Heads up – w/ is code for with 
PLATO: THE REPUBLIC
Book I
· Cephalus offers definition of justice: living up to legal obligations & being honest.
· Socrates refutes: return weapon to madman who legally owns it?
· Polemarchus: help friends, harm enemies. (Shares idea w/ Cephalus giving what is due.)
· Socrates refute: judgment is imperfect; will harm good/help bad.
· Thrasymachus: nothing more than advantage of the strong. As long as there’s been ethical thought, been immoralists. 
· Socrates 3 refutes: 
· 1. This promotes injustice as virtue; can’t be; injustice is contrary to wisdom. Wise men never seek to beat those w/same art.
· 2. Need to be just by following rules to act in common.
· 3. Justice is virtue of soul & thus health of soul, thus desirable.
Book II
· Glaucon says 3 classes: things desired for consequence, such as exercise; things desired for own sake, joy; & highest class, things desired both, knowledge, health. Wants Socrates to prove justice belongs to highest class of desire. 
· Glaucon thinks justice of fear of punishment for injustice, thus contracts Ring of Gyges. Concludes unjust preferable & rational; honored w/ wealth. Just is scorned.
· His bro, Adeimantus, refutes no one praises justices for own sake, but for rewards in life & afterlife.
· 2 kinds of political justice: of state & individual.
· City bigger than man, look for justice there first. 
· Principle of specialization: each performs role best suited, so everything’s done at highest level.
· Necessities of life: craftsmen, farmers, doctors; producing class produce objects for use. “Healthy city” of necessary desires.
· Glaucon calls it city of pigs: also unnecessary desires.
· Next stage: luxurious city, city w/fever. Merchants, actors, tutors.
· Wealth leads to war, so warriors keep peace, protect.
· Nature not sufficient to produce guardians w/ philosophy, strength, innate psychology & spirit, thus education*
· 2 laws govern stories: first, gods represented as wholly good. Second, gods can’t be sorcerers who change into different liars.
· Soul is healthy/unhealthy. Education determines what images & ideas it consumes. Small difference between school/cultural life.
Book III
· Stories about heroes immunize guardians against fear. 
· Between boy & man: no sex, just pure love.
· Train guardians, but balance w/music & poetry so not savage.
· Doctors for curable, not chronically ill. Incurable put to death.
· Third class of society: rulers. Best of guardians. Myth of metals, contending citizens were born out of earth, persuades people to be patriotic. Ground is mother, citizens are siblings. Each citizen has metal mixed w/soul, gold is most fit to rule. Though society is rigid between classes, non-hereditary metals.
· Guardians live together; no wages. Support by tax. Fiction told to guardians; unlawful for them to hold silver or gold.
Book IV
· Adeimantus refutes being ruler sounds unpleasant. Socrates refutes goal is to make city happy. Guardians can’t have sort of happiness that would make them something other than guardians. Purple most beautiful color, so you’d think to paint statues eyes purple, but no one has purple eyes, would detract from beauty. 
· Also, no wealth or poverty to want, because no money. 
· Just city has laws; has all virtues: wisdom, courage, moderation, justice. Wisdom w/guardians because knowledge how city runs. Courage lies w/auxiliaries. Moderation (agreement who rules) & justice (principle of specialization) w/whole city.
· Now individual justice. Like city, involves correct power among parts of soul. Rational part lusts after truth. Spirited part lusts after honor. Appetitive part lusts for everything else, food, monz.
· Appetite; producers, spirit; auxiliaries, rational; rulers.
· In just, rationale rules other parts. Spirit keeps appetite in line.
· Justice is result of structure of soul, opposed to set of actions.
· Just’s love of truth will weaken urges for vice. 
Book V
· Lifestyle of rulers: females trained w/males. Sex only certain times. Most desirable have most spouses. All children taken so no one knows who’s who. Child produced any other time killed. 
· Of enemies: no Greeks can be enslaved because eventually will be peace, but w/non-Greeks anything goes.
· W/in each class, women inferior.
· Producers only political task is obey.
· Rulers are philosopher-kings. But philosophy different from love of sights & sounds (aesthetics). Thus theory of Form: eternal universal ideas, ie good, beautiful, equal. Philosophers apprehend these forms. 
· 3 categories of existence: what is completely, what is in no way, & what both is & isn’t. Is – completely knowable. Is not – object of ignorance. Is & isn’t – object of opinion or belief (philo). 
Book VI
· Adeimantus refutes philosophers useless. 
· Socrates says aren’t raised right. Preyed on by family; enter politics to make money for them.
· 3 metaphors: sun, line & cave. 
· Sun: visible good, source of light (capacity for knowledge), causes existence. Good is responsible for Forms in intelligible realm & beauty in visible realm, thus ultimate aim of knowledge.
· Line: ways of accessing world, 4 lines of knowledge available; bottom 2 represent visible realm; imagination(art) & belief (think sensible particulars are most real). Then 2 grades of knowledge: thought & understanding. Thought deals in Forms, but uses sensible particulars to aid in reason; relies on hypotheses. Understanding is abstract, dealing exclusively in Forms, using un-hypothetical first principle, the Form of the Good.
Book VII
· Allegory of cave; effects of education on soul: moves us to divided line & Form of the Good.
· See statues shadow & think they are most real, lowest stage of line – imagination. Unleashed man sees statue & realizes shadow is not most real – stage of belief. Leaves & sees most real, Forms, thus cognitive stage. Eyes adjust, sees sun. Understands: sun is cause of everything, represents Form of Good.
· Goal of education: drag man out of cave not to right desires.
· Philosopher-kings: 2-3y training. Finish at 20. At 30, chosen to study 5y. At 50, philosopher-kings. Die, honored as semi-gods. To achieve, banish everyone over 10.
Book VIII
· 4 unjust constitutions of city & man. Timocracy & honorable man. Oligarchy driven by appetite. Democracy driven by unnecessary appetite. Tyranny driven by unlawful appetite. 
· Rulers make imperfect decisions choosing next ruler; wrong people in power, thus these stages.
· Timocracy degrades to oligarchy, because greed. Then to democracy because of money lending & interest. Then poor revolt/make freedom priority, but not order/appropriate roles. 
· In last stage, democracy (most free) descends to tyranny (most enslaved). Desire for freedom causes city to neglect necessities of proper ruling. Organized become wealthy. Those who work w/hands have little political input. Drones deceive both, inciting them against each other; convince poor that rich are oligarchs & rich that poor will revolt. Thus rich limit poor’s freedoms, thus poor revolt. Leader of revolt – drone – becomes tyrant, killing good, enslaving rest. Needs to make war to distract & use other drones as bodyguards. 
Book IX
· Tyrant son of democratic man. Father is not lawless, but indulges in unnecessary desire. Just like father, son exposed to drones, but whereas father had oligarchic father to pull him toward middle road of democracy, son moves towards lawlessness. Drones implant erotic love in son; shameless. Now lives for luxury & girls. Spends so much, needs to borrow. When no one will lend him anymore, resorts to deceit & force. First, tries parents, then robs, then murders. Soon cannot trust anyone & has no friends. 
· Most decent parts of soul are enslaved to most vicious. Lives in fear, dissatisfaction.
· More wretched: not only private, but political tyrant. Fear of being killed in revenge, thus captive.
· Tyrant most unhappy; aristocrat most happy. Just is most happy.
· 3 people: truth-loving, honor-loving, & profit-loving. Only philosophers have experienced all 3.
· Pleasure of philosopher only real pleasure. All others are relief from pain, not positive.
· King lives 729 times more pleasantly than tyrant.
· 3 animals: multi-headed beast, lion & human. Unjust feeds beast & lion, starving human; also fails to accustom them to one another making them enemy. 
· In just, human takes care of beast, taming them & preventing savage heads from growing. He makes lion his ally. Friends.
· Thus best for everyone to be ruled by divine reason, ideally w/in oneself. Second best scenario: imposed externally, ie laws. 
PLATO: BIO
· 427-347BC. There is Thrasymachus in us all, exercised out by philosophy. Allegiance to each other, not blood. Since soul doesn’t perish, good of justice does not end when body dies.
PLATO: CRITO
· Don’t respect all, but some human opinions. Shouldn’t care what populace says.
· Life not worth living w/corrupted body.
· Even if unjustly treated, never act unjustly.
· Socrates wouldn’t escape prison because they’d say “was it not we who gave you birth?” Thus agreed to be a citizen on their terms and be executed.




ARISTOTLE: BIO
· 384-322BC.
· Athens Academy, departing at Plato’s death.
· Tutored Alexander the Great.
· Must pursue knowledge w/ different methods. Practical questions, ie, to improve human life. Scientific, to learn that single divine cause. His god is perfect, causes all change, & should inspire our love, but does not have morality or concern for human life.
· We have no past or future lives, thus not prep for future life or punishment for past. Soul is entity w/ various powers: growth, reproduction, perception. 
· Humans different from rest of nature, choice & look for reasons to believe.
· Discusses origin of state, & its elements (households). Exists by nature, not convention.
· State is growth of our natural psychological disposition. 
· Political animals. But some (Women or Northern Greeks) don’t have capacity to engage in political deliberation & must play subordinate roles (marriage or slaves).
· What is best constitution we can achieve? His ideal city; all educated to be virtuous. 
· Children best cared for by parents & property best serve common good if each has control over allocation of their resources. 
· Rich & poor must work together. Leaders must be less uniformly oligarchic or democratic. 
ARISTOTLE: POLITICS
Book I: Household & City.
A: Political Association’s relation to other Associations.
· Associations have ends; political association has highest (thus most sovereign); but different forms. Every city is species of association. All associations aim at good.
· Statesmen not same as monarch, or master of slaves. Statesmen have uncontrolled authority, monarchs have authority in conformity w/ rules, thus ruled in return (impossible).
· To distinguish forms of association, trace development of association of household & city. City (polis) is crown, fulfilling nature of man. It is prior to man, it’s the presupposition of his true full life. Union of those who can’t exist w/out one another. Male/female.
· Next, union of naturally ruling element w/ element naturally ruled, for preservation of both. Element able by virtue & intelligence is ruling & master element; element able by virtue of body power is ruled, naturally in state of slavery. 
· Female & slave distinguished.
· Family termed associates of the bread-chest.
· Next association is village. Most natural is colony from a family, “sucklings of same milk”. Formed by people already monarchically governed (by eldest kin).
B: Association of Household:
· 1. Constituent elements of household:
· 3 relations of master & slave, husband & wife, parents & child. Fourth element of ‘acquisition’.
· 2. Slavery: instruments of household form stock of property: animate (living) & inanimate: slave is animate, intended for action & not production.
· Soul rules body, & thus the master, who possesses rationale, thus rules slaves, who possess only bodily powers. Nature does not always distinguish master or slave right.
· Legal slavery: consensus that superiority in goodness justifies owning slaves.
Sparks
· City-state must aim at achieving highest good because it makes up all associations.
· Good achieved by being citizens in state.
· Defends private property, condemns excessive capitalism.
· Citizenship identified w/ holding public office. Identity of city rests of constitution.
· In revolution, when citizen & constitution change, city’s identity changes so it cannot be held responsible for actions before revolution. 
· 6 kinds of constitution, 3 just, 3 unjust.
· Just when it benefits everyone, unjust when only those in power.
· When single person rules, con is monarchy (if ruler is good) or tyranny (if bad).
· When small elite rules, con is aristocracy (if good) or oligarchy (if bad).
· When mass rule, con is polity (if ruled well) & democracy (poorly).
· Giving sovereignty to either governing body or laws makes room for abuse of power.
· Polity is least susceptible to corruption, esp when laws are given higher authority than gov.
· Principle of distributive justice, w/ benefits spread depending on citizen’s contributions.
· Greatest tension is mutual resentment between rich & poor. Strong middle class keeps balance. 
· 3 branches of civic gov: deliberative (makes major decisions), executive (runs day-to-day business), & judicial (oversees legal affairs).
· Never exclude groups from power. Allow rich & poor balance of power (as groups not individuals). 
· To preserve constitution, moderation, education & inclusiveness.
· What’s ideal state? Good life consists of rationale, so political action is means to end of securing ultimate happiness of rational contemplation. State should be arranged to maximize happiness; large enough for self-sufficiency, but small enough to ensure fellow feeling. Located by water, young military, old gov, oldest in religious affairs, non-citizen laborers take care of farming & crafts. Public education, writing, phys ed., music, drawing. Leisure time to pursue good in life.
· ‘Communitarian’ because he places well-being of community as whole above individual. Political animals because we can’t be human w/out active participation.
· Interests of individual & state are same, nothing done privately.
· Distributive justice: wealth should be distributed according to merit, so best get highest rewards. Condemns lowest by insisting benefits be accorded to those w/ merit.
· Difficult accounting for all citizens: written law greatest authority.




