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Module: Political: Influences on Inequality and Diversity - Assignment 2  
Question Identify and critique the way in which political ideology has influenced recent policy for a group of your choosing 
Introduction 
This essay begins by exploring and outlining the political ideological climate in Britain, focusing on the policy changes implemented by the Conservative party, throughout their political leadership with specific reference to the party’s 2019 elections manifesto. Such changes are situated in the larger context of Labour policy between 2010-2015, which resulted in a large influx of immigrants to the UK due to the Labour government’s introduction of the extension of works and settlement rights for eastern European countries which joined the EU. After this overview, the essay critiques how subsequent changes to immigration policy have detrimentally affected immigrants in Britain. I have chosen non-EU migrants as a group and how Britain’s immigration policy serves them. Throughout my research I found they have and are being  treated differently and not in line with principles of equality, equity, social justice or liberation and in a way that does not promote recognise the importance and benefits of diversity and inclusion within our society. In this essay reference to non-EU immigrants refers to migrants from traditional commonwealth countries, including Asia, Africa, India, Pakistan, and the Caribbean.   What is evident from this analysis is that policy changes in Britain with regards to this group have been driven by ideological beliefs rather than evidence. This cements the importance of considering ideology when examining questions of equality and equity in British society today. (Heffernan et al., 2016). 
The Ideological Climate
Politic ideologies in Britain are mainly categorised by liberalism, socialism, and conservatism. Liberalism promotes free thinking, freedom and individual ownership and autonomy to live freely without fear, direct or indirect, exclusion or discrimination. Liberalism typically doesn’t support control and power from governments, state or political parties that are far right or authoritarian and is opposed to the monarchy. Socialism is a balanced view of how social and economical needs can be met for all in society. 
The current Conservative government represent an ideological position traditionally known for right wing, capitalist attitudes. Conservatist principles are rooted in tradition and preservation of norms, although in combination with a practical and progressive approach, action orientated for the majority. In particular, Conservative policy has presented itself as driven by economic need rather than social good. Heffernan, R. (2001)
The Conservative immigration policy has been influenced by a very specific ideological political climate. Policy has been formulated in response to certain elite groups within British society, influenced by ideologies such as nationalism and fascism, to which political leaders have responded to secure political support. These ideologies are fluid, however, and no longer align straightforwardly with traditional party politics. Freeden’s research described political ideology today as ‘fluid and flexible but familiar’. (Freeden,1998). 
In this context it is not straightforward to explain ideologies which are now more diverse than the traditional three of conservativism, liberalism, and socialism, responding to the complexities of differing times, education, external and internal factors. Social or environmental agendas and topics like globalisation or social  justice have made ideologies like feminism and environmentalism relevant to the decisions of political parties, who increasingly change narratives to suit the current climate and respond to voting habits, moving between ideologies and in many cases change their traditional course (Lemay and Visoka,2022). These ideological shifts also reflect the changing status of politics, there is also further pressure from society declaring a lack of faith in politicians and politics. (Ipsos, 2022).
What is clear here is that there is a shift from the embedded centralised approaches and traditions and ideology in Britain. Researchers have referred to this as the ‘ post ideological era ‘ reflecting the shifting character of ideologies and patterns in political life (Heffernan et al 2013) There are several contributing factors which have influenced these shifting political ideologies such as the banker’s crisis, financial crisis, mortgages and high borrowing, a recession, the Scottish referendum, Brexit, all contributing to times of deep austerity. (Mudde et al (2007, p.3) described explained, ‘As a result, new issues, - for instance economic security and the effects of migration – move to the heart of the political agenda, creating openings for popularist politicians.’ (Mudde 2007).  

Britain granted immediate unrestricted works and settlement rights to that to central and eastern European countries in 2004. This prompted an uproar and demands for more controls on immigration and was the single biggest contributing factor for the rise and support for accelerating support for UKIP and right-wing parties like the Conservatives. The ideological result of these changes has been that political opinions on immigration have continued shifting towards a nationalist rhetoric, demanding stronger policy on immigration. Although this is a traditional ideology it has continued to rise in popularity and emerged after a constant and sustained 15-year public voice of concern. The spread of this nationalist ideology across the political spectrum reflects the increasingly complicated relationship between ideology, class, and political affiliation. There has been a clear disaggregation of voters separated by class and in fact generational differences which can be seen in the 2019 You Gov report  (YouGov,How Britain voted in the 2019 general election) where The Conservatives comfortably outperformed Labour across all social grades (Figure 1). 
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Figure 1: 

