Lecture 3 – September 16 
Reading for next lecture: 34-48 

Josh Nash vs. Adam Smith 
-Smith: Individual ambition serves the common good 
	-Act in self interest = best outcome for everyone (individual ambition serves the common good)
-Nash: The best results comes from everyone doing what’s best for himself…and the group 
	-Takes into account what everyone else is likely to do and this will help you get what you want
-What Hobbes talks about – if people imagine what everyone else’s strategy is going to be and ultimately follow the laws of Nature and not attach preemptively then we can live in harmony (need the state)

Sample Multiple Choice: Which is NOT a feature of Hobbes’s human beings? 
-Predominantly self-interested 
-Concerned about reputation 
-Seek to avoid their own death 
-Are fundamentally unequal 
-Seek power 

The State of Nature

Hobbes: Recap 
-Need the state to avoid a war of all against all 
-If we do not have a state that we must abide by law or fear punishment then we will find ourselves in a state of war 
-Road to war: equality, scarcity and uncertainty 
-Everyone is unmotivated to be productive because if you have goods then someone is more likely to kill you 
-Attack for gain, safety and reputation 
-We are not inherently violent but if we want our safety that it is natural to attack but if we all have that mindset then we find ourselves in war 
-Natural right of liberty 
	-Right to everything including someone else’s body 
-Laws of nature (the big three) – rules of reason
-Seek peace: be willing to use all the advantages of war if others are not seeking peace (don’t be a fool) 
-Be willing to lay down your natural liberty (as long as everyone else is)
-Keep you covenants  (requires trust) 
-Individual and collective rationality 
	-Individual: do what’s in your own interest and everyone ends up in a state of war 
-Collective: what works for the individual and the group and here we can find peace but Hobbes only believes this is possible with the help of the state

Locke (1632-1704)
-Most influential piece of writing about politics in terms of the influence it had on the American Revolution and the effect this had on democracy 

-Locke’s State of Nature:
 	-A state of peace – life without the state would be peaceful 
-Equality – fundamental idea but different interpretation from Hobbes 
-There is no natural subordination (no one was appointed by G-d) 
-Right to life, liberty and property 
	-Law of Nature 
-One fundamental law: everyone should be preserved as much as may be
	-Do not harm other people (in their persons or possessions) 
	-Act positively and help others survive 
	
	-Natural Liberty
		-Liberty is not license 
-Free to do only what we have a right to do (don’t have a right to kill another – G-d didn’t put us here to do that) 
-Moralized conception of liberty 

-Enforcing the Law of Nature 
-Not in vain, so need enforcer  
-Executive power of law of nature – everyone has the power to enforce the “rules” 
-EPLN includes the right to punish 

-Scarcity or Abundance?
	-Hobbes: natural scarcity and conflict 
-No one has incentive to be productive because someone can kill you for your goods because goods are scarce 
	-Locke: natural abundance of land
		-No scarcity based conflicted 
	-Locke: cultivate your own land 
-problem is the invention of money because crops go bad but money doesn’t and this causes the issue 

Why We Need a State: “Inconveniences” 
-Problem: administration of justice
-Conflict about the law of nature 
-What should be the punishment for a crime – need to be impartially administered in order for success 
-Some lack power to enforce law of nature
	-Need impartial, efficient enforcer of the law of nature (need the state) 
	-Make a deal with the state that they will protect our rights and we will obey 
-Locke believes the state will ultimately descend into a state of war 

Locke vs. Hobbes
-Equality 
· Hobbes: Equality to rights (even to a persons body) 
· Locke: Equality in life, liberty and property
-Law of Nature
· Hobbes: 
· Locke: everyone should be preserved as much as possible 
-Natural Liberty 
· Hobbes: freedom to do whatever we please in the name of preservation 
· Locke: Free to do only what we have a right to do

Rousseau (1712-1778)
-View on human nature
	-Desire for self-preservation 
		-Every human (savage) in the state of nature has a desire for self-preservation (not ego)
	-Pity or compassion for the suffering of others 
		-Makes conflict much less likely 

-“Social Man” and Natural Savage 
-Hobbes and Locke describe civilized man in their theories but Rousseau thought people in the state of nature had a different mentality 
	-Civilization has corrupted us 
		-Savages have not yet been corrupted by society 
	
-Savage is unaware of morality 
	-Unaware of rights but they have the an innate urge to help the suffering 
	-Do not even have an idea of a “self” 

-Self-Preservation vs. Compassion 
-Scarcity creates a problem and self-preservation trumps pity which makes war inevitable 

-The Natural Savage 
	-Solitary, no language, fears only pain and hunger
	-Few desires (food, sex and sleep) 
	-No competition or concern how others perceive you (reputation) 

-How Change Happens in the State of Nature 
	-(1) Free will and (2) the capacity for self-improvement 
	-Scarcity leads to innovation: tool making 
	-Cooperation 
	-Leisure, luxury goods, corrupted needs 

-Further Developments in the State of Nature 
	-Language and comparison of talents 
	-Agriculture, metallurgy, property, rules of justice and inequality 
	-Leads to the state of war 
	-The rich devise a brilliant plan 
		-Create the state which has rule of justice and property 
-These rules apply to everyone equally but they benefit the rich disproportionally – they have the property to be protected 
-Rich employ the services of the poor 

[bookmark: _GoBack]-Anatole France (1844-1924)
“The law, in its majestic equality, forbids both rich and poor alike from sleeping under bridges, begging in the streets and stealing bed” 
	