AQUINAS: BIO
· 1224-1274. Noble Italian. Saint.
· Mythical experience led him to believe his work worthless.
· Defends Catholicism. 
· Common good of political society key.
· Good consists in justice & peace. All partake in order to enjoy other goods like family & religion.
· Human & natural law take place w/passion, habit, virtue, vice.
· Natural law is part of divine plan accessible to human reason. Includes morality. God intended all flourish. 
· Human/positive law made by human & must parallel natural law, or else disobey. Human law must foster religion & promote common good.
AQUINAS: SUMMA THEOLOGICA 
Theology Superior to Philosophy
· Theology concerned w/knowledge revealed by God, sometimes needs faith. Philosophy concerns w/knowledge through sensory & reason.
· Knowledge is true goal, happiness is vision of God.
Aristotle’s 4 Causes which Aquinas Adopts 
· 1. Material 2. Formal 3. Efficient and 4. Final Cause
· Material – pertains to ‘stuff’. Matter–potential or that which something can become.
· Formal –governs particular thing, essence. Ie. Formal cause of particular man is humanity, essence of what it means to be man. God only one embodying pureness, thus only pure formal cause. 
· Efficient – something that has effect. Goal. Human will.
Summa Theologica
· Divided into 3 parts: 
· 1. Dealing w/God, Creation, angels, nature of man, divine gov. 
· 2. Dealing w/mans purpose, habits, types of laws, justice & religious versus secular life. 
· 3. Christ.
· Law needs relation to happiness. Since single man is part of perfect community, law needs relation to universal happiness. 
· As long as man desires, unhappy.
· Perfect happiness only possible in afterlife, consists of contemplation of Divine Essence.
· Laws are established when circulated. 
· Natural law is not habit. In infants. 
· Principles in natural law: good is done, evil avoided.
· Virtues are natural always, thus subject of natural law.
· Natural law is common to all nations.
· Natural law same to all, but not known to all. Perverted by passion or evil habit.
· Natural law is unchangeable & written in hearts of men.







MACHIAVELLI: BIO
· 1469-1527. Florence. Chancellor of military; overthrown, jailed.
· Channel fortune through dikes & dams of good laws & arms.
· Humans can control half of fortune/chance through force, intelligence & impulse. Modernity is conquest of nature. 
· Laws channel selfish desires, while fear ensures obedience.
· Rejects ‘imagined principles’. Maintain good arms & good laws.
· Combines view of human nature & prudence w/secular power.
MACHIAVELLI: THE PRINCE
V: How to Govern what once Lived Under Own Rules
· 3 ways to hold states accustomed to living free:
· 1. Devastate them. 2. Occupy them.3. Allow it to maintain its laws, but charge tax to establish oligarchy. Easiest.
· Destruction of ancient legacy most certain way of securing state.
· On other hand, state accustomed to having prince is obedient.
VI: Concerning New Principalities Acquired by One’s Own Arms
· People are by nature changeable. 
· Have goals (for reputations sake), even if you fail.
· Rely on skill to maintain control, instead of fortune.
VII: Concerning Principalities Acquired w/ Fortunes of Others
· Some buy power; receive favors from those in power, bribe soldiers; unstable. Don’t have loyal troops.
· Pragmatic: Only reason to keep old institution alive is keep citizens happy.
· Natural state of populace: used to obeying/followers. Even rulers imitate other leaders.
· Though generally obedient, will revolt– he lacks concern here.
VIII: Concerning Those Who Become Princes by Evil Means
· Along w/fortune/skill, criminal acts facilitate power.
· Kill citizens & betray friends. Can achieve power but not glory.
· Cruelty fine if applied at outset once & thereafter only in self-defense & greater good.
IX: Concerning Civil Principality
· Also power through approval & constitutional principalities.
· Every city populated by 2 citizens: commoners & nobles. Commoner avoids oppression by noble. Noble wants to oppress commoner. Results in principality, free city, or anarchy.
· Power to form principality lies w/nobles or people. Nobles will try to strengthen position by making one of nobles a prince, in hope of accomplishing ends through prince’s authority. People will make one person prince to protect themselves. 
· More difficult to maintain position if placed by nobles because consider selves equals. But if created by people stands alone. 
· If people hostile to prince, worst that happens is desertion. If nobles are hostile, desertion & active opposition. 
· Prince should honor nobles that have become dependent on him.
· If created by people, maintain friendship. Prince created by nobles must people over for protection from sketchy nobles.
· In prosperous times, fashionable to declare allegiance to prince.
XII: Concerning Troops & Mercenaries
· 2 components of strong foundations: good laws & good armies.
· Good laws cannot exist w/o good armies.
· 3 armies: prince’s own troops, mercenary troops, & auxiliary troops. 
· Mercenary & auxiliary useless & dangerous. Mercenaries are undisciplined & faithless; motivation is monetary. Unskilled mercenary commander’s worthless; skilled ones dangerous.
XV: Concerning Things Men are Praised For
· Correct: not concerned w/virtue, but w/acting toward benefit.
· Courage, compassion, faith & craftiness receive praise. Cowardice, cruelty, stubbornness receive condemnation. Ideal good prince is unrealistic though. Prince’s job is safeguard state, sometimes needs vice. 
· Criticizes Aristotle’s ‘good life’ doctrine on virtue; argues metaphysics is inconsistent w/real world. While Aristotle defines virtue in relation to highest good, Machiavelli defines it as that which receives praise of others. Machiavelli’s prince is cold & calculating, concerned w/ ends rather than means. 
· Problematic; says good qualities needed, yet prince should be cruel over generous & cowardice & flee castle, instead of brave.
XVI: Liberty & Prudence
· Of all things he must guard against, hatred & contempt first & liberality leads to both. Liberty or generosity is admired, but can ruin prince’s reputation.
· A prudent ungenerous prince may be seen miserly in beginning, but earn reputation for generosity (because fugal). Funds to defend & not tax high.
· Thus generosity self-defeating, preventing further generosity.
XVII: Concerning Cruelty
· Compassion admired, but don’t show compassion unwisely or disorder. Ideally, prince should be feared & loved, but hard. Better to be feared; men naturally ungrateful. Easy to break bond of love when danger, but fear of punishment is effective.
· Make sure executions are justified. Never confiscate property. 
XVIII: In What Way Princes Should Keep World
· 2 ways of fighting: by law & force. Laws come naturally to men, force comes naturally to beasts. Fight w/both.
· Act like 2 types of beast: lions & foxes. Fox defenseless against wolves; lion defenseless against traps. Frighten wolves & recognize traps.
· Break promises when they disadvantage, never rely on them. Be master of deception. Have virtuous aura. 
XXI: What Prince Must do to be Esteemed
· Great enterprises & noble examples are 2 ways to earn prestige.
· Nobility achieved by public display of reward & punishment.
· Declare ally in conflict. Victor sees prince as doubtful friend if neutral. If ally loses, at least prince wins protection & shelter.
· Avoid siding w/ally whose power is greater, if possible.
· Encourage citizens to excel. Never excessively tax private acquisition or prosperous commerce. Reward contributors to prosperity. Have city-wide festivals & make personal visits.
XXV: Concerning Influence of Fortune
· Fortune controls half of actions, free will determines other. 
· Fortune only dangerous when men have not built ‘dykes’ against it beforehand.
· Impulsiveness surpasses caution; fortune favors energetic youth. 
MACHIAVELLI: DISCOURSE
· Rome; virtue maintained for c’s & later developed w/emperor. 
· All cities built by natives or people elsewhere.
· Athens built under Theseus, inhabitant. Venice, by people protecting from war after fall of Roman Empire. Florence built by foreigners under Roman Empire.
· Free cities are built by people driven by famine or war to abandon land of birth & look for new habitations, Moses. 
· Sparta had same laws for 800 years, happy, prudent.
· Prudent legislators aware of defects of 6 forms of gov refrain from adopting one; instead adopt all, for if principality, aristocracy & democracy, each keep watch over other.
· Lycurgus gave to Sparta kings, aristocracy & to populace each its own function.
· Not so in Athens, democratic form short-lived into tyranny. Democracy doesn’t blend princely power or aristocracy.
· Rarely well-ordered unless done by one person.
· Impossible to make use of historical deeds. Former praised ppl & leaders killed but don’t try to emulate good.
· Thus 2 options: behave so life is secure & death renowned or behave so life has continual channels & in death leave behind imperishable record of their infamy.
· Renovate institutions by going back to start when good in nature. 
· Nothing more necessary to community than to restore it to prestige & take care of good institutions & men, instead of having external forces give rise to restoration. For, as seen in Rome, dangerous.






















HOBBES: BIO
· 1588-1679. England. Not wealthy, tutored Cavendish’s for 70y.
· Fled to Europe because of royalist views.
· Social contract, used later by Locke, Rousseau & Kant.
· State of nature: war of every one against every one so that life was solitary, poor, nasty, brutish & short.
· Thus, social contract w/gov run by sovereign w/absolute power, because only absolute is sufficient to resolve disputes.
· Sovereignty can be in small number of people, too, oligarchy, or in all people, democracy. 
· Mixed gov or limited gov by constitution not viable; people require unified sovereignty.
· Each must give up rights to sovereign, thereby authorizing sovereign to rule community. Compares sovereign to master.
HOBBES: LEVIATHAN
· Nature, by art of man, can make artificial animal. 
· Consider artificer. Then, how its made. Third, what’s a Christian commonwealth? Fourth, what’s the kingdom of darkness?
Of Man
· Singly, are representations of some quality.
· Original of them all is called sense. Rest are derived from this.
· Sense nothing but original fancy caused by pressure of external things upon our senses.
· Transfer of motion from object to object into living things, is nature of motion.
· 2 types of motion in animals: vital & voluntary. Vital motions are automatic; blood flow, breathing, digestion, etc. Voluntary motions are active & directed; walking, speaking.
· Cause of voluntary motion: thoughts & imagination, called Endeavour (cause appetite/desire). When Endeavour is toward something which causes it, called aversion). Appetites & aversion product of transferred motion. Means human nature is product of physical processes.
· Power of man is his means to obtain good, either original or instrumental. Natural power is use of body & mind. Instrumental power uses fortune, friends, reputation. Greatest power is united by consent in one. Thus to have servants/friends is power. 
· Measure of power in person called worth. To believe someone’s worth is to honor them. Worthiness is measure of person’s function. Worth, worthiness, honor & dignity; forms of power.
· Naturally want power, but fear makes us peaceful. Negotiations between power & fear w/goal of achieving peace called manners. 
· Universe set in motion by Prime Mover. Only true religion (Christianity) can teach peace.
· When 2 people have appetite for same resource result is war.
· All naturally equal because even weakest can kill strongest. Battle is inevitable.
· Natural condition, free of artificial interferences, is one of continuous war, fear & death. 2 natural passions enable us to escape: fear & reason. Fear: makes men want to escape state of nature. Reason: provides natural laws constituting peace.
Of Commonwealth
· Hunger for power always threatens contract. Must be common power to force people to uphold it.
· Leviathan is soul of artificial person (state) & sovereign itself. 
· 2 ways to establish commonwealth: through acquisition (force) or institution (agreement). Latter accords w/Hobbes description of how man rises out of state of nature. Former means sovereign takes control of people who must consent. Both have same function – protect & secure peace. 
· Rights of sovereign: 
· 1. Subjects owe him loyalty. 2. Cannot be freed.
· 3. Nonconformists must yield to majority in declaring sovereign.
· 4. Sovereign must be just. 5. Cannot be put to death. 6. Determines what ideas are acceptable. 7. Prescribes legislative rules. 8. Has judicial power in all controversies. 9. Makes war & peace w/other commonwealths. 10. May choose his counselors. 11. Has powers of reward & punishment. 12. Makes all civil appointments, including militia.
· Liberty means ability to act according to will w/out being physically hindered. Only prison can prevent will. Though artificial chains, freedom/liberty exist because we created chains.
· In state of nature, no liberty because actions hindered by fear. In Leviathan fear still present but subjects consent to sovereign so even if sovereign kills him, he’s responsible for fate.
· Subject can reject sovereign commands if he chooses. Has right to self-preservation when it comes to morbid, killing, etc.
· If sovereign can’t fulfill function, soul leaves commonwealth, collapse to state of nature.
Commonwealth in Disarray
· Birth defect, unhealthy Leviathan if:
· 1. Sovereign lacks absolute power.
· 2. If actions are determined good or evil by each person.
· 3. If subject thinks his conscience should take precedence over civil duty.
· 4. If subjects maintain faith in supernatural phenomena, instead of doctrine of sovereign.
· 5. If sovereign is subject to laws he creates.
· 6. If subjects maintain sense of individual propriety over personal goods. 
· 7. If subjects divide sovereign power among themselves.
· 8. If commonwealth imitates govs of other nations. 
· 9. If commonwealth imitates Greeks & Romans.
· 10. If Leviathan divides civil & religious authority.
· 11. If gov is mixed gov of varying modes of administration.
· Will lead to civil war.














