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Why is the study of people’s rights important
January 13th, 2016
1. The doctrine of right protects individual persons against their government
2. It coordinated a peaceful like in the plural societies
3. It is the rights of persons who are bound up with the respect for the individual rights of their fellow citizens.
A moral Definition
· Morally approved actions = righteousness
· The UN Charter”
· … to reaffirm faith in fundamental human rights, in the dignity and worth of the human person, in the equal rights of men and women and of nations large and small. 
· Universal Declaration of Human Rights:
· Recognition of the inherent dignity and of the equal and inalienable rights of all members of the human family is the foundation of freedom, justice and peace in the world…
· A cosmopolitan scope
· Freedom from suffering
· Association with Justice and peace.
A Legal Definition
· Legal entitlement that people expect from the government 
· The rule o flaw and equality against law
· Association with the social rights
· The achieved social status.
· To be treated equally, in fairness, and without discrimination
· Requires politics of universalism
· Respect for common and sharable values that are practiced in the public sphere.
· It is equated with secularism
Political Meaning
· “Every citizens of Canada has the right to vote in an election of members of the House of Commons of of a legislative assembly and to be qualified for membership therein”.
· Democratic rights
· Right to criticize the government 
· Right to holed public offices
· Right to assemble 
· Right to have your social group and party…
Economic Rights
· Right to freely pursue economic interests. This is the central theme of economic liberalism. 
· It is needed to address the needs
· Is there a limitation to the economic rights?
· Think about capitalism:
· Morally responsible capitalism
· Social capitalism
· Unbridled capitalism: neo-liberalism.
· Mixed economies
· 1966 International Covenant on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights
It is a contested term
· Different interpretations:
· What is the meaning of dignity
· Equality or equity?
· Negative and positive rights
· Association with justice:
· Just peaceful scheme for all
· Indivisibility of the rights
· National – international interplay
· Marxists also believe in the doctrine of rights
· What about the communitarians?
The Meaning of Liberty 
January 15th, 2016
The Conception of Liberty
1. Being free from despotic government, from arbitrary control
2. Freedom from constraints, interference in the personal business. 
3. Freedom from enforcement and/or captivity
4. Conclusion:
a. Freed choice
b. Freedom to do as you like
c. A condition for enjoyment of freedom; the experience of freedom
Liberty is a Modern Notion
· Liberty inspires liberation/emancipation. For this reason,
· It is essentially a modern notion
· Intellectual development of mankind. Consciousness of being free.
· Social confirmation of the modern human beings 
· Moving from potentiality to actuality of freedom
· Development of people’s understanding of their freedom, understanding the human suffering must be ended.
· Practical measures must also be provided to improve people’s condition of life.
	Freedom 
	Liberty

	The state of being free (potentially)
	The condition of free man
The actualized freedom 

	It is the principle of human nature
	It involves socio-political requirement
Capability to be and to do

