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1. Liberalism
1. Last centuries the idea of progress in case of freedom as the political idea has become a symbol of a mighty flow of social thought – of liberalism. We can characterize it as a spiritual flow, declaring freedom the highest value of life, and movement to a greater freedom is a real task of state and other institutes.

2. We can’t connect liberalism neither with coach-potato style of life nor with anarchy. In its name there is nothing what can point to these human qualities and activities. Freedom, as we’re going to show, doesn’t exclude the firmness of character and responsible behaviour. Instead, it proposes them.

3. That one, who abuses liberalism, either doesn’t want to understand the meaning of the word or is the opponent of a human freedom. The relation to liberalism is a litmus-paper progressiveness or reactionism of views of any politician.
4. Liberalism supposes developed and different ideas about freedom. Every sphere of activity corresponds to a definite kind of freedom:
the freedom of mentality

the freedom of convictions

the freedom of conscience 

- the freedom of religion

the freedom of liberty

the social freedom

the political freedom

· the freedom of information

· the freedom of meetings

· the freedom of uniting

· the freedom of movement

· the freedom of habitat
the economical freedom

· the freedom of business

· the freedom of property

· the freedom of trade

· the freedom of competition

the creative freedom

· the art freedom

· the freedom of scientific exploration

· the philosophical freedom

the freedom of love

· the sexual freedom

From this short list of freedoms you can see that liberalism is not only a political movement. It’s the movement for those ones who are aspiring to a greater freedom.
Of course, not all the kinds of freedom are described as liberalism. It touches, first of all, human relations, human life in society, among people.
But it’s very positive to all other freedoms, which are above human relations (technical freedoms or freedoms relying to natural objects: freedom of flight, of going to the open space, etc.). Besides, there are such kinds of freedoms, which suppose not only the freedom of human relations, but the freedom of a Man itself. Let’s take, for example, the freedom of movement. There are many components of it: political opportunity of movement, economical, technical, etc. Economical and technical opportunities depend not only on human relations, but on the level of technical development of the vehicles and on a basic level of people’s property. Only political kind of freedom can be connected with liberalism. However, the other ones care about liberalism too, as political freedom of movement is an empty sound if there is lack of economical and technical freedoms. Liberalism depends on scientifical, technical, materialistic progress, which widens limits of materialistic and creative freedoms and, so, is the base of enlarging of the freedom of human relations.
5. In Marx Philosophy liberalism as a flow of human thoughts was exactly connected with bourgeoisie. In the Dictionary of Philosophy we can read: “Liberalism, political movement, uniting supporters of parliament system and bourgeois “freedoms” in economical, political and other spheres.” Such understanding of liberalism is at least twice false. On the first hand, it’s because of a very simple model of dividing society into 2 classes: bourgeoisie and proletariat. This theory puts liberalism and other social-political flows in one place. On the second hand, there’s nothing bourgeois in the name of Liberalism. We can speak about limits of any kind of liberalism, but it’s a rude logical mistake to evaluate all liberalism as bourgeois one.
6. You can’t depict liberalism as an “idea of getting rid of traditions, customs, etc.”

First of all, liberalism is not a negative flow, which always desires to get rid of something.
Also we can’t include traditions, customs, mental stereotypes into the list of things from which the man must get rid of. Customs and traditions, stereotypes of behaviour and mentality as the forms of regulation of human relations are neither good nor bad. To say more, they play an important role in this regulation. We can speak only about some customs, traditions, stereotypes, we mean the obsolete ones, which prevent a man from his desire of freedom. Liberal won’t refuse from old things only because it’s old and support new ones because it’s new.
7. In its natural view, originally liberalism is connected with humanism. They are almost equal. Liberalism can’t exist without humanism and humanism can’t exist without liberalism. Humanism is liberalism, taken in aspect of Humanity, liberalism is humanism taken in aspect of freedom. If a person who calls himself liberal, performs from human or antihuman positions, he’s not a real liberal. If he abuses liberalism, it means that he either doesn’t understand the idea of liberalism or isn’t a real humanist.
Really, freedom is the highest value for liberal. He respects not only in himself or for himself, but in other people and for the others as well. If, suppose, a man admits freedom only for himself, he denies it in fact, as freedom has a limited (private, not common) character. To be free among slaves is a nonsence (it’s old wife’s story, that a jailer, guarding a prisoner is a prisoner himself). You can be really free only among free ones. That’s why a real liberal appreciates not only his own freedom but the freedom of the others. So, he’s actually human.
Liberal respects the formula, invented by T. Gobbs: “a man must be content with such a degree of freedom relying to other people, which he would admit relying to himself.” This formula is a “golden rule” of behaviour, it wonderfully illustrates the connection of freedom and humanity, liberalism and humanism.
Also liberals agree with another rule: “You save your own rights unbreaking the right of the other people.” Gold-seekers in Amazonka follow this rule. There is no stealing in their habitat.
8. Sometimes those ones who were non-liberals, who imagined freedom rather limited (as the independence from customs, traditions, as individual freedom). These non-liberals made an idea that liberal is a finished individualist, who needs selfisolation, reserveness. What can we say? No doubt, this idea is wrong. Freedom itself is obvious, it has nothing common with reserveness and isolationism. A free society is an open society. A free person is an open person (for communication, cooperation). It’s difficult to imagine a liberal as a misantrop, who’s afraid of communication with other people and living with the principle “there’s no skin of my nose”.
In the argument between collectivism and liberalism, the second one takes the position of the tertian judge. It’s against both collectivism which crushes the individual freedom of a man and individualism which ignores or crushes the freedom of other people (common freedom).
9. A particular feature of liberalism is that it’s not only for freedom (or freedom for everybody), but for a great freedom, for a progress in the case of freedom. That’s why in actual situation liberalism can cause even hostility from the side of conservators, those ones, who are afraid of freedom, independence. 

As progress supposes some changes, a liberal, at first, is disposed on reformation, changing the society, customs.
A Liberal can be a conservator as well if there is not profit but a harm to freedom. Liberal is not only a predictor, a maker of a freedom, but also its protector, keeper, guard. As a maker he’s a progressist, reformator and, even, revolutioner. As a guard he’s a conservator. 
10. As the main idea of liberalism is a freedom, the understanding of the sence of liberalism most of all depends on the interpretation of this conception. 

(Translated by I. Kuptsova, I. V. Krylova)