LOCKE: BIO
· 1632-1704. England. Puritan family. Surprisingly liberal writings, due to association w/Lord Ashley Whig politician. 
· Involved in plotting for assassination of Duke. Exile in Holland.
· Inspired socialists like Marx, liberals & conservatives.
· Sides w/individual freedom against repression. Liberalist.
· Religion is your own business, like finances, health, family life.
· Public realm, by contrast, secures basic rights w/in limited constraint of which each person may choose his private lifestyle.
· State of nature: when 2 members are not part of civil society. 
· Natural duties: moral constraints even in absence of law.
· Just punishment, private property, family rights are non political & possible in state of nature.
· Right to punish must be surrendered by society. Private property subject to society’s jurisdiction. Rights surrendered by individuals in transition from natural to political conditions. 
· Consent can either be tacit or express, but not binding. Obtained other ways are illegitimate. Govs exceeding limits attempt to make war upon or enslave subjects. Tyrannicide is just.
· Most key: 
· 1. All naturally born free, to govern self w/in natural law.
· 2. Labor is sole source of original property.
· 3. Free consent is soul source of legit authority.
· 4. Authority limited to secure rights to life, liberty, health, estate.
· 5. Popular resistance is just when gov causes harm.
LOCKE: SECOND TREATISE ON CIVIL GOV
C1-2
· Speaks against Filmer’s divine right: Adam wasn’t given absolute authority by God. Adam’s heirs did not have authority. 
· Impossible to identify Adam’s heirs today anyway.
· Different types of power – paternal, familial & political.
· Political power: right to make laws to protect/regulate property.
· Each has power to execute natural laws, which are universal. Proof of natural law: if person commits crime in foreign country can still be punished.
· All people are in state of nature until agreement between them makes them members of political society. 
· Natural law derives from theory of justice, or set of rights.
C3-4: Of State &War, & Slavery
· Law of self-preservation: may kill in self/property defense.
· Difference between state of nature & of war. Of nature involves people living together governed by reason w/o common superior. Of war occurs when force upon others w/o common authority.
· Difference between war in society & in nature depends on when they conclude. In society, war ends when force is over, because both parties can resort to common authorities for arbitration of past wrongs. In nature, doesn’t end until aggressor offers peace. Until then, innocent part has right to destroy aggressor. 
· In common authority that fails to be just, state of war. Major reason people enter society is to avoid state of war, for supreme power limits war & increases stability.
· Natural liberty is right to be ruled solely by laws of nature.
· Social liberty is right to be under power founded by consent.
· Freedom from absolute power key: can’t be voluntary slave. Slavery only possible when captive is forced into obedience. 
· Compare to Hobbes who says because people are destructive, absolute must keep them in line. Lock: we have right to respond to unjust leadership as we would to other s in state of nature.
· Personal liberty key to social interest. 
C5: Of Property
· Whether by nature or word of bible, earth property of people. If earth is common property, how private? Each has property of own body & labor they perform. Adds labor to property, becomes own. Only take as much as you can (law of sustenance).
· Genesis of money: all goods – food, clothing, etc. – short lived. Thus trade develops. Money fulfills need for calculation of worth, rooted in property of labor. 
C7: Of Political Society
· First society conjugal, between man & woman; power in household neither absolute nor political. 
· Civil society: body of individuals under exec. Commonwealth combines legislative to make laws & exec to enforce them. 
· Absolute monarchy violates these principles: by investing authority in one, entire system suffers. Since monarch can impose on people’s property & welfare w/out fear of retribution, people lack protection & incentive to contribute to commonwealth. To prevent, legislature & exec must be in collective body. No one exempt from laws of commonwealth.
C8-9: Of Beginning of Societies & Of Ends
· 2 arguments against agreeing to society:
· 1. Lack of historical precedence for gov by majority rule. Societies forget origins. Paternal model; concludes people willingly submit to central male figure’s role, w/in family. 
· 2. Since people are born under gov, not in fact free. But cannot bind children to ally w/ parent’s gov. 
· Nature lacks 3 important things: established law, indifferent judge, power to support sentence.
C10-11: Of Legislative Power
· Majority may choose democracy, oligarchy or monarch. Always have power to change form.
· First rule of legislative power is preservation. No one may challenge legislature or pass laws on own. 
· Limits of legislature: govern by fixed laws that apply to all; for good of people; must not raise taxes w/out consent. 
C12-13: Of Legislative, Executive, & Federative Power 
· No need for legislature to always be in session, or else abuse.
· Exec must always be active because laws always enforced. Thus exec & legislature separate. 
· IR: state in state of nature in respect to other states. Natural law. 
· Community is true supreme power; they can remove legislation.
· But w/in gov legislature always supreme.
· If exec has power over legislature (ie monarch), does not mean control over it. If exec acts as legislative, constitutes act of war. 
C16-17: Of Conquest
· Lawful conquest only when conqueror gets no power over those that conquered w/him. Conqueror only gets power over gov that waged war, not populace, unless population sanctioned war.
· Recall father cannot recall children’s rights & children have right to father’s estate; conqueror cannot seize property of father. Just conquerors right extends only to lives of aggressors, not estates unless no one else’s rights were bound to it. 
· Usurpation: domestic conquest; change of leadership, not of gov. Only if sanctioned by people.
C18-19: Of Tyranny
· New gov when: 
· legislative is changed or usurped by tyrannical executive power,
· when legislative or exec breaches trust, 
· when exec ignores duties & renders laws meaningless.
· Why not frequent rebellion? People slow to change habits; if miserable, will rebel under any system; revolutions in event of leadership’s obvious abuse of power or breach of trust. 
· People rather change laws than resort to force. 
· Can erect new form or, under old form, place legislature in new hands. But cannot revert back to society after people give up power. 































ROUSSEAU: BIO
· 1712-1778. Geneva.
· Man naturally good. Institutions make him bad. Connects enlightenment w/ evolution of constraint & unhappiness. 
· Born w/ choice. Solution: harmony of obedience & freedom. 
· How to stay free: in content & motivation:
· Content: accepting authority lets self be ruled. Because content of good for each, each free to fulfill self-imposed obligations. 
· To sustain supremacy of general will, non-representative direct democracy. 
· Admits wickedness, which contradicts positive ‘general will’.
· Genealogy of vice (natural desire for advantage). Although we’re naturally good, experience of social inequality encourages desires for advantage & inflamed sense of self worth, that produce constraint, vice & misery. Thus need for equality.
ROUSSEAU: INEQUALITY 
Part 1
· Savage lives w/beasts, can beat civil man. W/few illnesses in nature, less need for doctors. Sleep much, think little.
· Choice, thus more adaptable than animal. Distinction between man & beast is faculty of perfectibility; also source of miseries; draws us out of original condition, causes enlightenment & vices.
· Hobbes didn’t see that lack of reason also keeps us from abusing it. Savage not wicked or know what is good. Passionless. 
· Pity in animals, stronger in savage than civil. In state of nature, pity takes place of laws & virtues.
· 2 types of love: physical & moral. Physical love is sex. Moral love is romantic attachment-makes women dominant over men.
· Natural inequality increases as result of instituted inequality.
Part 2
· First to say ‘mine’ founder of society. As he learnt to hunt, found self superior to other species; pride. Savage man was solitary, but started to see similarities w/others. Conjugal love result from family. Each family small society, enjoying leisure. Convenience weakened body & mind & turned into needs. 
· Nations formed. Jealousy developed w/love. Song/dance led to comparison amongst people. Contempt became offense in state of contemporary savage, making people think man cruel.
· Early society was happiest w/ least revolutions. As long as men apply selves to single tasks, free & healthy. Moment they need help & want what’s enough for 2, inequality; work became necessary; oppression developed.
· 2nd revolution by agriculture; w/property came rules of justice.
· To be/appear became 2 different things. From this arose all vice.
· Man now has new needs, esp for others. When man claim right to other’s goods, state of war. In response, rich develop trick: persuade weak to unite to institute rules of justice & peace. 
· Ran towards chains in belief of freedom for security. Origin of society. Destroyed freedom, fixed laws of inequality & turned usurpation into right.
· Political state imperfect because product of chance. Better to begin again than stabilize. Wrong to say people have disposition for servitude; forgotten freedom. 
· Different governments from original differences between people. If one man preeminent, monarchy; if several, aristocracy; close to state of nature, democracy.
· First elective, then selective process led to civil war, so hereditary gov instituted; see people as property.
· Stages of inequality: property & law; monarchy; conversion of legit to arbitrary power. 
· First stage authorizes rich & poor; second, state of powerful & weak; third, of master & slave.
· Importance of wealth is sign of corruption; Despotism last stage of inequality, which returns us to beginning, but different.
· What makes savage man happy makes civil man miserable. 
ROUSSEAU: SOCIAL CONTRACT 
Book 1
· Man born free & is everywhere in chains.
· Only natural authority is of father, for preservation of child.
· Hobbes thinks ruler is fatherly, but assumes superiority of ruler. Superiority artificial. Legit authority rests on social contract.
· Rejects  prisoners of war become slaves. Nothing to do w/individuals. Enemy surrenders, ceases to be enemy.
· People in absolute monarchy are slaves. 
· Contract states we must surrender to community. 3 implications:
· 1. Because conditions are same for all, will want to make it easy.
· 2. Because we surrender totally, no right to oppose state.
· 3. Because no one is above anyone, we don’t lose natural freedom by entering contract.
· In passive role: state, in active role: sovereign & in relation to other states: a power.
· Conversely to Discourse, draws distinction between nature & civil society. While we lose liberty to follow instincts, gain civil liberty that limits of reason & general will, thereby rendering us moral; responsibility for our actions, thus nobler.
Book 2
· Sovereign always expresses will of people. Non-divisible.
· Each individual thinks for self, not form groups.
· All gives up goods, but state can’t demand more than needed.
· Universal natural justice from God not binding, thus law needed. 
· Problem of not knowing what we want, or of group too big, so: lawgiver must be intelligent, selfless & not citizen. ‘Gods would be needed to give laws’. Appeal to supernatural origins of law good way to ensure obedience, like Moses. 
· Difference of wealth shouldn’t imbalance state.
· 4 classes of law: 1. Political/fundamental; 2. Civil; 3. Criminal; most importantly 4. Moral customs.
Book 3
· State has Will expressed in laws & Strength that maintains law.
· People in gov have 3 kinds of will: individual will (pursues own interests), corporate will (expresses will of gov) & general will (expresses will of people).
· Fewer people in gov, the more corporate will shall resemble individual will, but stronger. More, corporate will shall resemble general will, but weaker & less active. Thus large state suitable to monarchy, small state to democracy & medium to aristocracy. 
· Skeptic of democracy: never true. When gov/sovereign are same, danger to corrupt.
· 3 kinds of aristocracy: 1. Natural, found in primitive society’s elders. 2. Elective, best kind. 3. Hereditary, worst kind.
· Monarchy: Corporate will becomes individual will.
Book 4
· Can’t destroy general will, only subordinate to others wills.
· Contract unanimous; disagree leave. All else by majority.
· Election by lot (random) vs by choice. Former suits democracy. Latter suits aristocracy; gov free to choose own members. Better; require expertise. 
SMITH: BIO
· 1723-1790. Scottish Enlightenment. Why free economic, political & religious markets are more efficient. Virtue, liberty & material welfare complement each other. Free market solution depends on Moral Sentiments about psychology of moderation & fanaticism.
· Unlike Marx, did not think religion was opium.
· Wrong arrangement of liberty will lack virtue. 
· In natural liberty, every man free to pursue interests. Gov promotes public work, protects society from invasion & protects citizens from one other.
· State will regulate economy, support arts, education, commerce.
SMITH: WEALTH OF NATIONS
Book 1: Of Causes of Improvements in Productive Powers of Labour
· If each make pins, can make thousands due to division of labour.
· Owed  to:
· 1. increase of dexterity in every workman.
· 2. saving time commonly lost.
· 3. invention of machines that enable one to do work of many. 
· Likely to prevail if man can tell others it’s for their advantage.
· Difference in abilities not cause but effect of divisions of labour.
· Value has 2 meanings: sometimes expresses utility of object; sometimes power of purchasing other goods which possessing object conveys.  ‘Value in use/exchange’.
· Things w/greatest value in use have little value in exchange (cow). Things w/greatest value in exchange have no value in use (money).
· To investigate principles which regulate exchange, learn:
· 1. measure of exchangeable value; real price of all commodities.
· 2. different parts of which real price is made up.
· 3. circumstances that raise/sink prices.
· Labour is real price; money is normal price.
· One pays wages, other profits from employer. 
· As soon as all land becomes private, landlords charge rent. 
Book 2: Of Systems of Political Economy
· 2 objects:1.provide revenue for people; 2.supply state w/revenue. 
· Everyone can employ capital close to home provided he can make profit.
· In foreign trade, capital of merchant divided between 2 countries.
Book 3: Of Revenue 
· Sovereign has limited duties. But building roads, providing education & making up for deficient fields of revenue help common good & are just.
· 4 maxims in regard to tax:
· 1. Everyone must contribute.
· 2. Tax must be certain, not arbitrary.
· 3. Tax must be levied at time most convenient. Although if he can’t it’s his own fault that he spent too much.
· 4. Tax ought to be fixed above what it brings into public treasury. May ‘take out’ more than it brings in 4 ways:
· 1. Levying of it may require officers w/ salaries.
· 2. May discourage branches of business.
· 3. For those who try not to pay tax, may ruin them. Law contrary to all ordinary principles of justice, creates temptation & then punishes those who yield to it.
· 4. By subjecting people to frequent visits, expose them to unnecessary trouble & oppression.
MARX: BIO
· 1818-1883. Prussian. Upper middle class. Hegelian. 
· View history as rational development of idea of freedom.
· Hegel concerned w/alienation: self’s conceptualization of relation to objective reality.
· Should have reciprocity, expressive work & cooperative people.
· Works on ‘laws of motion’ of capitalism.
· Exiled, moved to Brussels to work w/Engels.
ENGELS: BIO
· 1820-1895. Prussian. Wealthy. Both joined League of the Just (communist group).
· Marx/Engels propose pursuit of material production has unintended consequences of creating new social relations of production that mold political & cultural features.
· Bourgeois produces own daggers by exploiting. 
· Economic interdependence, master-craftsmen, mass literacy & ease of communication are features of modern proletarian life due to bourgeois drive to expand production. Yet increased resistance. Revolution & thus proletariat ruling class.
ESTRANGED LABOUR 1844
· Workers experience poverty/alienation because relate to product. Puts life into object yet because he does not own, becomes estranged. Shrinks in comparison. 
· First type of alienation:estrangement of worker from his product.
· Second type:estrangement of worker from activity of production. Work he performs doesn’t belong to him but is means of survival. Work does not spring from w/in as natural act of creativity but exists outside of him & signifies his loss of self.
· Third: workers alienation from species-being/human identity. For humans, work amounts to life’s purpose. 
· Fourth: estrangement of man to man. Since product is owned by someone else, worker regards this person as alien & hostile. Worker feels negatively towards system of private property.
GERMAN IDEOLOGY
· Men distinguish selves from animals as soon as they produce means of subsistence, step towards material life. 
· Production causes further development of division of labour. Division of labour leads to separation of industrial from agricultural labour & hence separation of town & country.
· First form of ownership tribal. Uses family & finally slaves.
· Second form is ancient communal & state ownership which proceeds from union of tribes into city by agreement/conquest. Citizens hold power over laboring slaves & thus communal ownership. Antagonism between industry & agriculture.
· Third form of ownership is feudal or estate property. Not slaves but serf s. Hierarchical ownership & armies gave nobility power. 
· Necessity for association against robber-nobility, need for communal markets, growing competition of escaped serfs: combine to bring about guilds.
· Little division of labour in feudalism.
· In first method start point is consciousness taken as the living individual. In second, it is individuals themselves & consciousness is considered only as their consciousness. This starts out from real premises. Its premises are men, not in isolation but in actual development under conditions.
· Satisfaction for first need (living) leads to new needs (first historical act). 
· Third is making family.
· Spirit burdened w/matter. Language is part of consciousness thus consciousness is social product.
· Tribal consciousness develops through increased productivity; increase of need & pop. W/these develop division of labour.
· Division of mental & material consciousness appears; proceed to form philosophy & ethics.
MANIFESTO OF COMMUNIST PARTY
· History of all societies is history of class struggle.
· Bourgeoisie grew wealthier against feudal order which it managed to sweep away through struggle & revolution. Rise to dominant class, shape institutions according to own interests.
· Bourgeoisie force us to adopt capitalism, seeing world as market.
· Destroy all aspects of society, even family.
· Urban class offended. Shrinking wages due to technology. 
· Factory is arena for formation of class struggle that will spill into society. Gradually take demands to political sphere. All of society will be drawn to one side or other.
· Workers kill bourgeoisies. 


