In these terms, nationalist ideology is also combined with an ideology of individualism which crosses the political spectrum. The legacy of Thatcherite politics can be seen in a commitment to capitalist and individualist ideology which is seen in both traditional Labour and Conservative voting populations. This gives widespread support for a nationalist ideology where immigrants are identified with a financial deficit, seen as having a negative impact on the economy, resources, standard of living and competition for work. There is evidence for this in the fact that it was The Labour policy which also attempted to curb immigration in the period 2010-2015, with the three major reforms of restricting family reunions migration, introducing additional English language requirements, and introducing citizenship tests and barriers to avoid and limit the unskilled, and dependency sponsorships.  The Conservatives and Liberal Democrat coalition continued the restrictions which included financial requirements from sponsors, further rules for students, number caps on certain tiers in the system used to award points for immigration and in some cases increasing the requirements of qualifications  all targeting non-EU immigration. (Ford, Morell and Heath, 2012). 
The Policy

Traditional Conservative policy is anti-immigration, from the rhetoric of Enoch Powell in the 1960s, through Thatcher, to the current period. This policy has been amended in its delivery to respond to the growing BAME population in Britain, and at times has been tempered to try and cultivate the traditionally Labour BAME vote. In particular, Conservatives have concentrated their efforts on South Asians; however, despite regular Conservative attempts in 2010 there remained a 54% majority BAME support for the Labour party, and further reducing to 25% when South Asians were disaggregated.  (Heath et al. 2013).
In 2019, the Conservative policy on non-EU immigration had three main elements: 
· Introduction of a points-based system.
· Introducing special routes and bespoke visa schemes to attract highly skilled migrants.
· NHS surcharges for overseas migrants.

The Conservative manifesto (2019) uses terminology like the promise to work in the interest of ‘Fixing our immigration system’ and ‘Take back control of our borders’. At the centre of this is a nationalist rhetoric that is based on notions of insiders and outsiders – of those who belong to the nation, and those who do not. Statements such as ‘We decide who comes into our country’ and ‘establish controls and ending freedom of movement’ reflecting nationalist ideology where there is ownership of the nation, and the right to determine the rights of those who do not have nationality.  Anderson et al (2016) have described the policy here as reflecting an imagined idea of the nation (Anderson,2016) cultivated to create a sense of belonging in those most deeply alienated by economic division. The policy writes a narrative of national belonging, with the promise of making Britain ‘great’ and appealing to what Robert Eaglestone (2020) calls a ‘cruel nostalgia’ where the idea of a historic Britain that was of international strength becomes the source of current day dissatisfaction. The rhetoric surrounding this avoids traditional left/right politics, and instead attempts to appeal to a broad spectrum of voters: Conservative Manifesto (2019) language such as ‘a package of measures that is fair, firm and compassionate – that brings the immigration system, after so many years, into line with the British people’s own sense of what is right.’ presents itself as ideologically nationalist rather than capitalist, with language such as ‘fair’ designed to appeal to traditionally socialist voters. These policies are however carefully worded to continue to also appeal to capitalist ideology, protective of industry and technology through exceptions such as the, ‘small number of best technology and science graduates’ that will be admitted. However even this openness towards non-EU migrants comes with further compliance and criteria, like good English or passing a citizenship test. 

