Lecture 2
May 11, 2015

-Exam due on May 27th

Hagel

Responsible citizens (staatsburger)—sharing in and promoting public good constitutes mark of civilized people and good citizens. 

Hagel voiced complaints against French Revolution, argued that it polarized European discource, but forced a false poitical choice on citizens. Citizens were confronted with choice of absolute tyranny on one hand, and absolute freedom.

Uses metaphor of Machine State to describe French— state dominates politics and social discourse and both these types of states of inappropriate. 

Hagel presents himself as the voice of moderation between the two extremes. Feudal society provided sense of security and everyone knew where they belonged but that society is now largely gone…the problem for rural people is that its created significant socioeconomic problems and agriculture workers became dependent on ability of economic system to absorb them as free labour. 

Hagel concludes in comparison to the contential countries, England proved politically backwards for providing for its rural workforce. However, was impressed with how England gave citizens freedom by adjusting the flames of positive law. 

However, this constitutional balancing shifted dramatically and politics was moving in favor of the new merchant/property owners ruling elite class—still leaving out the agricultural workers who did not own property. 

Property class does not give a shit about agricultural labourers, they just want to use them for their money. Hagel concerned if these grievances not addressed, it would turn into a political revolution. So its responsibility of state to ensure the material rights of ALL citizens.  Continental stats did a better job at this (through legislation and establishing educated public service) 

Associated this type of state sponsored intervention (polizie, police) and did not want to restrict the states responsibility to just material things—welfare and physical needs represent police functions of state.  

States that take care of only material functions has not reached its final state… to enable people to realize themselves fully as humans the states have to help citizens to form themselves into ethical communities. Social justice in modern market societies occasionally requires the state to level the playing field even it means curtailing the free market

Modern Poltical Regine:

Lasisses faire regime of liberal poltical economy:

Interventionist of qualified liberalism: 

Political regime of  French Revoluionary 

Ethical Poltical Regime of sikklecaut 

First, second and fourth regimes are proper developments. However, third does not and represents failed state.  Ethical political regime mature staged state. 

Hegel said organized religion is not what it should be…Christianity has lost its message and true meaning. As citizens we have responsibility to community and others (as Jesus said) 

Aim of philosophy is to awaken what is good in them – their geist, sprit. When this is externalized becomes sikklecaut. Subjective individuals realize themselves as ethical humans by participating in external world. People must think themselves as communal being with spiritual natures and not as isolated existential beings.  Religion is important to facilate this communal sprit.

Wanted religions to be shared by all people—folk religion. 

The idea of sikklecaut, becomes an ideal that urges us to take responsibility for its own future—this is done through agency of political association. If not, then spirit will not triumph over nature. Attributes corrosion of sikklecaut with peoples interest in the private and personal lives. 

Hagel wanted to re-politizise the bourgoisue (persuade them to develop the political part of their nature) To do this Hagel idealizes the notion of citizenship as ideals which they ought to inspire. Individuals withdraw from their duties of citizens. 

Hagel does not blame the bourgerosi for being bourgeo…the are as they are because the organize of civil society encourages them to put their individual lives ahead of the public good—created de-poltiized individuals. 

For Hagel membership is a poltical association makes each individual responsible for the whole and not just PART of the whole. 

When talking about the state and history , the historical process is rational –whatever happens, happens for a reason. Hagel does not want to construct an ideal state, but wants to rehabilitate existing state to show its rational. This rehab is addressed had two opponents:

1. Only through the state that individual gains true rationality. Morality can be actualized only be being incarnated by institutions. 

In the state that we learn to be human and find our duty--and state relflection of universal reality.

The states action with the individual is recipopirical.  Provides individual with liberty and satisfaction. A individuals morality has infinite value independent of the state, even though its gained though the state. In the state the individual goes beyond their mere existence (subjective mind) its through the state the person universalizes their wished—only through the state individual take their place in the world.  

2. People who reject state all together (utopians) 

-Function of philosophy is not how the state ought to be, but how the state ought to be understand.  Philosophy bring positive truth in which reality is already informed. What appears irrational in the state itself, works unconsciously for the triumph of the rational. In the long run bad leads to good, confusion leads to revelation. 

The Cunning of Reason

-Demonstrates rationality of history. Argues that moral individuals pursuing interests are unconsciously instruments of a plan that transcends them and often directly contradicts their efforts. The state is born of conflict and its term “the theater and origin” of numerous potential conflict. According to Hagel, human kind does not raise itself in isolation, but through the need for recognition of others. Therfore, man exists for himself, conscious of himself or his own freedom only to the extent to which he is recognized to extent to which he is able to negate his natural being for the sake of recognition—risking his life for prestige. Man emerges from fight of recognition as master or slaves—arrives prior to state.

· For both Hagel and Hobbes, the state emerges from violence. 

Two Fundemental Passions:

1. Vanity  (Deisire for recongiton)
2.  Fear of violent death 

The master forces slave to work for them, and the masters life is idoled—life summed up in desire for prestige through war.  Master does not work, is not in direct contact with things. However, slave who is in contact with things, trasnformes themselves through works—through the slaves works that society is created. World of thought, art, and religion attributed to slaves. 

What the slave does in working is denies his own satisfaction and becomes productive. 

However, both slave and master are not satisfied because neither has gained recognition they hoped for-- the conflict continues until the conflict is resolved. It is up to the state to solve that conflict. 


Hagels Subjective Liberty: Individual consciousness and wills, pursuing own goals

Objective Liberty:  General will of population 

The state is the union between these two conflicted liberties. Individuals have duties to the state in proportion to the rights against it. 

This reciprocation allows the state for form a serene totality—is only possible in the modern state. Rights of subjective liberty are reconciled with the need for collective life (objective liberty) This requires an organized states.  

The Greeks never understood subjective liberty—for Hegel this is the major difference between ancient and modern times. Greeks lived for their country w/o further reflection…no place for satisfaction of particular needs. 

The Romans had the opposite, putting more emphasis on subjective liberty. The only bound that held them together was their self will.

French Revolution was a good achievement because it was the advent of the principle of subjective consciousness, principle of liberty, equality and rights of man and citizen…but these principles which in themselves belong to the very essence of modern state are conceived in abstract and individualistic fashion…which leads to destruction. 

So long as people are not organized by the state they are a collection of separate people. People cannot will collective interests unless they are part of state. Hagel wants a sytenthis of liberation and respect, of passion and morality, of revolutionary principles and a necessity of the poltical order.  

Union of principles of polis (unity of society, citizens mutual confidence and attachment to the whole) and principles of liberal society (Diversity and differentiation, satisfaction of individual needs, realization of universal by individual free wil) BOTH important to good state. 
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