MILL: BIO
· 1806-1873. London. Utility ultimate appeal; ground on permanent interests of man as progressive being.
MILL: ON LIBERTY
C1: Civil, Social Liberty
· Liberty implies protection against tyranny.
· Leader did not govern by will of people. Seen necessary but dangerous.
· Patriots tried limiting leaders power in 2 ways:
· 1. Gained immunities called political rights. Leader has duty to respect immunities. Right of rebellion if liberties infringed.
· 2. Constitutional check developed, community gained some consent over important acts.
· Eventually men wanted leaders to be their servants.
· When actual democratic republic developed (US), realized people don’t rule themselves.
· Majority oppress minority.
· Public opinion more stifling to individuality then law; protect against prevailing opinions. 
· Only interfere w/ individual liberty for self-protection.
· 3 categories of liberty: 
· 1. Domain of conscience & liberty of opinion.
· 2. Liberty of tastes & pursuits in planning own life.
· 3. Liberty to unite w/others if no harm.
C2: Of Liberty of Thought
· Suppressed opinion may be true. Criticisms of Mill: 
· 1. Criticism that though people may be wrong, duty to act on conviction. Cowardly not to act on belief. Only way to be confident is if liberty to contradict beliefs. Correct mistakes through discussion. 
· 2. Criticism that gov has duty to uphold beliefs. Only bad men undermine these beliefs. Mill replies this relies on infallibility – truth vital whether it is desirable. 
· 3. Criticism that truth has to face persecution & will always survive. Mill replies this is unfair to those holding true ideas. 
· 4. Criticism that no truth will ever be extinguished. Mill replies legal persecution for opinions still. Also, societal intolerance will make people hide views.
· 3 further arguments for free opinion:
· Even if true, if not debated will become dead dogma. Dissent keeps truth alive against its dissents.
· If true opinion not debated, meaning lost. Ie religion. 
· Sometimes truth somewhere between 2 doctrines. 
C3: On Individuality
· Actions should not be as free as opinions. Can harm others.
· But different experiments of living are valuable. Individuality thus essential for progress.
· Only those who act use their human faculties. 
· Might learn from nonconformists. Unoriginal people might shun genius for mediocrity. 
C4: Of Limits of Authority
· Society & individual should each receive control over that part of life it’s interested in.
· While rejecting contract, Mill says since people receive protection of society, owe certain conduct. Must: not injure others; share burden of defending society; may be criticized, though not by law, for harming others while not violating rights. 
· Ie. Unable to pay debts because of extravagant life. Punishment (reprobation style) because person fails to fulfill duty.
· Society has person’s entire childhood to nurture values; if person fails to accept values, society’s own fault. No further influence necessary.
· Want to impose your morality, then be willing to accept impositions by others.
C5: Applications
· 2 principles about person:
· 1. Not accountable to society for actions that only concern self. Only means society has to express disapproval is advice, instruction, persuasion & avoidance by others.
· 2. Accountable for actions that hurt others, society can punish socially or legally.
· Although sometimes when actions harm others, ie free trade, competitive job market, general social good is positive, no right to punish here. 
· Examples:
· 1. Society’s right to guard against crime. Mill says police must not restrict things that might only potentially be done for evil, respect people’s right to potentially harm selves. Ie, person should be warned about danger of crossing bridge, but not prevented. Poison that could be used for crime should be regulated (take down name) but not be banned.
· 2. Should people be free to instigate others to act particular way: yes, important to exchange opinions. More complicated when someone profits against public good, ie owning casino. On hand, society doesn’t have right to keep person from trying to persuade people. Yet reasonable that people should not be allowed to benefit from prompting others to bad decisions. 
· 3. Can we cause harm to us, ie sell self to slavery. No, gives up freedom & thus undermines significance of freedom.
· 4. Should gov intervene to help people? 3 objections:
· 1. Person most qualified to perform action usually person w/ direct interest in it.
· 2. Useful that we do things ourselves for personal development.
· 3. Bad to add to gov’s power. Powerful bureaucracy oppresses reform to preserve own interests & thus goes against interests of free people. Cure: decentralize power as much as possible, but centralize information. 













RAWLS: BIO
· 1921-2003. Princeton. American army WWII.
· Proposed concept of justice committed to individual rights associated w/ constitutional democracy ensuring liberty & equality. Justice as fairness part of liberty & equality. 
· 2 principles of justice:
· 1. Of equal basic liberties: each has right to equal basic liberties: of political, freedom of association & integrity.
· 2. Difference principle. (or fair equality of opportunity): when inequalities attach to offices; must be open to all.
· But even society that protects liberty may have inequality. So, instead of permitting differences of reward to reflect differences of native endowment, difference principle requires we maximize lifetime expectations of least advantaged.
· Imagine ‘Original Position’ choosing principles of justice; idea we’re free & equal moral persons.
· Identity irrelevant to social justice: veil of ignorance. Advancing shared interests under veil needs social primary goods: basic liberties; freedom of movement & occupation; powers of office & positions of responsibility; income; & social bases of respect. 
RAWLS: THEORY OF JUSTICE
· Those who cooperate choose principles together.
· Justice as fairness corresponds to state of nature.
· Since each wants to protect interests; capacity to advance concept of good; no reason to endure loss for himself in order to bring about greater net balance of satisfaction.
· Principle of utility incompatible w/social cooperation among equals for mutual advantage. 
· Persons in initial situation would choose 2 principles: first requires equality, second holds that social & economic inequalities are just only if they result in compensating benefits for all.
· Justice as fairness consists of 1. Interpretation of initial situation 2. Set of agreed principles.
· Justice most important part of theory of rational choice
· Distribution of wealth & authority tricky. 
· Equilibrium when principles & judgments coincide. Equilibrium not always stable. Revisable.
· 2 principles of justice:
· 1. Each is to have equal basic liberties same as others.
· 2. Social & economic inequalities are arranged to everyone’s advantage & attached to positions & offices open to all.
· While wealth & income need not be equal, must be to everyone’s advantage. Injustice is: inequalities that are not to benefit of all.
Difference Principle
· Higher expectations of those better situated are just if they work as part of scheme to improve expectations of least advantaged. 
· Greater expectations in entrepreneurs, encourages them to do things which raise prospects of laboring class. 
· Since inequalities of birth & natural endowment are undeserved; compensated. Thus treat all equally, provide equality of opportunity, give more attention to unfortunate. 
· Allocate resources in education to improve long-term expectation of unfortunate.
· Difference principle regards talent as common asset. Naturally advantaged not to gain because gifted, but to cover costs of training & education & use endowments to help less fortunate.
Pattern
· Social system unchangeable, but pattern of human action.
· Difference principle expresses concept of reciprocity. Principle of mutual benefit. However, may appear biased towards least favored. 
· If we give any weight to more fortunate, we are valuing gains of those already more fortunate. 
Veil of Ignorance
· Some might say irrational. Principles should be chosen in light of knowledge available. We can view agreement in OP from standpoint of all. Veil of ignorance thus makes possible unanimous choice of particular concept of justice. No one knows his situation; will not tailor principles to his advantage.






























NOZICK: BIO
· 1938-2003. NY. Columbia. Taught Harvard. Libertarian.
· Revived classical liberalism, challenged Rawls theory of justice. 
· Argues Lockean rights to liberty & property.
· Entitlement theory of justice 3 principles: Principle of entitlement in acquisition regulates how each acquires holding in unowned things. Principle of entitlement in transfer states each acquires holdings from consent. Principle of rectification calls for rectification for violation of above principles. 
· Treat people as ends.
· Don’t interfere w/others. May commit suicide or sell self. (Locke thought one’s body is ownership of God.)
· Taxation is forced slavery, forbidden wo/ consent. But taking from me doesn’t mean control over me but over something I own. If taxed, still free to do any job. Taxation is forced labor. 
· If justice requires equal wealth, & Wilt (baseball player asks for money) & fans start out equal, Wilt ends up w/more; Egalitarian must decide whether to redistribute. 
· Equality conflicts w/liberty; to maintain distribution requires interventions to restore damage to pattern; pattern of distribution always under threat. Conversly, entitlement theory doesnt require patterns of distribution be maintained/conflict w/liberty; is historical concept of justice, which says whatever results of persons just uses of justly held goods is itself just. 
· Shows how to maintain pattern w/autonomous, long-term planning under predictable & secure circumstance.
· W/exception of body, no one born w/legit holdings. When legit acquires something unowned, restricts others from it. Hence through legit acquisition one can limit liberty of others.
NOZICK: ANARCHY STATE UTOPIA
· Minimal state justified. 
· Entitlement theory is historical; whether distribution is just depends on how in came to be.
· In contrast, current time-slice principle of justice holds justice of distribution as how things are distributed as judged by some structural principles. Utilitarian judge by seeing something w/greater sum of utility; hold current time-slice principle. Says all that needs to be looked at is who ends up w/what.
· Welfare economics is theory of current time-slice. 
· Most don’t accept current time-slice as whole story. Relevant to ask: deserved?
· (Time-slice also end result principle or end-state principle.) 
· In contrast to end-result principles, historical principles hold past can create differential entitlements. 
Patterning
· …If principle of distribution varies along w/some natural dimension. Almost all in principle of distributive justice is patterned: to each according to his morale, needs, efforts, etc.
· Principle of entitlement not patterned. Ie gambling or receiving gifts. Process is intelligible, though un-patterned.
· Distribution according to benefits to others is major pattern strand in free capitalist society, but not whole pattern (namely, inheritance, gifts, charity, etc). 
· So to buy something is to be entitled to it.
· Things come into world already attached to people having entitlements. From historical entitlement view of justice in holdings, those who start afresh, treats objects as if they appeared out of nowhere. From each as they choose, to each as they are chosen.
Objection to Locke’s Theory of Acquisition
· Objection to mixing: own tomato juice & pour into sea; own sea?
· Instead, laboring something makes it valuable. Why should one’s entitlement extend to whole object rather than just added value of their labor?
· Locke’s proviso that there be ‘enough & as good left in common for others’ ensures situation of others is not worsened (Agrees). Favors private property: increases product by putting means of production in hands of those who can use them efficiently; experimentation is encouraged because no one person controls resources.
