Impact and Critique

The Conservative policy is rooted in an ideology that takes traditional conservatism and fuses this with elements of socialist language to support a wider nationalist position. It is explicitly post-Thatcherite in this respect, reflecting the disaggregation of class and voting patterns and recognising the pervasive nature of capitalism. In some senses, this policy is rooted in evidence – there has been an increase in immigration to the UK, from 200,00 immigrants yearly in the 1980s, tripling to 600,000 between 2004-2015. (Heffernan2001). Yet the idea that this increase demands restrictive policy does not reflect the reality, which widely challenges the idea that immigrants are responsible for economic decline. As Tabellini (2020, p.g.8) argues: ‘cultural, rather than economic, forces are responsible for natives’ hostile reactions. This was corroborated by the fact he finds that immigration had a positive, large impact on natives’ employment and occupational income scores. Tabellini (2020, p.g8).
The UK points system has resulted in a reduction in the number of lower skilled workers able to travel to the UK. This has disproportionately affected non-EU migrants who are normally lower skilled workers and thousands have been automatically excluded from entering Britain as soon as this system was announced. There has also been a profound impact that affects the equality of women in particular. The points-based system makes it extremely difficult to arrive in the UK on a dependency visa, where the majority seeking to enter via dependency reasons are not educated and cannot speak English. This means these dependants are regarded as not being able to contribute to the economy and will increase costs through benefits and welfare payments. As for the policy in general, the points system has been identified as a matter of ideology rather than evidence. (Dustman and Frattini 2013) state, there is no evidence to support perceptions that ‘Lower skilled workers from outside Europe, have a net negative impact on economical concepts.’ The authors also found that ‘despite variations, most economic analysis finds little conclusive evidence that immigration depresses wage levels overall’ (Dustmann and Frattini, 2013)
In contrast to the points system, the introduction of the highly skilled route clearly does benefit some migrants.  Highly skilled visas for doctors, nurses, engineers along with students visas are available, but once again niche requirements, caveats and restrictions prevent a free and quality of life for this group of migrants due to the unlikely prospects of remaining in  Britain after study or because of successfully settling in a highly skilled position. Keeping families separate not only leads to reliance on the state, but household incomes are naturally reduced and needs for stated funded support and childcare increase. Here the capitalist ideology is evident in immigration, with little concern for moral ideologies which should be a big part of these decisions. (Dustmann, and Frattini, 2014). 
“one effect of racist campaign rhetoric is an increase in voter turnout among those who previously did not participate. Instead of demobilizing and alienating minority communities, politicians who engage in racist appeals seem to motivate their targets.” (Besco et al, 2022 p2). Official Home Office Statistics (You.Gov, Hate Crime, England and Wales, 2021- 2022) indicates  hate crime against British Muslims and Jewish groups, being the highest (42% and 23% respectively) who have been under particular racial attack in the last 10 years.
It is this ethical issue that is also reflected in the introduction of NHS surcharges, which impact the most vulnerable migrants, used as campaigning points from all the politicians. This policy misrepresent the position of migrants, many of whom are younger, fitter and generally healthier than the home population, meaning they are taking out less in benefits or pubic services and contributing through taxes and NI contributions. Once again, the facts don’t show that they are taking more from the benefits system as, ‘on the whole they are net contributors’ (Rowthorn, 2014). Yet nationalist ideology continues to drive the illusion: 
‘ The public tend to overestimate the size of groups such as unskilled workers where their contribution is less clear cut, while underestimating the size of groups such as students and skilled workers where the economic case is obviously, a more one positive’ (Ford et al 2012, p67)
The accumulation of the misinformation about migrants being ‘a drain’ on public resources and funding has seen many forms of racism in Britain. This is fuelled by perceptions about immigration in the voters survey you can see that the healthcare public services has and in the policy manifesto effects migrants because  if immigrants are perceived to be poor and to be a net fiscal burden, natives might oppose public spending because they do not want to pay for goods that, in their view, are disproportionately consumed by immigrants. Regardless of the exact channel through which immigration lowers natives’ demand for redistribution, one prediction is clear: voters will move closer to parties that advocate for a small government, i.e., right-wing parties societies (Alesina et al, 1999; Alesina and La Ferrara, 2005). As a consequence, demands for immigration controls and reduction reduces the importance natives’ demand for social welfare, since individuals are less willing to redistribute in more diverse societies (Alesina et a., 1999; Alesina and La Ferrara, 2005).
Conclusion 
In considering the impact of political ideology on immigration policy for non-EU immigrants it is evident that the Conservative turn to nationalist ideology, based on populism, has led to mis-information which has seen policy frequently contradict what might be suggested by evidence based politics. The positive impact immigration has on business and fiscal contribution far outweighs the power that comes from ‘British natives’ desire for more restrictions (Hampshire, 2013). Ultimately, current policy can be seen to unfairly disadvantage immigrants and challenge their rights to equity and social justice, as the policy disingenuously blames immigrants for living conditions and adversity in the UK and exposes them to discrimination based on inaccurate narratives. 
For non-EU migrants, the legacy of the 1948 British Nationality Act and 1962 Commonwealth Immigration Act mean that many expect a moral position to be taken which supports their rights in Britain. Yet recent ideology denies these claims, for example in the recent return of Windrush migrants. The result of Conservative policy has been a lack of diversity and increase in racism, and such impact illustrates that while ideology drives policy rather than evidence, and it will be difficult to achieve a more equal and just society.
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