	Ability to express oneself
	Practical; exercise of freedom in the social life


Government oversees freedom by granting liberty to people
· Government does everything necessary to protect the freedom of people and their fundamental right to enjoy this freedom. 
Freedom? Liberty? Or Both?
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Did Liberty Exist in the Ancient Times?
· Two points
· The Liberty of the Ancients was participatory: a republican kind of liberty
· Having the right to deliberate on politics
· Right to vote in the public assembly
· The liberty of the moderns is based on the possession of civil liberties 
· The rule of law
· Freedom from excessive state interference
· Representative democracy
· Deliberating and voting in the parliament on behalf of citizens.
What kind of Liberty did the ancient respect?
· Liberty in Sparta
· Monastic aristocracy/obligarchy did not believe in liberty. 
· The role of the phora/magistrates
· Therpandrus could not add a string to his lyre without causing offence to the ephors. 
· Liberty in Athens 
· Mob rule over traditional restraints on power.
· Everyone can share in government and that no one is excluded from office by any reason. 
· There was no liberty in Sparta. Liberty in Athens was also questionable.
· Plato and Aristotle criticized this kind of liberty. 
Liberty in the Pre-Modern Time is Nonsense
· Pre-modern time was the age of enchantment.
· They mystical role of magicians and witches
· Mysterious religions 
· The absence of liberty.
· A cosmic view of life
· Peoples as the subjects of the natural order
· Identity is not defined based on individuality
· There was no sense of being autonomous
· Liberty is instrumental for preservation of the higher order.
Charles Taylor, Sources of the Self:Making of Modern Identity
Modern Man in Modern Time
· Jouissance: enjoyment of independence
The principle of rational autonomy
	Categorical reason
		Individuality
· Therpandrus couldn’t add a string to his lyre without causing offense to the ephors.
Individual Sovereignty in the Ancient Times
· Men were nothing but machines whose gears and cog-wheels were regulated by  law (law does not connote its today’s meaning), 
· Individual was, in a way, lost in nation, citizen lost in the city. 
Cosmic sovereignty  Collective Sovereignty  Individual sovereignty
Liberty Understood Today Compared with the Liberty Understood From Athens Model
1. The bigger a country is, the smaller is the political importance allotted to each individual.
2. The abolition of slavery has deprived the free population of all the leisure they used to have when slaves did most of the work.
3. Commerce doesn’t leave intervals of inactivity in men’s lives, as war does. 
4. Commerce inspires in men an intense love of individual independence.
5. It supplies their needs satisfies their desires, without any intervention from the authorities. 
Liberty: Pre-Modern and Modern 
	Individualism: Freedom of individuals
	Collectivism: Person is part of the whole life

	the right to be subjected only to the laws
	Discuss and make decisions about war and peace

	The right of each person to express her/his opinion
	Vote on new laws / pronounce judgments

	The right to come and go without permission
	Form alliances with foreign governments

	The right of each person to associate with other individuals
	Examine the accounts, acts, and stewardship of the magistrates

	Each person’s right to have some influence on the administration of the government 
	Call the magistrates to appear in front of the assembled people

	Our liberty has to consist of the peaceful enjoyment of private independence
	Accuse the magistrate and then condemn or acquit them 



Modern Conception of Liberty 
· Voting in the ancient time does mean liberty since personality is lost in the crowd:
· Action for pride, glory
· The role of symbols, charismatic faces,  populism…
· In the modern time autonomy is the first priority
· Rene Descartes: Cogito ergo sum.
· Individual autonomy precedes political freedom
· The “I” person enjoys his/her liberty
· The enjoyment of individual independence 
· Rational autonomy
· The life is directed by the rational being
Ancient Time 
· Society had complete authority over its members
· Privileged people:
· Trusted 
· Well supplies with clients
· Possessed of glorious reputation
· Noble classes
Modern Age
· Individuals should have authority over their society
· Equality against law
· Everyone is trusted
· No clientalism, except in its modern political party systems
· Reputation based on honesty and obedience
· Equity. 
In today’s world no one has the right to fear…
· The citizen from his country
· The owner from his possessions
· The merchant from his trade
· The husband from his wife
· The father from his children
· The writer from his studious meditations
· The old man from his accustomed way of life
· The student from his right to education 
· The individual person from their right to express themselves
· The citizens from their right to participation and offices
· The nation from its right to development 
Individual Liberty is the Basis of Political Liberty
· We moderns deny
· Prejudices to frighten men
· Egoism to corrupt them
· Frivolity to make them stupid 
· Gross pleasure to degrade them
· Despotism to direct them; to suppress them
· Constructive knowledge makes the despotism more efficient 
Political Liberty with Civil Liberties
· No arbitrary supremacy over individuals
· Enjoying the eternal right to assent to the laws
· Deliberation on individual interest
· Contribute to the cohesion of the social body of which we are members
· Government is responsible for the progress of civilization
· More respect for individuals/nationals (and foreigners)
· Having affection since it creates its own enlightenment
· Individual liberty is the criterion of the legitimacy of the political power. 
Commerce Matters
· Commerce challenges the sovereignty of the state
· Circularity of the ownership prevents it from being captured.
· Commerce creates an invisible and invincible power against the sovereignty of the state
· Commerce and wealth resist against the power of the state
· For this reason;
· People’s life is not firmly bound to the politics
· Nations have come closer to each others
· Political elites are replaced by managers and economists
· Political power is subordinated to economic calculation
We should not disregard the problems
· The pursue of happiness (based on liberty) must not be subordinated to political power
· The growth of nations depends on civil and political freedoms
· We must 
· Choose with discernment 
· Resist with energy
· Embarrass tricksters
· Bravely confront threats
· Nobly withstand seduction
Liberty is associated with moral responsibility, self-legislations, commitment to freedom of others.