TAYLOR: BIO
· 1931. Montreal. McGill. NDP candidate. 
· Concerned w/ the self.
· Institutions exist by convention, not nature. Political association voluntary. Contrasts Aristotle’s social animal good only in political community (hence community education develops morals).
· But liberalism rejects view that state exists to make people good. Rather to protect individuals from others. Freedom to decide own values. State must assume position of moral impartiality. Right is independent of good.
· Primacy of right view: rights respected by states & others & can be wo/reference to broad concept of good. Rights against interference from others. No obligation to belong. Primacy of rights view depends on atomism, thesis that individuals are self-sufficient. Not that they are capable of surviving wo/others, but deserve respect regardless of associations.
· Core rights: rights to life, property, free expression, conscience, religion, etc, are requirements.
· Criticism: Primacy view idea human capacity for autonomy is self-sufficient, doesn’t depend on association. Taylor challenges this, arguing human capacity for autonomy is possibly product of political environment nurtured in. 
· Social thesis: capacity for autonomy is social product. Thus right to free expression entails commitment to support & sustain kind of social environment in which autonomy can be developed.
TAYLOR: ATOMISM
· Atomism characterizes social contract theory - arose in 17th c.
· Vision of society constituted for fulfillment of ends (individual) (over sovereignty).
· Even individualists like Nozick prefer term ‘individualist’.
· Central doctrine is primacy of rights. 
· Locke & Nozick tie to primacy of rights.
· If atomism means self-sufficiency, some would not survive.
· Hobbes man’s life in state of nature was nasty, thus advantaged in society. Even Locke’s status of nature was not one of self-sufficiency; rather, condition of exchange & social relations.
· Proof of independence: we don’t deny rights to those who lack developed human potential, for instance, infants. 
· Why wrong to kill animals? They’re sentient; capable of enjoying life, self-aware.
· Beings have capacity which demands respect, helps determine rights. We have free choice; grants us special moral status. 
· Ought not to live lie or self-delusion out of fear for favor. Ought to bring up own children, not inhibit it in others by influencing them towards facile & shallow compliance.
Human capacity can be inhibited or properly realized. Taylor claims:
· 1. To ascribe natural (not just legal) right of thing to person is to affirm person commands our respect, such that we’re morally bound not to interfere. He lays moral claim on us not to interfere. 
· 2. Property (of human capacity) defines not only who bears rights but what they have rights to. Has natural right to thing, if doing it is part of manifesting his property or human capacity.
· 3. Moral consequences. For if in virtue of his property/ capacity, these are of moral worth & ought to be developed & not just un-interfered w/. Hence asserting right is more than issuing law. 
· Fact that we ascribe rights to idiots, people in coma, bad men does not make capacities irrelevant. Just shows capacities cannot be lost. Also in incurable psychos runs a current of humanity, where ‘human’ may by uncertain but relates to human capacities. 
· Freedom of choice; demands we exercise choice, not remain fearful, ignorant or superstitious in code imposed by tradition, society or fate. 
· Objection: that we can’t develop human capacity outside society. BUT to assert rights in question is to affirm capacities. 
· In destroying society I would undermine my own future ability to realize this capacity. Affirmation of certain rights involves affirming worth of certain capacities & thus in accepting certain standards by which life may be judged full.
· Nozick doesn’t recognize asserting rights involves acknowledging obligation to belong. 
· Locke; need right to property. But men survive in communes. 
· We’re nurtured by others as children; flourish as adults via friends, children. Nothing to do w/obligations to political society. 
· Rousseau’s state of nature should not have been taken as applying to human beings alone in wilderness. Human families.
· Give obligation to parents, out of gratitude. To children, to give what we have been given. No natural obligation to belong. Only involuntary associations are those between generations.
· Think of developments of art, science, etc, which contribute to historic birth of aspiration to freedom. Civilization not only for freedom; men not born w/identity, understanding selves.
· Thus such thing as debate about morality.
· Free individual in autonomy can only maintain identity in culture in institutions which require stability & support from society. 
· Bearers of culture include museums, symphony orchestras, universities, laboratories, political newspapers, courts, television stations, etc. also mundane elements of infrastructure. 
· Thus requirement of living & culture is also requirement of complex integrated society able to support institutions. 
· Free individual of West is only what nourishes him; family can only form us up to this capacity because they are civil.
· Future generations will need civilization to reach these aspirations. Obligation only increases if we have benefited from civilization & became free agents ourselves. 
· Could accept that we’re only what we are in society since family could not sustain this. But does not mean we must accept allegiance to polity.  2 responses:
· 1. Commitment we recognize in affirming worth of freedom is commitment to society. If assured in anarchy, lucky, but if only under representative gov, then sustain & belong. Since free individual can only maintain identity w/in society, be concerned about it; cannot, following Nozick’s anarchist libertarian model, be concerned w/individual choice alone. 
· 2. If realizing freedom depends on society, fuller freedom if we help determine shape of it. Means institutions may themselves be crucial part of our identity as free beings. 
· Atomism concerned w/self-sufficiency, not in ability to survive storm.
· Social conditions of freedom based on, first, that freedom requires understanding self, where autonomy & self direction become conceivable; & second, that this self-understanding is not something we can sustain alone, but that identity is always party defined in conversation w/others through common understanding which underlies practices of our society. 
· Issue between atomists & opponent’s touches nature of freedom. Atomists would rather share clear intuition of human rights. Non-atomists think atomists are blind in self-delusion of self-sufficiency which prevents them from seeing free individual can only assume identity thanks to relationship to developed liberal civilization; that there is absurdity in being in state of nature where we never attain identity & hence never create society which respects it. Free individuals already have obligation to sustain society w/in which this identity is possible. 
































MACINTYRE: JUSTICE AS VIRTUE
· Aristotle suggested that community which lacks concept of justice also lacks basis for political community. But lack of such basis must threaten society.
· Since virtue produces obedience, agreement on rules needed.
· One may be threatened by raising tax; other may want redistribution: common ground? Inequality vs interference of tax paid for justice. Neither principle neutral. 
· Rawls veil of ignorance: inequalities arranged both to greatest benefit of least advantaged & attached to offices open to all. Liberty restricted for sake of liberty. Justice over efficiency. 
· Nozick: acquire holdings justly through original acquisition or just transference. Incompatibility of Rawls & Nozick.
· Rawls makes primary equality w/respect to needs. Nozick makes primary equality w/respect to entitlement. Neither make reference to desert of justice. Rawls argues we don’t know what anyone deserves until rules of justice are formulated (hence we cannot base understanding of justice on desert). Nozick’s entitlement leaves no room for desert, either. For both, society is composed of individuals w/ interests, who, together, formulate rules. Both: individual primary & society secondary/voluntary. 
· Desert ruled out another way: Both exclude claims based on past. 
· Public debate enforces participation in search for common norms. Consequently allegiance to tradition constantly in danger. 
· Marx right when he argued against English trade unionists of 1860’s, that appeals to justice pointless, since rival concepts of justice form in rival groups. Concepts of justice partly constitutive of social groups. Nonetheless Marx right in seeing conflict & not consensus at heart of modern social structure. 
· Unjust to live too much by variety of fragmented concepts; used at one & same time to express incompatible social ideals & furnish us w/pluralist political rhetoric whose function is to conceal conflicts. 
· Important conclusions about constitutional theory: one function of Supreme Court must be to keep peace between rival social groups. 
· Modern politics can’t be matter of genuine moral consensus; modern politics is civil war carried on by other means. 
· Nature of society not deciphered from laws alone, but from understood conflicts. What laws show is extent which conflicts have to be suppressed.
· We lack patriotism. Liberals take negative attitude towards patriotism because allegiance to universal values. But Mac’s point is not that patriotism is good/bad but that it’s no longer possible. 
· In society where gov doesn’t represent moral community, but instead imposes unity which lacks genuine moral consensus, nature of political obligation becomes unclear. 
· Patriotism is virtue founded on attachment to moral community & only secondarily to gov. But when relation of gov to moral community is put in question by changed nature of gov & lack of moral consensus, difficult to have clear concept of patriotism. 
· Loyalty becomes detached from obedience to gov.
· Rejection of modern political order: rule of law in modern state has to be vindicated, generosity exercised & liberty defended, in ways possible through use of gov institutions.
· Modern systemic politics, whether liberal, conservative, radical or socialist, must be rejected from standpoint that owes genuine allegiance to tradition of virtues; for modern politics itself expresses systemic rejections of tradition. 






MACINTYRE: JUSTICE AS VIRTUE
· Aristotle suggested that community which lacks concept of justice also lacks basis for political community. But lack of such basis must threaten society.
· Since virtue produces obedience, agreement on rules needed.
· One may be threatened by raising tax; other may want redistribution: common ground? Inequality vs interference of tax paid for justice. Neither principle neutral. 
· Rawls veil of ignorance: inequalities arranged both to greatest benefit of least advantaged & attached to offices open to all. Liberty restricted for sake of liberty. Justice over efficiency. 
· Nozick: acquire holdings justly through original acquisition or just transference. Incompatibility of Rawls & Nozick.
· Rawls makes primary equality w/respect to needs. Nozick makes primary equality w/respect to entitlement. Neither make reference to desert of justice. Rawls argues we don’t know what anyone deserves until rules of justice are formulated (hence we cannot base understanding of justice on desert). Nozick’s entitlement leaves no room for desert, either. For both, society is composed of individuals w/ interests, who, together, formulate rules. Both: individual primary & society secondary/voluntary. 
· Desert ruled out another way: Both exclude claims based on past. 
· Public debate enforces participation in search for common norms. Consequently allegiance to tradition constantly in danger. 
· Marx right when he argued against English trade unionists of 1860’s, that appeals to justice pointless, since rival concepts of justice form in rival groups. Concepts of justice partly constitutive of social groups. Nonetheless Marx right in seeing conflict & not consensus at heart of modern social structure. 
· Unjust to live too much by variety of fragmented concepts; used at one & same time to express incompatible social ideals & furnish us w/pluralist political rhetoric whose function is to conceal conflicts. 
· Important conclusions about constitutional theory: one function of Supreme Court must be to keep peace between rival social groups. 
· Modern politics can’t be matter of genuine moral consensus; modern politics is civil war carried on by other means. 
· Nature of society not deciphered from laws alone, but from understood conflicts. What laws show is extent which conflicts have to be suppressed.
· We lack patriotism. Liberals take negative attitude towards patriotism because allegiance to universal values. But Mac’s point is not that patriotism is good/bad but that it’s no longer possible. 
· In society where gov doesn’t represent moral community, but instead imposes unity which lacks genuine moral consensus, nature of political obligation becomes unclear. 
· Patriotism is virtue founded on attachment to moral community & only secondarily to gov. But when relation of gov to moral community is put in question by changed nature of gov & lack of moral consensus, difficult to have clear concept of patriotism. 
· Loyalty becomes detached from obedience to gov.
· Rejection of modern political order: rule of law in modern state has to be vindicated, generosity exercised & liberty defended, in ways possible through use of gov institutions.
· Modern systemic politics, whether liberal, conservative, radical or socialist, must be rejected from standpoint that owes genuine allegiance to tradition of virtues; for modern politics itself expresses systemic rejections of tradition. 

