
They were, on the whole, urban, and they were rich, but lacked
the initial legitimacy of the aristocracy, and indeed were once a
revolutionary force. With some authors, arguably Marx himself,
the creation of a bourgeoisie is a necessary stage in history: until
the bourgeoisie exists and creates the economic and social
conditions of capitalism, world historical progress cannot lead on
to the ultimate class revolution.



• Whether derived from the Marxist tradition or otherwise, the identity of
this group has been accepted by historians, novelists and journalists since
the early 19th century at least. In this more general usage, however, much
precision has been lost. For example, in its general usage there is scarcely
a more bourgeois figure than the middle-class professional, a doctor or
lawyer, with a relatively luxurious life style.

Yet in Marxist theory such people, not being owners and controllers of the• Yet in Marxist theory such people, not being owners and controllers of the
means of production, are actually marginal in class relations, and are
ultimately doomed to be crushed by the true property-owning bourgeoisie
just as are the workers. As a brief definition of its position in Marxist
thought, the bourgeoisie is a class, partially corresponding with the middle
class, or upper-middle class of Anglo-Saxon terminology, whose social
attitudes are characterized by conservatism and fear of its own potential
political insecurity, but is dominant in both running the economy and
polity, and in setting standards of decent behaviour.



Capitalism

• At its most simple and value-free, the term capitalism is used to describe any economic system
where there is a combination of private property, a relatively free and competitive market, and a
general assumption that the bulk of the work-force will be engaged in employment by private (non-
governmental) employers engaged in producing whatever goods they can sell at a profit. Capitalism
has its own ideology and economic theory, like all politico-economic systems. The original theory
of capitalism was essentially that an Capitalism entirely free market of small-scale entrepreneurs,
hiring individual labourers at the minimum possible cost, would produce the maximum output, at
the cheapest possible price given the cost of the other inputs necessary for production. This is
often called the ‘perfect competition model’ of economics.

• One aspect of this model is to require government neither to own any productive enterprise, nor to
regulate or control the economy in any way. However valid or otherwise this simple model might
be, current understanding of capitalism focuses on two ideas; production for profit, and thebe, current understanding of capitalism focuses on two ideas; production for profit, and the
existence of private property which is only partially controlled by the state. To believers in
capitalism (which, with some reservations, means all the major parties of the United Kingdom and
USA, most parties in Western Europe and the Old Commonwealth, and, since the downfall of the
communist governments between 1989 and 1991, most political movements in Eastern Europe and
the former Soviet Union), this form of economic organization provides the greater likelihood of
maximizing economic performance and defending political liberty while securing something
approaching equality of opportunity.

• In fact there are no pure capitalist economies, and the functioning of modern economies is more a
matter of a sliding scale from minimum to maximum private property and regulation. In many
economies, Britain’s being a prime example, the government, including local government and other
public services, employs so large a proportion of the work-force as to make it impossible not to
wield enormous influence. Furthermore, the 19th- and early 20th-century experience of completely
unregulated economies led to such disasters, and such inequalities, that regulation has been
common even in the USA, which is the country most ideologically committed to capitalism. A
particular problem of capitalism is that unregulated industries often become monopolistic, with the
resulting need for anti-trust legislation to maintain competitiveness.





coercion



class struggle



dictatorship

• In the Roman Republic a dictator was a magistrate
with extraordinary powers, appointed in times of
civil or military crisis. He was nominated by a consul
on the recommendation of the senate and
confirmed by the Comitia Curiata. The office lasted
for six months, but was usually laid down when thefor six months, but was usually laid down when the
crisis was passed: other magistrates were subject to
the dictators.

• No dictator was chosen after 202 BC, but Julius
Caesar assumed dictatorial powers for ten years in
46 BC, and shortly before his assassination was
given them for life.



dictatorship

• Hence, a system of government in which one
person, office, faction or party is empowered to
dictate all political action and compel obedience
from all other citizens.

• The term is not truly Distinct in modern usage
from ‘despotism’, although possibly it has the
added implication that the ruling agent is active
in commanding things, and not merely
obstructive in resisting them.



détente

• French: the reduction of tension between

states. The term has been used largely in

connection wit relations since the late 1960s,

in which a policy of *peaceful coexistence wasin which a policy of *peaceful coexistence was

professed by both parties, and seemingly

• pursued, through arms limitation talks and the

Helsinki Accord, 1975, on security and

cooperation in Europe.



Fascism

• The term fascism is derived from the fasces of ancient Rome, a bundle of
rods with a projecting axe symbolizing unity and authority, which was
adopted by Benito Mussolini for his new Italian political movement in the
1920s.

• The other important fascist parties created in the years between the First
and Second World Wars were those led by Adolf Hitler in Germany and
General Francisco Franco in Spain. Fascist governments were also
and Second World Wars were those led by Adolf Hitler in Germany and
General Francisco Franco in Spain. Fascist governments were also
installed in much of central Europe before and during the Second World
War.

• As the full name of Hitler’s party (the National Socialist German Workers’
Party) suggests, some appeal to working-class solidarity, of a largely
populist nature, was common to most fascist movements. (The creator of
the British Union of Fascists, Oswald Mosley, had been a junior minister in
a Labour government.)