Thomas Hobbes’s Philosophy of Human Nature
January 20, 2016
· The natural law philosopher (1588-1679)
· Turned into scientific outlook
· Followed Thucydides’ Peloponnesian War
· Have authored 50 books, 
· Elements of Law, Natural, and Political 1940
· De Cive, 1647
His Ideas
· Attention to the real problems of his time:
· Dispute between the church and the state
· Quarrel between the king and the parliament 
· Oppression and freedom
· Anarchy and unity
· How to bring social order back to the country?
· Hobbes is looking at two possible conditions, social life and the state of nature. The state of nature is a condition in which people cannot label themselves as human beings. It is the social life that allows people to transfer from this half beast to label themselves as actual human beings.
· From sedition and civil war to a peaceful life, 
· From human body to body politic (politica, government).
· A need for the Leviathan. We have to escape from this chaotic situation. 
· He wanted to develop a new political science. 
· Philosophy of human nature
The Message of the book
· Civil peace and social unity are best achieved by the establishment of a commonwealth through social contract. Commonwealth means the state, as opposed to stateless – anarchy. The State is a type of official body of people who have come together. 
· Commonwealth is ruled by a sovereign power (the head of the state) responsible for protecting the security of the citizens of the commonwealth and granted absolute authority to ensure the common defense.
· Commonwealth is like an ‘artificial person’ and has a body politic that mimics the human body. 
· Commonwealth is a gigantic (in terms of power, absolute power) human body built out of the bodies of its citizens, the sovereign as its head. 
· The head of the state/commonwealth is called Leviathan. 
Leviathan
· Leviathan is a word derived from the Hebrew for sea monster.
· The highest, the most powerful, and rational being in the nature.
· The image constitutes the definitive metaphor for perfect government.
The Main Assumptions
· People have the capacity to reason
· They weigh the cost and benefits
· They consider the consequences of their actions
· This is a liberal thought. 
· People are self-interest seekers
· Security – avoid death and injury.
· Reputation (status)
· Gain (Possessions)
· This is natural and there is no way to escape this. 
· Their ability to attain what they desire depends on their power.
· Because men want a happy life, they seek sufficient power to ensure that life
· All men have a ‘restless desire for power”
· But men are equal in body and mind,
· Everyone is pulled and motivated into a constant competitive conflict for a struggle for power.
· Or at least to resist his power being commanded by others. (sign of his realism).
· Without a power that is able to enforce rules, people don’t enjoy their interactions with eachother.
Leviathan - The plan of the book 
· Book I – Of Man
· Book II – OF commonwealth
· Book III – Of Christian Commonwealth
· Book IV – Of the Kingdom of Darkness
The state of nature / a short summary
· It contains the philosophical framework for the entire text.
· It begins by the argument that every aspect of human nature can be deduced from materialist principles
· The natural condition of mankind (The state of nature) is inherently violent and awash with fear.
· The state of nature is the war of every man against every man, in which people constantly seek to destroy one another.
· This state is so horrible that human beings naturally seek peace, and the best way to achieve peace is to construct the Leviathan through social contract. 
The state of nature – Chapter XIII
· A mechanical state of nature. What is this?
· Imaginary state of nature in which people live without government
· Equality as the natural condition of life (natural equality in terms of vulnerability to attack) (Defacto as opposed to dejure) Defacto means temporary equality. Meaning that it is a kind of equality that is concrete what is not legal formation of equality. 
· Individual sovereignty
· Why in the state of nature are people aggressive?
1. Scarcity
2. Diffidence
3. Glory 
· The first makes men invade for gain; the second for safety, the third for reputation*
The First Reason: Scarcity of Resources
· The first motive for the competition and war is the scarcity of the resources:
· Equality + scarcity + avaricious => distrust
· Conflicts and wars
· War takes preference over peace;
For there is not ordinarily a greater sign of the equal distribution of anything than that every man is contented with his share.