FOUCAULT: BIO
· 1926-1984. Died of AIDS. Influence of Nietzsche.
· Will of truth; stresses relation between knowledge & power.
· Genealogy examines ‘lowly origins’ of sciences’ ideas –reason, normality, criminality, sex, etc. Genealogy seeks to demonstrate that politics of knowledge does not begin ideology but w/truth. 
· Classical liberal or juridical concept of power (possessed by individual) is contrasted w/Freudian-Marxist concept of power in terms of conflict, struggle, domination & repression.
· Relations of power legitimized by right of force that result from conflict & struggle in everything from social institutions to economic inequalities. 
· Suggests domination-repression require modification if adequate to realities of disciplinary power. 
· Power cannot be maintained w/out supporting truths. 
· Focus not on central power of sovereign but on power at extremities on techniques, instruments, practices & institutions. 
FOUCAULT: POWER/KNOWLEDGE
· From last 15 years, look at local character of criticism. Local criticism has proceeded by means of return of knowledge. 
· It’s not theory but life that matters, not knowledge but reality, not books by money, etc. 
· Insurrection of subjugated knowledges means 2 things:
· 1. On one hand, historical buried contents’ emergence allows us to rediscover effects of conflict & struggle that was masked.
· 2. On other, means reappearance of knowledges disqualified as inadequate: naïve knowledges located low down on hierarchy.
· What emerges out of this is genealogy, a rediscovery of struggles together w/memory of conflicts. Genealogies are anti-science. Not that they deny knowledge, but concerned w/insurrection of knowledges opposed to effects of centralizing powers linked to discourse. 
· Juridical theory: power is a right, which one can in consequence, transfer or alienate. Problem: is powers purpose to serve economy? Something one acquires through force or contract?
· Clausewitz’s assertion: war is politics continued by other means. Implies: Power rest on forces established at determinate, historically specifiable moments, in war & by war. Political power by no means neutralizes disequilibrium/suspends effects of war. Role of political power is to re-inscribe warfare; in social institutions, economic inequalities, language, in us. 
· Clausewitz aphorism: war is politics continued by other means: consists in seeing politics as sanctioning/upholding disequilibrium of forces. No political struggles should be interpreted except as continued war. 
· Clausewitz: end result is outcome of war, contest of strength.
· Economist analyses of power argues: 
· 1. Mechanisms of power are those of repression. ‘Reich’s hypothesis.
· 2. Relation of power lies in hostile engagement of forces. ‘Nietzsche’s hypothesis’.
· Thus 2 schemes for power: contract-oppression scheme (juridical one) & domination-/war-repression (for which opposition is not between legit & ilegit, but struggle & submission). Schemes must be modified if not abandoned.
Lecture II
· Foucault tries to relate power’s mechanisms to 2 points: 
· On one hand, to rules of right that provide delimitation of power.
· On other, to effects of truth that power produces.
· Hence triangle: power, right, truth. 
· Can be no power w/out economy of discourses of truth. Truth through power & power through truth. Must produce truth to produce wealth. 
· Truth make laws: we are judged, condemned: effects of power.
· Role of ‘right’ to fix legitimacy of power: 
· 1. locate power at extreme points of its exercise, where less legal in character.
· 2. not concern self w/power at level of conscious intention or internal POV. Instead study its intentions in real & effective practices. Study external visage. Ask how things work at level of on-going subjugation & of continuous uninterrupted processes. Exact opposite of Hobbes. Rather than worry about ‘spirit’, study bodies w/power employed through net-like organization. 
· 3. Acknowledge individual is effect of power. Individual which power has constituted is at same time its vehicle. 
· 4. Power establishes circulating network. Conduct ascending analysis of power, starting from smallest mechanisms & see how invested, colonized, utilized, transformed, displaced, etc, by general mechanisms & forms of global domination. Can deduce from general domination of bourgeois. Interested in power, not madness, in system of control. Don’t care about delinquents but mechanisms delinquency is controlled w/.
· 5. Mechanisms of power accompanied by ideology? No; it is production of effective instruments for formation of knowledge – methods of observation, technique & procedure. Power evolves, organizes & puts into circulation un-ideological knowledge.
· Summarizing 5 methodologies: direct research on nature of power, not towards ideologies & judicial edifices of sovereignty. but towards domination, material operators of power, forms of subjection, utilizations of localized systems & strategy.
· As long as feudal society survived, problems to which sovereignty was addressed were confined to general mechanism of power, to way its forms of existence at higher level of society influenced lower levels. Power =‘sovereign-subject relationship’.
· But in 17-18th c., emergence of mechanism of power w/ procedural techniques, incompatible w/relations of sovereignty. New mechanism of power dependent on bodies; permits time & labor rather that wealth & commodities. Exercised by means of surveillance rather than discontinuous system of levies or obligations distributed over time. 
· New type of power no longer formulates in terms of sovereignty; is one of inventions of bourgeois society; disciplinary power; continues theory of sovereignty in disguise.
· Why has theory of sovereignty persisted? 2 reasons:
· 1. On one hand, been permanent tool of criticism of monarchy.
· 2. Same time, allowed system of right to be imposed on mechanisms of discipline in war as to conceal its actual procedures (domination) & to guarantee sovereign rights.
· Juridical system enabled sovereignty to be democratized through constitution of public right articulated upon collective sovereignty, while at same time democratization of sovereignty was determined by mechanisms of disciplinary coercion. 
· Modern society characterized on one hand, by legislation, discourse & organization based on public right, whose principle is social body & delegative status of each citizen; & on other, by closely linked grid of disciplinary coercions w/purpose to assure cohesion of this same body.
· No solid recourse available except return to theory of right organized around sovereignty & its ancient principle.
· We’re in blind alley: not through recourse that disciplinary power can be limited, because sovereignty & disciplinary mechanisms are integral to general mechanism of power.
· For non-disciplinary power look towards new ‘right’: anti-disciplinarian & liberated from sovereignty, to avoid repression.
HABERMAS: BIO
· 1929 Dusseldorf. Spoke out on violations of liberty, immigration, German unification & holocaust. 
· Tendency toward colonization of lifeworld by forces from state & economy, such that markets & bureaucracies attacking infrastructure of society can be contained by: expansion of power of public communication & subordinating operations to informed, public discourse. 
· Internal relation in democratic theory between, on one hand, liberal stress on negative liberties that secure individual freedom of choices, & on other, republican emphasis on positive liberties of political participation that underwrite popular sovereignty. Both aim to secure autonomy. 
· Rights are condition of modern positive law & agreements made through public discourse are only legitimations. Universal morality alone can’t legitimate positive law. 
· Equal individual rights can only be secured through democratic public life. No other non-paternalistic way to determine rights.
· Voluntary associations, social movements & other networks of unofficial communication in civil society, including mass media, are basis of democratic self-governance. 
HABERMAS: 3 MODELS OF DEMOCRACY
· Distinction between liberal & republican.
· Liberal: programs state in interest of society, where state is conceived as apparatus of public admin & society as system of market-structured interactions of private persons & their labor.
· Republican: constitutive for socialization process as whole. Politics conceived as form of ethical life. Members aware of dependence on one another & shape reciprocal recognition into association of free equals under law. 
· These 2 concepts have different consequences:
· 1. Concepts of citizen differ. Liberal: determined by individual negative rights that guarantee freedom of choice w/o external obligation. Political people decide whether authority is exercised in interest of citizens, but minimal. Republican: rights of participation (positive liberties) don’t give political responsibility to each. Process of opinion/will-formation in which free equal citizens reach understanding of community goals.
· 2. Controversy about law: Liberal: legal order determines which individuals are entitled to which rights. Republican: subjective rights owe existence to objective legal order. Republican’s rights: nothing but determinations of prevailing political will. Liberals rights: some grounded in ‘higher law’.
· 3. Role of citizen & law. Liberal: Opinion/will shaped by competition & measured by citizen’s approval. Republican: opinion/will don’t obey fixed structures of public communication oriented to mutual understanding. Deliberation: openness to persuasion by reason referring to claims of others as well as own.
II
· Republican advantage: does not trace goals back to deals made between competing private interests. Disadvantage: too idealistic, making democracy dependent on virtue. 
· Discourse integrates both into ideal procedure for decision; stronger than liberal model but weaker than republican. In agreement w/republican: gives stage to opinion/will formation w/out understanding constitution as secondary. Conceives principles of constitutional state as consistent answer to how to institutionalize. Discourse theory works w/higher-level law, too: Informal opinion-formation result in election decisions; boundary between state & society respected.
· Leads to demand for balance between 3 resources (money, admin & solidarity) from which modern societies meet need for integration & regulation. Solidarity should develop through autonomous public sphere & gain strength against other two.
III Implications
· Liberal: democratic will has function of legitimating power.
· Republican: democratic will has stronger function of constituting society as community & keeping memory alive w/each election. 
·  Discourse, by contrast: opinion/will most important for decision bound by law. More than legitimacy, less that constitution.
· Sovereignty need neither be concentrated in people nor banished into anonymous constitutive agents.
· Communicative power springs from interactions between institutionalized will & culturally mobilized publics. 
· Deliberative politics, whether realized in institutionalized opinion/will or informal networks of public, stands in lifeworld that meets halfway. Deliberative filtered communications depend on resources of lifeworld – on free open culture, enlightened socialization & initiatives of opinion shaping associations. These can only w/difficulty be subjected to political control. 
HABERMAS: BETWEEN RULE OF LAW & DEMOCRACY 
· Constitutional state & democracy appear separate.
· Because rule exercised as law, legal systems exist where force is not yet domesticated by constitutional state. & constitutional states exist where power to govern has not been democratized. 
1: Positivity of modern law – fact that norms backed by threat of state stem from changeable decisions – is w/demand for legitimation. Positive law should guarantee autonomy of all equally. 
2. Positive Law Can No Longer Draw Legitimacy from Higher Law
· Comparing positive law & autonomous morality: Morality extends to protect individualism. By contrast, legal community, localized in space & time, protects integrity of members. 
· Law better understood as functional complement to morality.
· But law can’t solely be legitimated through compatibility w/ morality. Positive law borrows legitimacy, from decision of authorities who make & apply law.
· Reciprocal relation: legal persons can be autonomous only to comprehensive level, in exercise of their civic rights, which they are supposed to obey as addresses. 
3. Modern Law Legitimated by Autonomy Guaranteed to Each 
· Natural law refers on one hand, to popular sovereignty & on other, to rule of law guaranteed by human rights. 
· Principle of popular sovereignty expressed in rights of communication that secure public autonomy of citizens; rule of law expressed in rights of private autonomy of citizens. Thus equal protection of private & public autonomy. 
· Republicans (Aristotle) give public autonomy priority.
· Liberals (Locke) fear tyranny & give priority of human rights.
· Rights, meant to guarantee everyone equal opportunity to pursue private concept of good, have intrinsic value, not reducible to instrumental value for democratic will-formation. 
4. Self-Understanding of Constitutional Democracy
· Private & public autonomy: Self-legislation acquires validity through law. W/out private autonomy of citizens, no means for institutionalizing conditions under which citizens can make use of public autonomy. Thus private & public mutually presuppose each other in way that neither human rights nor popular sovereignty can claim primacy over counterpart. 
· Critique gave rise to social welfare model: if (private) acquisition guarantees social justice, than (public) legal equality must exist.
· Growing inequalities destroy conditions for equal opportunity.
· 2 corrections: on one hand, existing norms of private law must be specified & on other, rights must be introduced that ground claims to more just distribution of socially produced wealth & more protection against socially produced dangers.
· THE dispute between the 2: whether private autonomy can be guaranteed by negative liberties, or whether conditions for private autonomy must be secured though provision of welfare entitlements. In both, internal relation between private & public autonomy drops out of picture.
5. Feminist Political Equality 
· …partially achieved, merely made more obvious ways women are treated unequally. Instead of guaranteeing liberty, overprotection stifles it.
· Citizens must clarify which differences are relevant for equal opportunity.
· Struggle for equal status of women good example of need for change in legal paradigm.
· Dispute between 2 paradigms – whether autonomy of legal persons is better secured through individual liberties for private competition or through publicly guaranteed entitlement -  is suspended by Proceduralist concept of law: where democratic process must secure private & public autonomy at same time: individual rights meant to guarantee to women autonomy in private sphere cannot be unless secured through civic autonomy. 




