• There is no coherent body of political doctrine that can be attributed to
fascism because all fascist movements were opportunistic, and depended
on demagogic exploitation of local fears and hatreds to whip up public
support.

• The most common themes were nationalism, often expressed in
essentially racist tones as a way of building national unity in the face of
class divisions, anticommunism and a hatred and contempt for
essentially racist tones as a way of building national unity in the face of
class divisions, anticommunism and a hatred and contempt for
democracy—even if its institutions had been used to gain power.

• This latter view was usually linked to a well developed theme of the need
for firm leadership, the appeal being to the strong man (Duce in Italian,
Führer in German and Caudillo in Spanish) who would solve a country’s
problems as long as he was given loyal and unquestioning obedience.
Post-war outbreaks of fascism have been few, and unsuccessful, and the
tendency to assume that any right-wing group, especially if it has Fascism



Geopolitics

• The term geopolitics was coined at the end of the 19th century by a
Swedish geographer, popularized by a British geographer, Halford
Mackinder, early in the 20th century, and became notorious during
the 1930s when it was used by Nazi strategists in Germany.

• Not surprisingly it fell out of use for some time after the Second
World War, but returned with a rather different meaning in theWorld War, but returned with a rather different meaning in the
1980s and subsequently remained in use. Originally it was an
essentially deterministic concept, suggesting that the developments
of international politics were largely determined by geographical
factors such as land and

• resource distribution, sea and waterways and so on.



geopolitics

• Mackinder popularized his concept of ‘The Heartland
Thesis’ by which powers at the centre of large land masses
were bound to dominate the politics of their region unless
peripheral powers actively coalesced and fought against
them.

• The idea thus proved attractive to many in Nazi Germany,
arguing that the country represented the relevant
heartland of the Eurasian land mass. Such a theory not only
seemed to justify German aggression as somehow or other
natural, but it also justified it on the grounds that the
peripheral countries would inevitably join forces against
Germany—it was a version of the long-held German fear of
being overcome by surrounding alliances





Ideology

• Ideology is a difficult, but frequently-used,
concept in the social sciences, and one that
has endless submeanings in both academic
and everyday discussion.

• The simplest definition is probably given by a
translation of the German word
Weltanschauung, which is often used as
though intertranslatable with ‘ideology’.



• This translation would render ‘ideology’ as ‘world-view’, the
overall perception one has of what the world, especially the
social world, consists of and how it works. An ideology, and most
students of ideology would want to say that we all had one,
though often without realizing it, is a complete and self-
consistent set of attitudes, moral views, empirical beliefs and
even rules of logical discourse and scientific testing. However,
ideologies, which tell us what we should or do want, and how to
achieve these goals, are often held to be highly relative, andachieve these goals, are often held to be highly relative, and
even purely subjective.

• Thus a 15th-century bishop, 19th-century mill owner and 20th-
century Russian soldier are all expected to see the world in
crucially different ways that might not ever be capable of
reconciliation. Not only would they all have different values, they
would have different and incompatible explanations for why they
valued what they valued.



Imperialism

• Imperialism is the policy or goal of extending the power and rule of a government
beyond the boundaries of its original state, and taking into one political unit other
nations or lands.

• There are variations in the extent to which the imperial power assumes
administrative and political control for the states that make up the empire; some
retain degrees of independence and identity, while others are subsumed entirely
into the institutions of the imperial state.into the institutions of the imperial state.

• Neither is it necessary that an empire has any specific form of central government,
though there must be one central and ultimately overwhelming force, otherwise it
is more likely to be an alliance, league or loose federation.

• The British Empire at its height was a constitutional monarchy, but Queen Victoria
had lost most of the power of the previous English monarchs, and the Empire was
essentially a parliamentary one.



Iron Curtain

• The iron curtain was a much used term which referred to the outer limits of the Soviet Union’s
sphere of control, behind which secrecy often made it difficult for the West to obtain reliable
information, from the immediate postwar years until the collapse of Soviet hegemony in Eastern
Europe in the late 1980s.

• It is normally attributed to Winston Churchill, the British prime minister during the Second World
War, but was in fact used as early as 1920 and, prophetically, by the Nazi Joseph Goebbels, to
describe the Soviet dominance over Eastern and South-Eastern Europe which would follow a

• German surrender. The concept was also partly geographic, delimiting the actual frontiers of Soviet
dominated Eastern Europe, but just as much metaphorical, because other countries, with no
German surrender. The concept was also partly geographic, delimiting the actual frontiers of Soviet
dominated Eastern Europe, but just as much metaphorical, because other countries, with no
geographical continuity, like Cuba Iron Curtain Iron Law of Oligarchy or North Korea, came to be
described as ‘behind the iron curtain’.