Think Morally – Natura dedic unicuique jus in omina = The state of nature giver you the absolute right to everything. You must do whatever it takes to protect yourself. 
The Second Reason: Diffidence
· Scarcity of security => diffidence
· Everyone is a potential murderer and murdered
· Libido dominandi

· And from this diffidence of one another, there is no way for any man to secure himself so reasonable as anticipation; that is, by force, or wiles, to maser the persons of all men he can so long till he see no other power great enough to endanger him” and this is no more than his own conversation requireth, and is generally allowed. – Leviathan, chapter xiii
The Third Reason: Glory
· Glory is of the most importance for people
· It is a sign of power 
· Glory causes aggressive attitude of people

· Joy arising from imagination of a man’s own power and ability is that exulation of the mind which is called glorifying: which, if grounded upon the experience of his own former actions, is the same with confidence. 
Equality fosters quarrel due to:
· Competition 
· For gains. 
· Each having hope of overpowering the other, making people enemies.
· Diffidence
· For safety
· Each having hope of overpowering the other, making people enemies.
· Glory
· For reputation
· Everyone likes and thinks their own honor is worth fighting for.
Presupposition 1
· A1 – Everyone  is in competition for goods
· A2 – If two or more people compete for goods, each has a reason to attack the others.
Presupposition 2 
· A3 – “A” has a reason to attack everyone else
· A4 – Everybody else in the state of nature knows “A1 –A3”
Accordingly
· A5 – Everyone has a reason to attack everyone else
· A6 – Attacks and destroys the prime goods.
· A7 – everyone has the right to self-defense
· A8 – Pre-emptive attack is permitted.
The state of nature = Condition of War 
· The equality combined with scarce goods yields conflict. 
· This is the condition of war:
· War consists not in battle only of the act of fighting, but in a tract of time wherein the will to battle is sufficiently known.
· As by analogy,
· For as the nature of foul weather lies not in a shower or two of rain, but in an inclination thereto of many days together: so the nature of war consists not in actual fighting, but in the known disposition thereto during all the rime there is no assurance to the contrary. All other time is peace.
Every man against every man
· But “… so the nature of war consists not in actual fighting but in the known disposition thereto during all the time there is no assurance to the contrary. All other time is ‘peace’.”
· Hereby it is manifest that during the time men live without a common power to keep them all in awe, they are in that condition which is called war; and such a war as is of every man against every man. 
A Historical Perspective
	Primitive Societies
	Pre-Political condition

	Civil Wars
	Anti-political condition

	International Life
	Among political identities



The State of Nature is Nasty
· In such condition there is no place for industry, because the fruit thereof is uncertain, and consequently no culture of the earth, no navigation not use of commodities that may be imported by sea,… no knowledge of the face of the earth; no account of time, no arts, no letters, no society, and which is worst of all, continual fear and danger of violent death, and the life of man solitary, poor, nasty, brutish, and short.
An Ethical Point
· The notions of right and wrong, justice and injustice, have there no place. Where there is no common power, there is no law; where no law, no injustice.
· It is consequent also to the same condition that there be no propriety, no dominion, no ‘mine’ and ‘thin’ distinct, but only that to be every man’s that he can get, and for so long as he can keep it. 
· Leviathan, Chapter XIII, paragraph 13
Right to Everything is a just statement
· Hobbes suggests a subjective view of justice:
· For there is no such finis ultimus (utmost aim) nor summum bonum (greatest good) as is spoken of in the books of the old moral philosophers. Nor can a man any more live whose desires are at the end than he whose senses and imaginations are at a stand. Felicity is a continual progress of the desire from one object to another, the attaining of the former being still but the way to the latter. 
Instrumental Reason
· Rational people know how to act for the consequences 
· … he who hath by experience, or reason, the greatest and surest prospect of consequences, deliberates best himself; and is able, when he will, to give the best counsel unto others.
· Understanding the conception of life in realities;
· No room for ideals,
· No place for passion.
Securing Peace
· However, in spite of the imperatives of the state of nature, men incline to peace. 
· The passions that incline men to peace are:
1. Fear of death
2. Desire of such things are necessary to commodious living
3. And a hope by their industry to obtain them.
· These passions lead us to adopt the laws of nature.
The State of Nature, the Laws of Nature
· The state of nature is ruled by the right of nature
· The freedom of everyone to do anything and everything that will, in their own judgment, preserve their own life.
· Every man has a right to everything, even to one another’s body
· “…As long as this natural right of man to everything endures, there can be no security to any man…”
What is the Consequence?
· “A precept to general rule… by which man is forbidden to do that which is destructive of his life or takes away the means of preserving same, and to omit that by which he thinks it may best be preserved.”
· This right to everything, combined with the right of nature proves:
1. The principle of self-help: rational permissibility of freedom to do anything necessary to self-preservation
2. The principle of egoism: we have a duty to protect ourselves. 
The laws of nature = Dictates of reason
· The first law
· Seek peace, if others seek peace
· Defend yourself, by all means
· The right of nature, which writers commonly call jus natural is the liberty each man hath to use his own power as his will himself for the preservation of his own nature; that is to say, of his own life; and consequently, of doing anything which, in his own judgment and reason, he shall conceive to be the aptest means thereunto. 
· Self-interest – defend yourself causes state of nature
· Is not this a dilemma?
· Solution: Everyone agrees to cooperate