HELD: BIO
· 1919, Jersey, Columbia U.
· Advocates methodological pluralism, arguing rights-based theories, utilitarianism, & care ethics are suited to address certain domains. Rights based theories of justice for law; utilitarian for market; ethics in care for family.
· Need to invoke multiple theories in single domain. Justice must be addressed w/respect to family, while in public sphere of market&gov, consider how citizens could be better cared for.
· Ethics of care better than rights-based utilitarian theories.
· Model of child/mother rather than contractual relations between rationally self-interested independents. 
· Contract limits: single paradigm of human as economic man, independent, self-interest, mutually disinterested, primary motive to maximize satisfaction, relation to others contractual.
· We fail to see caretaking roles typically human.
· Contract addresses what makes political coercion legit & puts constraints on pursuit of self-interest. Unstable unless contractors have earlier learned attitudes of trust & moral concern. 
HELD: NONCONTRACTUAL SOCIETY
· Contract & bourgeois concepts of rationality criticized by Marx.
· Before self-sufficient men in state of nature, were mothers.
· Rational choice theorists not intended to deal w/people in love.
· If men uncomfortable referred to as ‘mothering’ this may mirror discomfort mothers feel adapting practices of economic man.
I: Women & Family
· In contract, family imagined outside polis & market.
· Private domain contrasted (Hobbes & Locke) w/ public domain.
· Rousseau: in polity, no man surrender freedom. W/ contract citizens as free as in state of nature because give selves law. W/ in household, men rule women. If women were accorded equality w/men, would bring dissolution of society- If one really believes household w/affection & time for discussion can’t reach decisions by consensus, what hope could there be for larger democratic, participatory, consensual political life. 
· Women closer to nature, governed by biology? But human mothering different; shapes language, culture, social personhood, morality. Does not merely transmit techniques of survival or bring child to follow instinctive tendencies.
· To create new persons as creative as new objects or institutions.
· Human mother no more natural. Dull repetitive tasks, like farming, banking & lab work. But degree of dullness has nothing to do w/ naturalness. Human mothering as different from animal mothering as humans are from animals. 
· Not want society devoted entirely to mothering. But not entirely to better bargains either.
II: Family & Society
· Family is small society. Societies composed of families.
· Individuals assumed motivated primarily by own interests, though recognize contract restraints. Contract in danger of breaking down. Needs people tied together by empathy & trust.
III: Mother/Child Relation
· Affectionate on one hand & emotional & dependent on other.
· 1. Reciprocal obligations: on parents to care for children & children to care for parents when old.
· 2. Non-replaceable: Market makes labor, art, sex & politicians commodity. Political influence is bought. 
· 3. Equal consideration not legal contractual notion of equal rights (like equal legal rights are). 
· 4. We do not fulfill obligations by leaving people alone. Non-interference assumes people can fend for selves. Economic man is false in the case of infants.
· 5. Different view of privacy. Mother subject to demands of others; Child to expectation of others. 
· Concept of self different from self we get if self-sufficient in state of nature. Natural condition seen as one of individuality & privacy & problem is building of society. From mothering view, problem is individuating self, not going from individual to contract.
· 6. Different view of power: superior power of mother over useless, aims to achieve bringing up child, empower, foster growth; different than that of stronger sword or dominant will.
IV: Mothering & Morality
· No one can be mother w/out being sensitive to need of less powerful others; to be this is to be vulnerable. Mother tends to resist harming or sacrificing those for sake of abstract principles or total faith: rather for sake of others. 
· Recognizes limitations of egoism & perfect justice. 
V: Child’s Perspective
· Relation between child-mother as primary social relation may encourage us to remember view of those (children) who can’t rely on powers of arms to uphold their moral claims.
VI: Models for Society
· Society of self-interested won’t w/stand forces of egoism & dissolution pulling such societies apart. 
· But mothering is at heart of human society.
· Domain such as law, if built on no more than contract, can be recognized as one limited domain; law protects some rights when people are too immoral to respect them w/out law.*
· Instead of seeing family as anomalous island in sea of rational contracts composing economic, political & social life, perhaps instead economic man belongs on small island surrounded by social ties of less hostile & unstable kind. 














ALL LECTURE NOTES
Plato Lecture 1
 
Birth of Democracy. 
Ancient Greeks invented “rule of the people” 5th & 4th BC. 2,000 years after, most societies not democratic.  Plato & Aristotle were anti-democratic.
 
The Polis.
Athens was small independent city-state w/participation; 40,000 out of 300,000 (women, children, foreigners, slaves). Equality before law. Assembly of all met around 40 times/y. Council of 500 prepared issues. 500 in courts (At Socrates’ trial 200 jurors).  

Athenian Democracy.
More democratic than today in that all took direct part in main decisions—whereas today’s democracies are indirect or representative. Less democratic in that restricted citizenship to free-born males. Some Greek city-states were tyrannies, some oligarchies (Sparta).  But in all, public & private affairs mingled together. State provided for moral education of citizens.

Plato didn’t value liberty. Thought equality was only valuable if amongst equals. Valued solidarity but thought it was best achieved by a social unity in which no democracy.

Socrates (469-399 B.C).
Socrates wrote nothing. Cross-examined moral & political assumptions. 

Oracle at Delphi called Socrates wisest man. He claimed he wasn’t, so sought out men w/ wisdom, but found no one was. “…I don’t think that I know things I don’t know”.   

Tried for corrupting youth & not believing in city’s gods.

Plato
 
Life of Plato (427-347 B.C).
At 20, joined Socrates. No universities, so obtain education w/ sophists.
 
At end of Peloponnesian War (404 B.C) democracy was overthrown by conservatives, including two of Plato’s relatives, who ruled as Thirty Tyrants for nine months. Democracy back, Socrates (associate of tyrants) tried.  Plato founded Academy after.
 
Overview The Republic.
Justice is conducive to happiness. Philosophers possess knowledge of Forms: best form of state, thus, will be form of “rule by best” rather than “rule by many”. Democracy unjust form of rule.
 
Glaucon & the Conventional Origins of Justice.
Glaucon makes distinction between three kinds of goods:
1)     Goods we desire for own sake (harmless pleasures).  
2)     Goods both for own sake & for consequences (knowing, health).
3)     Goods that are burdensome but ultimately beneficial, so we desire for results (working out).
Socrates says justice fits into category 2): akin to health. Says justice is valuable both for itself & consequences, but (according to Glaucon) most think you should be just only for popularity & reputation, that is, only for its consequences.
According to Glaucon, justice is compromise between natural good of doing injustice & natural evil of suffering injustice. The evil is much worse than the good here, so people agree not to do injustice so that they won’t be victim of it. Best do injustice w/out penalty; worst suffer injustice w/out being able to take revenge. So rules of justice arise from agreements between people, each pursuing own interests. Gyges.
 
Natural for us to try to dominate others; but if all acted this way, all in danger of being exploited, so outlaw it: justice based on convention, social contract. 
 
Glaucon compares two hypothetical people:
1)     just man who is believed to be unjust &
2)     unjust man w/reputation for being just. This is what matters.
  
First Cities, Naturalness of Justice & City & Soul. 
Justice not only in individual soul but city, so focus first on the city (justice in human soul is small & hard to detect). Theory of Forms implies that idea of justice will be same in each case. Parallels of justice in city & in soul.  So important links between individual & society. People can be just only if raised in just society.
 
Society & justice are natural, not conventional. Principle of division of labour crucial to Plato.  
 
First city constitutes original pattern of justice because everyone benefits reciprocally from max division of labour (enables each to focus on what they’re naturally best at). Frowns on pursuit of luxuries. Philosopher-rulers restrict desires for luxury.

Tripartite Concept of City.
Guardians; auxiliaries; producers or economic class. Education ensures auxiliaries remain loyal to rulers & rulers make decisions in common interest. While anti-democratic ruling class, still stresses social unity.
  
City hasWisdom, Courage, Moderation, & Justice. 
Wise because rulers rule intelligently. Courageous because auxiliaries are brave. Moderate because all three classes accept their role. Fourth & final virtue is justice, which is doings one’s own work.  

Tripartite Concept of Soul & Justice in Individual. 
Justice in individual for Plato is “psychic harmony” or mental health.
 
3parts are Desire, Spirit (Emotion) & Reason. Justice ruled by the rational part.
 
Sprit vs Appetite: Uses example of Leontius, who wants to look at corpses but who feels ashamed of this; When he does look his spirited part becomes angry that he has given in to lustful cravings.  
 
Emotional side contains own type of rationality.  For instance, becoming angry may be rational thing to do (someone violated another person).  In support of Plato, “rationality of emotion” is undeniable. Yet this is simply another way of saying emotion is reason’s ally. But reason is distinct from spirit.  Possess spirit from birth, but reason (if at all) later. Could argue that being spirited at start make you rational, or that spirit develops over time.

Justice in Individual. 
Moderation is all three parts agreeing that reason should rule. Justice is concerned w/what is inside him. For Plato justice has to do w/order of one’s soul. Evils affecting human race cannot be overcome until political power & philosophy coincide.  Thus philo-kings.

Sun: 
Many beautiful things are visible but not intelligible, while form of beauty is intelligible but not visible. Capacity to see, but not w/out light. What the good itself is in intelligible realm, the sun is in the visible realm.
 
When soul focuses on what really exists (eternal, unchanging forms), truly understands.  But when it focuses on what comes to be & passes away, it has only opinion. Form of the good is cause of truth.
 
Divided Line: 
Line divided into two sections, corresponding to visible & intelligible worlds. Imagination & belief vs thought & understanding.  Imagination: shadows & reflections of visible things.  Belief apprehends visible objects that cause images. Thought reasons in abstract intelligible hypothesis.  Understanding is fully abstract.  Here one reasons to hypothetical first principle of everything by way of method of Dialectic.  The objects of knowledge here are the Forms.
  
Defective Forms of Gov & Individual
Timocracy is honour & victory-loving: Sparta. Constantly interested in war-making.
 
Oligarchy is ruled by rich.  Value money-making instead of virtue. Rich not best: appetite slaves. 
 
Democracy comes about when poor are victorious. Plato thinks worse than oligarchy. No moderation & endless pursuit of pleasures. Says finest thing it has is freedom but desire for freedom puts democracy in need of dictatorship.  Extreme freedom, thus, leads to extreme slavery.
3 parts of a democratic city: dominant class—class of idlers; 2) well-organized, wealthy; 3) those who work w/ own hands.
 
Champion of the people becomes a tyrant. Stirs up war; hated by all; eliminates the brave, knowledgeable & the rich, leaving inferior majority & his bodyguards.
  
Whereas oligarchic soul dominated by desire for money, tyrannical soul is lustful, crazy person caught in grip of most shameless appetites.  
  
First Argument.
Plato uses theory of Forms to argue 3 degrees of reality: Forms, copies of Forms in visible world & artists copies of copies. Poet thus producer of copies of copies: 2 stages from reality.
  
Second Argument.
 Poetry appeals only to appetites & spirit. It can corrupt even best, since we all like our emotions aroused by artistic creations. But we are better off if we keep rational.

Aristotle Lecture:
 
Background.
Analyzed 158 city-state constitutions. Rejects expansionist rule.
 
Politics.
Concerned w/natural character of polis & household.  Man naturally suited for life in polis.  
  
Ethical commitments: teleology & perfectionism.
 
Everything has nature that explains its development understood in teleological terms: in nature of acorn to develop into oak tree; likewise, nature of man to develop into citizen. 
 
What is good for human beings: ultimate good is happiness (different from pleasurable mental state). Happiness consists in perfection, action in accordance w/virtue. Good is objective.
 
Aristotle Versus Plato.
Aristotle & Plato both think polis’ purpose is provide moral education of citizens. But differ on how to obtain political knowledge & connections between metaphysics & politics.  Politics has own category according to Aristotle. He thought Plato fails to tell us how/why those who know the Good are best to rule. For Aristotle ethics & politics are practical rather than theoretical. We should do poli sci from factual ground up, rather than from abstract theoretical top down.
 
Relation of his political theory to his ethical theory.
 Politics is concerned w/virtuous actions & happiness of citizens. Aims to provide knowledge of how to preserve states & reform them. Both backward- & forward-looking.  Tells us what should happen & how we should go about ensuring that it does.
           
He thinks single good, whereas we tend to be pluralists about good life, thinking range of good.
 
What is the city-state?
City-state/polis is community & plurality of parts that have something in common. Households are material parts. State has unwritten constitution; citizens’ way of life. Must be ruler; otherwise no order; type determined by constitution.
 
Goal of city-state is good life/happiness. Aristotle wants to find out best form of constitution.

Man is By Nature a Political Animal
Constituent parts of polis: male & female, master & slave, household & self-sufficient community. 
State is prior to the individual because the whole is prior to the part: individuals aren’t self-sufficient.
First person to construct state deserves credit for creating legal system that makes citizens virtuous.
Types of Rule
Rule of king different than statesman, husband or slave-master. 
Free when you have value/exist for own sake. Rule over such people is free rule: aims to promote interests. Rule of a master in his own interests rather than ruled person’s interests. Of course, Aristotle thinks this second type of rule acceptable where ruled are inferior.
Aristotle on Slavery
Household three features: slavery, women & acquisition of wealth. Household where non-citizens (slaves, women & children) spend lives. Male head of household represents it in polis.
Household partly concerned w/property-acquisition: man needs tools to live. Slave is living tool. But is slavery natural? (Important for Aristotle, since he takes what’s natural to be good, so if slavery is natural then legit.) Some human function is the use of their bodies. Slave is inferior type of human who participates in reason by recognizing it, even though he doesn’t possess it; can obey reason but can’t deliberate. Slave is part of master.Rule over naturally free men different from rule over natural slaves, because rule of statesman is rule over free & equal persons. 
Unlike slaves, rule of women in interests of her. Women’s inferiority natural because their deliberative faculty is present but ineffective (no evidence). 

