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Nothing Party led to increasing political tensions. Briefly, the political disturbances in the
mid 19* century America reflected the growing liberalization of the economy and the
ever more diverse economic interests of the Northeastern industrialists towards the agra-
rian economy of the South. Thus, ideological liberalism mixed with egalitarian aboli-
tionism, foreshadowing major conflicts in the American political life. If one adds to
this the professionalization of political parties’ actions, the increasing privatization of
small rural manufacturing and the consolidation of urban bourgeoisie, the Civil War emer-
ged as the resuiting complex picture of the above-mentioned causes (Henretta 2004:
165). Some scholars consider that Lincoln’s substantial merit is that of having been
able to gradually eliminate the factions inside the Republican Party and to reunite it around
a common ideology focused on the abolition of the old slavery-type economic system
(Wagner 2007: 19-28). However, this does not mean that it was only inside the old
Republican Party that such divisive tensions weré evident; the populist-democratic orien-
tation of the Democratic Party gradually lost its supporters, to the point where the
whig republicans decisively repudiated it and the Republican party was rebuilt around
the presidential campaign of 1860, which brought Abraham Lincoln into the White
House on the Republican ticket. After the end of the Civil War, the Republicans sought
to maintain their dominance on the American political scene by putting into practice
both the equalitarian and liberal principles. The political finality of egalitarian abolitio-
nism would be completed by granting citizenship to freedmen, while the enforcement of
liberal economic interests would be achieved by the right to franchise. But the events
of American public life in the Reconstruction period revealed the utopianism of the poli-
tical egalitarian ideology, reinforcing at the same time the dimension of economic libe-
ralism, so that the liberalization of the American economy would become the corners-
tone of corporate republicans’ options. As far as the idealist consequences of abolitionism
were concerned, these were soon countered by the Jim Crow segregation laws or by
the “separate but equal” doctrine. This is precisely why, especially in the 20® century,
the ideology of liberal pluralism abandoned the unrealistic vocabulary of egalitarian
doctrines (still endorsed by feminist and new left orientations): nodons such as “reco-
gnition” and “inclusion” are relevant examples for such a substitution (Honohan 2002:
250-289). Briefly, abolitionist republicanism could not have endured beyond the adop-
ton of the legislation eliminating slavery, because the egalitarian spirit didn’t survive.
However, this does not mean that, because of the defunct principles that initiated it,
the historical and political consequences of abolitionist republicanism were not impor-
tant: one of them could be the possibility of the fusion between the democratic and repu-
blican principles. The current understanding of democratic republicanism imposes the
requirement of moving beyond any limitations as far as the concept of political partici-
pation of the citizens to res publica is concerned and it represents the prerequisite for one’s
full citizenship rights (Sandel 1996; Taylor 1979).
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Conclusions: is republicanism an ideology proper?

HE PRESENT study has put forward an investigation of republicanism based on

a dialectic interpretation on its gradual transformations by associating it with

the political practices of the Republican Party. Such an interpretation should by
no means be considered an exclusivist one: if the republic represented the form of
organizing the American political system since the foundation of the union to the pre-
sent day, this means that republicanism should also be assessed in relation to other par-
ties’ political agendas. As I have already mentioned in one of the previous sections, the
ideological substance of republicanism is consistent with both the principles of classic
Greco-Roman republicanism and modern liberaiism; in the same logic, democratic repu-
blicanism can take on equally solid justifications such as federalist republicanism and
the economic doctrine of the welfare state can be just as unproblematically associated
with republicanism as is the economic conception of the minimalist non-interventio-
nist state. If this is the case, one could criticize republicanism in terms of ideological rela-
tivism. One of the recent historians of republicanism, Gordon §. Wood, in his work
The Creation of the American Republic: 1776-1787, argues that the republican ideologi-
cal tradition was shaped in an uncertain way, under the influence of Enlightenment repu-
blican ideology, but gradually moved away from the original historiographic interpre-
taton; what is nowadays called “republican synthesis™ has taken the form of a comprehensive
ideology within which various authors have tried to place a political order specific to
modernity which conceals suspicious political interests. Consequently, it seemed to me
that approaching republican ideology through a connection with the agendas of the
American Republican Party would be more consistent and valuable, instead of concei-
ving it as a specific and individuating framework.

But, beyond these succinct methodological observations, I have announced my inten-
tion to examine republicanism in a dialectic manner, in close correladon with the his-
torical evolution of the Republican Party. I would like to briefly reiterate the dialectic
moments of the American republican tradition, as follows: the founding moment, that
of federalist republicanism, represented the consttutive, markedly idealist, and entirely
positive—from an institutional point of view—reaction in the service of establishing a
republican order based on guaranteeing political representation, promoting civic virtues,
and public duty. The nationalist-democratic moment succeeding it amended the origi-
nal idealism, introducing the requirement of large civic participation of the masses to
ves publica, but hypocritically obscuring the issue of racial inequalities. The period of abo-
licionist republicanism unmasked the principled contradiction of the previous moment
and resolved hypocrisy by promoting a political agenda inspired by egalitarian principles.
The capitalist-corporatist stage denied the possibility of universalizing the principle of
equality, in the context of the prevalence of economic monopolies and financial elites,
based on the doctrines of national aristocracy and Social Darwinism. Finally, the last
two republican ideological orientations radicalized both the original idealist option
and the meliorist intermediary ones: on the one hand, conservative republicanism
maximized the classic liberal principle of economism and non-regulative state; on the