· The Second Law of Nature
· You should give up your natural right to the extent that everyone else also does
· The mutual transferring of right is that which men call contract
· Contracts are necessary
· Contracts: Transferring of our rights to everything (the absolute freedom) in trade for being able to escape from the state of nature. – This transferring of the rights through contracts brings about security.
· However, contracts are convened by the rational choice of free people. It is indeed a willingness to do so. 
· For it is a voluntary act: and of the voluntary acts of every man, the object is some good to himself. – Chapter XIV, paragraph 8.
· One exception
· One right that cannot be traded for security is the Right of Nature. Indeed, this is the right to self-defense. 
· “… a man cannot lay down the right of resisting them that assault him by force to take away his life, because he cannot be understood to aim thereby at any good to himself.”
· Nothing in the present Charter shall impair the inherent right of individual or collective self-defense if an armed attack occurs…
· The Third Law of Nature
· Pacta sunt servanda (keep your promises)
· This gives meaning to justice and injustice
· It is only once a covenant or promise is in place that we can act justly or unjustly. 
· From that law of nature by which we are obliged to transfer to another such rights as, being retained, hinder the peace of mankind, there followeth a third; which is this: that men perform their covenants made; without which covenants are in vain, and but empty words; and the right of all men to all things remaining, we are still in the condition of war. 
The Commonwealth
· By acquisition – when a party achieves dominion over a group by acquisition. 
· By institutions – It is when the nation is formed, it happens when people through their own will create a common power.
· The State-creating pact
· Social Contract
Two States the Contract
1. Social contract for nation making
2. State making through electing of a sovereign power.
The Sovereign
· We cannot trust each other to follow the third law of nature
· Accordingly, we are in need of a sovereign: Leviathan.
· “… Covenants of mutual trust, where there is fear of not performance on either part,… are invalid”
· “…Before the names just and unjust can have place, there must be some coercive power to compel men equally to the performance of their covenants, by the terror of some punishments greater than the benefit they expect by the breach of their covenant … such power there is none before the erection of a commonwealth.”
Leviathan protects you
· You must obey the sovereign so long as it keeps the peace.
· Why?
· Because we cant agree as individuals, simply cede authority to sovereign and accept the legitimacy of that sovereign. 
· Each of us promises each other to obey the sovereign.
· Therefore, each of us is morally obligated to obey the sovereign.
· This is necessary since it prevents us from slipping back into the State of Nature and the war of each against all.
· Sovereign can do anything short of taking our life.
· There is no such thing as an unjust law. 
The Sovereign Protects Social Contract
· Accepting the rule of the sovereign is just
· Justice is derived from respect for contracts
· A just man therefore is he that taketh all the care he can that his actions may be all just; and an unjust man is he that neglecteth it. And men are more often in our language styled by the names of righteous and unrighteous than just and unjust though the meaning be the same.
· This justice of the manners is that which is meant where justice is called a virtue; and injustice, a vice.
The Sovereign is an Artificial Body
· Elected by the consent of all parties to the contract
· He enjoys absolute power
· The only way to erect such a common power, as may be able to defend them from the invasion of foreigners, and the injuries of one another, and thereby to secure them in such sort as that by their own industry and by the fruits of the earth they may nourish themselves and live contend, is to confer all their power and strength upon one man, or upon one assembly of men, that may reduce all their wills, by plurality of voices, unto one will: which is as much as to say, to appoint one man, or assembly of men, to bear their person; and every one to own and acknowledge himself to be author of whatsoever he that so beareth their person shall act, or cause to be acted, in those things which concern the common peace and safety; and therein to submit their wills, every one to his will, and their judgments to his judgment.