Children have rationale but undeveloped, ruled for their own good.
 
Family is school of justice, thus, important form of community.
  
Aristotle on Acquisition, Natural & Unnatural
For Aristotle, economics means household management because household wealth can affect values of polis.
Some goods necessary to household; are part of natural property-acquisition & constitute wealth in true sense. But limit to usable wealth: once you’ve acquired as much as you can use, no value in continuing. 

Distinction between use-value/exchange-value. Every property has double-use, proper and not (money).
 
Acquisition connected to trade & gaining from others is unnatural & bad. Charging interest is contrary to nature. 

Against  material wealth? No, realizes some material wealth  necessary to live the good life. But only need limited amount of goods to live good life, so don’t pursue wealth-acquisition as an end in itself.

But shouldn’t Aristotle support $interest if conducive to satisfaction of material needs? Objects: distorts  motives & leads to pursuit money for own sake. 
Citizenship & Constitutions
Constitution is organization of state’s inhabitants. 

Constitution determines first, end it aims at realizing, second, who will be sovereign & third, distribution of offices. 
 
A citizen is someone entitled to participate in office, deliberative or judicial. 
3 elements in constitution: the deliberative, the offices & the judicial. Deliberative deals w/war & peace (foreign policy), legislation, penalties (death, exile & confiscation of goods) & choosing of public officials. Notice Aristotle’s view different from modern distinction between legislative, judicial & executive functions. His deliberative part involves all three functions.
Correct: Monarchy, Aristocracy, Polity (vs Tyranny, Oligarchy, Democracy) 
Oligarchy rule by wealthy, democracy rule by poor. Polity rule by middle class in common interest, a mixed constitution; combo of democracy & oligarchy, of wealth & individual freedom. 

In a democracy, you are entitled to citizenship if you are free-born, & as we have seen, the goal of 
Notice Aristotle identifies democracy that disallows poor from gaining any greater advantages than rich. 
Justice requires equals treated equally & unequals unequally.
Are Aristotle’s different accounts of polity compatible? (Rule by masses in common interest; combo of oligarchy & democracy and; rule by middle class).
-Combo of oligarchy & democracy, then both minority rule & majority rule. Impossible. 
  
Aristotle on Political Instability 
What is stasis? It’s a type of political conflict, distinguishable from competition for office & from war. Can have stasis w/out constitutional change. Ie when group attempts to control polis w/out changing principle determining who should rule. Yet stasis (faction) usually causes constitutional change. 
Why avoid either constitutional change or stasis? Disorder makes the good life impossible.
Democrats say everyone equal in being born free should be equal in everything; oligarchs say unequal in wealth should unequal in everything. Conflict over this question is cause of faction.
 Two other causes of constitutional change are profit & honour (wealth or political power).
Also ill treatment, fear, disapproving attitudes.  
Causes of change specific to different types of constitution
Aristotle thinks in democracies, most potent cause of revolution is popular leaders: they prosecute wealthy, or incite mass against wealthy.
 
In aristocracies, only few in power: leads to faction. Constitution overthrown when failure to secure proper mixture of democracy & oligarchy.

How to prevent constutional change & faction (stasis)
Why does Aristotle suggest preserving all types of constitution, including nasty ones? Ie Tyranny should resemble monarchy, where one person rules in common interest. Ensure that those who wish constitution be maintained is greater number than who do not; prudence demands legislators aim to ensure strongest element supports constitution. 

Also importance of principle of the middle way. So moderation is crucial for political stability. Simple way to ensure loyalty is treat citizens well. 
 
Most important means for protecting constitution is education. So, democracy (paradoxically) should not emphasize own ideal of letting everyone do what they want; will foster unlawfulness. Aristotle notes two defining marks of democracy: (1) sovereignty of majority & (2) liberty; doing what one wants. So democrats should be moderate, toning down on lawless democratic extremism. Ditto for oligarchs, who should not emphasize pursuit of luxury in educating children; will make them soft.
   
Best Constitution 
Polis should morally improve citizens. Law ought to be sovereign. Rule of law over rule of men. 
In Aristotle’s ideal state, property is owned privately but used in common. The slaves do farming.

2 types of ideal state: monarchy & aristocracy. 
Best should rule because they deserve to; best consequences for everyone.
Necessary conditions for living good life: education, wealth & free time. Since possessed only by few, rule by them. King would have to be god among men for monarch to be better. Since unlikely all must share alike in business of ruling & being ruled by turns.
Ideal Aristocracy
Ideal form of rule is aristocracy under law for equals. Entire citizen body can be virtuous & they rule in common interest. Ideal state will not pursue unlimited wealth or dominate other states: anti-domination. Ideal population size for polis is large enough to provide citizens w/necessities but small enough to be governed well.
 
Aristotle does not think ideal peace between city-states. Have land w/enough resources to be self-sufficient, & be hard to attack. Citizens should not engage in farming because it leaves no free time for developing intellectual & cultural virtues. And should not engage in commercial activity, since corrupting & thus conducive to vice rather than virtue.
 
Citizens can fight, deliberate & hold religion. 
 
Education is a public matter.
 
3 things make men: good nature, habit & reason. 
If not of right nature (if not Greek) won’t benefit from education. And virtuous action depends on development of habits; only later can men act virtuously for right reasons.
 
Children not be exposed to corrupting music/stories. Adults too should not be free to do wrong.

Machiavelli Lecture 1 
Machiavelli uses defines state: institutional framework claiming monopoly of legit violence.
 
Florence controlled Medici banker family. Power struggle between grandsons. Political opponents, Pazzi family attempted assassination - one escaped - & opponents were killed.
 
Iinvasion of Italy by French; Medici’s chased out & Florence became republic, which Mac worked for.
 
1512, jobless when Republic fell (to Spain) & Medici returned. Machiavelli accused of failed conspiracy against new regime & tortured. Released but had to stay in Florence. Began writing career. 

Ancient political thought revolved around polis, while medieval dominated by relationship between Church & State. But modern focuses on state in its relation to members & its dealings w/states. 

Cicero's On Duties
Before discussing Machiavelli, look at ideas of Cicero (106-43 BC) nobleman & lawyer who became most important politician in Rome. In On Duties, Cicero claimed highest good is attainment of glory, enhancement of personal honour. Machiavelli agrees. But disagreements.
 
Cicero describes virtuous man w/4 virtues: wisdom, justice, courage & temperance. But also mentions further virtues known as princely virtues: honesty, fairness, mercy, liberality, generosity, morality.
   
Introducing The Prince
Rulers must be willing to do evil to achieve good. Importance lies in his questioning that good ruler must conform to virtues required to be good man. Successful politicians don’t embody traditional virtues.
 
On word "virtu"
Aka prowess; what princes should display in actions. Can involve deception, cruelty, skill, strength. Not translated as virtue. Virtu must lie, cheat, steal & murder, as circumstances demand. (Good) end justifies the means thus often act contrary to received views about morality. May even say virtues are self-defeating: one cannot achieve good by using them in situations where others are willing to violate them.
 
Men are wicked but laws can make people good by forcing them to change. Only prince is virtuoso.
Discourses  
Following Aristotle, Machiavelli recognized good & bad forms of rule by one, few & many; just as founder of republic or kingdom deserve praise, so founder of tyranny should be held in contempt. To achieve stability include several elements in constitution: all forms of gov bad: good ones do not last, bad ones are evil. Those who construct constitutions wisely avoid each one of these types of constitution in pure form, constructing one w/elements of each. Present in city monarch, aristocracy & democracy.
 
To achieve worldly glory, rule over corrupt, not in order to destroy it completely but re-establish it.

2 arguments about civic greatness. 1. Goal cannot be achieved wo/free way of life. 2. Civic freedom only sustained under republic. Opposite happens w/prince; what he does in own interests harms city & what’s done in city interest harms him. To enjoy civic glory & greatness, live under republic. Machiavelli favors mixed gov where no one class rules community. Power is shared & men governed by laws. 
 
Republics are superior to kingdoms because masses are wiser & more loyal than any monarch. 
  
When people rule, quickly increase their territory.
    
Mass is cruel to those it fears will endanger common good, but monarch is cruel to those he fears will endanger his own interests. Only in republic is common good promoted. Machiavelli prefers poor to rich because greater lovers of liberty.
 
2 viewpoints in republic: that of populace & that of elite. All laws made to foster liberty result from tensions between them.
 
But conflict between states is a certainty. To achieve stability, state must be more powerful; use laws, education, customs & religion to redirect people’s selfish desires toward common good.

Hobbes - Human Nature
 Is Hobbes consistent in how he portrays humanity?
 
How does Hobbes understand sense, memory & imagination?
 
 How does Hobbes understand voluntary motion & will
 
Notice desire & aversion are passions in everyone. We are either motivated toward or away from things or are indifferent & neither love nor hate particular things. To Hobbes, things we love move us, give us a buzz; good & evil are subjectively attached to things we desire/hate.
 
Among passions are passions associated w/positive view of human nature: BENEVOLENCE, GOOD WILL, CHARITY, GOOD NATURE. Hobbes says power of man is his present means to obtain some future apparent good. Everyone is inclined to power. Selfish people will desire power to achieve what they take to be their apparent future good. Yet, even altruists need power in order to achieve ends.
1. What is the ‘right of nature’ for Hobbes?
2. Are there any limits to that right?
3. Do people have to respect rights of others? 
 
The Laws of Nature
God gave legislation to people in 2 ways; way of revelation (Bible) aka Divine Positive Law.  But what of those who did not receive revelation? Morality available through reason. Reason is what god commands.  

 Contracts are:
-means whereby people extricate selves from danger of state of nature.
-procedure by means of which obligations arise to others.
-lead to principal understanding of justice
  
Obligation
We are not born into obligation; there no natural aristocracy which merits obligation. If obliged to others, we’ve somehow agreed.
Additional treatment of obligation (natural opposed to artificial) in relation between God & humankind.
 
Justice
Contracts lead to justice:
 If Tiger got what he contracted to get (way too much $) can be no complaint about justice. Your just desserts are those you manage to negotiate. Value of all things contracted for is measured by appetite of the contractors. God gives us reason, thus used successfully, just.

Hobbes-Freedom
Voluntary motion of humans is motion which involves imagination. Endeavour is interior beginning of motion w/in us, but no motion is self-caused & so, to endeavour is to be moved by something. Since imagination is itself motion caused by other motions outside body, humans have no free will.
 
John Locke: State of Nature
Hobbes’s solution is Locke’s problem. Concern is tyranny & solution is limit gov according to community view. Against Filmer’s position who argued political authority came by direct gift from God. 

Second Treatise, ch. 5
Unlike Hobbes, property rules & rights are present in state of nature. When govs created, duty to protect & regulate. Gov neither create property rights nor are entitled to deprive those rights arbitrarily.
  
Paternal/Parental vs Political Power
Filmer explained political authority through model of paternal authority of family. Politics was like family & patriarch ruled unchallenged. Locke wants to undermine this. If so, no basis for removing tyrant. Hence Locke’s importance to clarif distinction between paternal & political power. 

2 stage process to formation of political institutions lacking in Hobbes’s formulation. gov is fiduciary trust & if trust is abused by ruler, can be reassigned. In effect, establish principle of popular accountability which Hobbes thought would make political life impossible.
 
Rousseau - Discourse on Origin of Inequality
Rousseau’s state of nature more primitive than Hobbes or Locke. His social contract is more insincere ploy on part of the rich to consolidate their illegitimate superiority over the weak.

Perfectibility leads to a kind of slavery to an inauthentic self, living in accordance w/norms established by others & needing things which it does not need. 
 
J. S. Mill On Liberty
Mill specifically criticizes contract theory as way of grounding our obligations to society. Also, Mill begins w/very assumption that Locke & Rousseau sought to achieve: assumption that govs had become accountable & responsive to will of the majority.
For Mill this created new problem– the tyranny of the majority.
Freedom threatened, Mill thought, because of pressure to conform. 
 Reasons for Individual Liberty, Pursued 
Utility for J. S. Mill cannot mean numbers game. If it did, majority would always win & individual liberty to challenge majority would lose.
 
1. pleasures should be qualitatively distinguished.
2. ability to do wout happiness gives best prospect of realizing such happiness is attainable.
3. people can be distinguished by kinds of pleasures they pursue; some ways of living are objectively better: It is better to be a human being dissatisfied than a pig satisfied.
Utility understood in largest sense, grounded on permanent interests of man as progressive being.
 
So permanent interests of man as progressive being: based on truth promotion/progress and; on ideal model of human existence: the autonomous individual.















