
Garrett Hardin - “The Tragedy of the Commons”

· reason is insufficient when critical action is needed
· the 18th century commons (public lands) were de-grazed because it was in the personal interest of every herdsman to maximize his grain
· resources are limited – state of nature is constant conflict
· the commons = any public shared resource
· the “remorseless” logic of the commons then locks in. each social actor is required by the law of self-interest to increasingly deplete the commons
· so basically, if everyone acts purely in their own self interest, resources will not last
· consequently, exhausting resources and polluting is built into the game of survival, because nature is naturally self-interested
· morality is “system sensitive”, meaning that reckless polluting does not harm the public when there is no public (commons is empty), it is unbearable in the city
· ex, when there aren’t a lot of people it doesn’t matter if you recklessly pollute
· overpopulation accelerates the Tragedy by committing us to a race to the bottom of the supply of resources because more consumers means less supplies
· conscience/guilt as naïve and unfair
· self restricting measures are doomed to fail
· an individual asked to volunteer will be fighting the innate compulsion to preserve his own interests
· voluntary measure will always lose out in the extreme situations of survival
· given the measures are voluntary, those that don’t participate stand to gain even more. thus rewarding the selfish and punishing the generous. this incentive system creates the opposite results of what we would like – escalates inequality
· charity only works in happy rich times when we have the means to be charitable
· the average person ends up paying more (ex. paying for green electricity) while the big companies don’t have any caps on the environmental damage they can make – if change is to happen, it must happen from the top down, and in the form of a law that will apply to everyone, especially large companies
· it’s only fair if everyone has to do it, if everyone has to drive green vehicles and not consume oil, etc. 
· similar to Hobbes in that he believes humans are naturally self interested
· solution = regulation
· for many issues of justice we do not make these actions purely ethical or voluntary considerations. we make the actions illegal. we make the regulation exterior, not interior. it is illegal to rob a back (a kind of commons); illegal to cheat on taxes, etc.
· overpopulation (another serious infringement of the commons) needs coercive governing
· we can think of a morality, but unless we codify this morality with legislation it creates inequality, unhappiness, and is irrational
· Hardin is not advocating for individual, but collective choices 
· pledging some of our freedom to a mutual governing authority
EXAM: Thursday, April 16th, from 2-5 pm in Montpetit Gym sections A & B

Format:

· open book + any paper notes
· 24 multiple choice (1/2 a mark each) from exam 3 onward (Nietzsche, Sartre, Hobbes, Hardin)
· 4 short answer from exam 3 onward (1 question each on Nietzsche, Sartre, Hobbes, and Hardin)
· 2 one-page essays, choice of three questions on the whole course
· existentialism, feminism, virtue ethics, Hobbes/Hardin relation
· boil down each philosopher to a couple of systematic ideas (titles of the chapters give hints to this)