• The geographical meaning was dominant because it did describe a very real situation where
extensive border fortifications were erected, the most notorious being the Berlin Wall, to keep the
citizens of communist countries in, rather than to keep aliens out. The idea was extended later by
references to the ‘bamboo curtain’ to describe a similar self-imposed isolation by the People’s
Republic of China.





legitimacy



Mass Media

• The media are the methods of mass communication and entertainment, which have developed
into vital political forces with the advent of virtual total adult literacy and extensive ownership of
television and radio sets in the developed world; in the countries of the European Union, for
example, more than 95% of households have televisions. It might appear that literacy, with its
concomitant development of large circulation newspapers, ought to have had a major impact on
political attitudes, but it is possible that the greatest impact has been on the conduct of election
campaigns.

• The spread of broadcasting, above all of news and current affairs, has given an immediacy to
distant events that can also influence political opinions. Serious concern has developed over thedistant events that can also influence political opinions. Serious concern has developed over the
ability of such media to be used as methods of social control and political influence.

• There is, however, little firm evidence that, for example, election broadcasts have much direct
effect upon political choice in liberal democracies. In the 1979 British general election it was
estimated that only 5% of voters read even the free party literature delivered to each household.
The mass readership, and the mass television audience, are not especially interested in political
information or debate, and their greater availability do not seem to have increased the demand.



Mass Media

• Most countries have set up controls, of varying seriousness and severity, on the 
political bias of the broadcast media, though any extensive control of the print 
media is usually interpreted as unfair interference, or even as a denial of freedom 
of speech. 

• Left-wing parties in some countries have argued for a greater control of 
newspapers because they are seen as tools of the ownership.

• For example, the British Labour Party claimed that the mass circulation • For example, the British Labour Party claimed that the mass circulation 
newspapers, almost exclusively controlled by pro-Conservative Party interests, had 
an undue influence over the result of the 1992 general election.

• Such arguments are seldom heard in systems, for example in countries like 
Sweden, where direct party ownership of the press is common. Italy used to be a 
similar case, but now demonstrates, if anything the opposite since the media 
millionaire Silvio Berlusconi has used his dominant media position to create an 
entire personal political party which has twice lead him to the prime ministership.



• Enormous power is at times attributed to the media and, when
they can, politicians eagerly spend very large advertising budgets on
print space and air time, but it is unclear that this, or the editorial
content of newspapers and broadcasts in a relatively free mass
media system that is free of censorship, has any significant effect
on political behaviour.

• Most research on the topic shows that people select a newspaper
because it generally supports the political line they already favour,
or for apolitical reasons. None the less, the ability of the media to
‘frame’ an issue, by selective concentration on certain aspects and
by following or creating stereotypes may have considerable impact.
However, the wise politician will always seek to keep the media
content, particularly at the local level and where there is a strong
tradition of investigative journalism.



manichaeism



Nationalism

• Nationalism is the political belief that some group of people represents a
natural community which should live under one political system, be
independent of others and, often, has the right to demand an equal
standing in the world order with others.

• Although sometimes a genuine and widespread belief, especially under
conditions of foreign rule, it is equally often a symbolic tool used by
political leaders to control their citizens.
conditions of foreign rule, it is equally often a symbolic tool used by
political leaders to control their citizens.

• Some political leaders have made use of nationalism by stressing national
unity and focusing on threats from those who are clearly ‘foreign’ or
‘different’ to disguise or to execute otherwise unpopular policies. At its
simplest nationalism contrasts with internationalist movements or creeds,
and means a stress on local, at times almost tribal, identities and loyalties.
Whether one sees nationalism as natural and desirable, or as a threat to
world peace or rational organization, is almost entirely a subjective value.



• In fact the doctrine of nationalism, although
widely acknowledged, cannot be very clearly
defined (see nation and nation state).

The racial, cultural and historical affinities• The racial, cultural and historical affinities
normally associated with nationality might better
be ascribed to ethnicity, as the structure of
nations and nationality has frequently been
artificially, or at least deliberately, created by
politicians and governments.



newspeak



Ostpolitik

• German: East policy. The West German policy,
initiated by Chancellor Kurt Kiesinger in 1966,
and emphasized afresh by Chancellor Willy
Brandt in 1970, of attempting to end hostile
relations with the Soviet bloc by agreementsrelations with the Soviet bloc by agreements
to renounce the use of force, to recognize de
facto borders, and to encourage trade and
cooperation.

• The policy was a forerunner of *détente.



Politburo

• Technically the Politburo, the Political Bureau of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU)—or other communist party
organized along Soviet lines—was just a committee in
permanent session of the irregularly meeting Party Congress, no
more than, for example, the National Executive Committee of
the British Labour Party.

In practice the Politburo was as near as the Soviet Union came• In practice the Politburo was as near as the Soviet Union came
to having a cabinet, a body continuously directing policy and
making all urgent, and many day-to-day, decisions. Its exact role
and power, as well as its membership, varied enormously over
the period from 1917 to 1991.

• Under Stalin it hardly met, while under Khrushchev it was
more or less a rubber stamp for his decisions, being packed with
his men. (When Khrushchev was overthrown, this was achieved
by a majority forming against him not in the Politburo, but in the
Central Committee of the party, a much larger and less
controllable body.) After Khrushchev’s time it became more
representative of the various forces and interests in the Soviet
Union, and





ritual



secularization