The Sovereignty is Absolute
1. The riches, power, and honor of a monarch arise only from the riches, strength, and reputation of his subjects. For no king can be rich, nor glorious, nor secure, whose subjects are either poor.
2. Monarch receiveth counsel of whom, when, and where he pleaseth; and consequently may hear the opinion of men versed in the matter about which he deliberates, of what rank of quality soever, and as long before the time of action and with as much secrecy as he will. 
3. The resolutions of a monarch are subject to no other inconstancy than that of human nature. 
4. A monarch cannot disagree with himself, out of envy or interest; but an assembly may; and that to such a height as may produce a civil war.
5. In monarchy there is this inconvenience; that any subject, by the power of one man, for the enriching of a favourite or flatterer, may be deprived of all he possesseth; which I confess is a great an inevitable inconvenience. 
6. It is an inconvenience in monarchy that the sovereignty may descend upon an infant, or one that cannot discern between good and evil: and consisteth in this, that the use of his power must be in the hand of another man, or of some assembly of men, which are to govern by his right and in his name as curators and protectors of his person and authority.  
The Theory
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Conclusion
· Individuals by their nature are selfish
· There is a need for the scientific psychology of people’s behavior. 
· There must be a scientific basis for morality
· There must also be a prudential, self-interest basis for the state. 
· Morality is entirely conventional.
· State power as centralized, absolute and undivided. 
· The social contract is not revocable.
· “Men keep their covenants made”.
Criticism
· Are people rational mechanics, which are motivated by instrumental reason?
· Critiques against the zero-sum-game rational behind his philosophy of human nature.
· Atomic ontology of the social contract does not explain the identity and culture. 
· Since social contract is formed people’s fear of violent death, it cannot be considered as a liberal account. 
· In the contractarian view of society, people become indifferent. 
Second Treaties of the Government: A Letter Concerning
 Toleration
January 26, 2016
· For the first part on John Locke: The Second Treaties of Government, we will read the following chapters;
· Chapters 1-4
· Chapters 7-9
What makes Locke different from Hobbes?
John Locke
· The most famous philosopher and political theorist of the 17th century, and the second important political thinker after Hobbes
· Founder of British Empiricism, and the liberal government. 
· He was also influential in the areas of political philosophy, theology, religious toleration, and educational theory. 
· A philosopher of natural law.
· His most read works:
· Two Treatises Concerning Government 1689.
· A Letter concerning Toleration 1689.
· An Essay concerning Human Understanding 1690. 
· The reasonableness of Christianity 1695.
· Some thought concerning education 1693. 
The State of Nature: Who is right? Hobbes or Locke?
	Hobbes
	Locke

	The State of Nature
	The State of Nature

	Lex Naturalis -> Jus Naturale
Natural Law -> Natural rights
	Lex Naturalis -> Jus Naturale
Natural Law -> Natural rights

	Freedom is deducted from the hypothetical state of nature
	Freedom is inducted from observation

	Freedom is unlimited
	Freedom within the bounds of natural law



The Main Ideas
· An empirical epistemology
· Knowledge originates form sense perception
· Tabula Rasa = blank slate
· It is against rationalism.
· The self-perpetuating law of nature
· The origin of political society and government.
· Individual consent, and the right of people to resist against the tyrannical state.
· People are committed to each other’s condition of life.
· Property rights 
Part One: Two Treatise of Government
First Treatise of Government
· The First Treatise criticizes Robert Filmer theological argument in support of the divine right of king over the subjects. 
· In Patriarcha, Filmer argues against ‘divinely-sanctioned’ monarchy in the civil society. 
· It is not right to say that everyone is born as a subject to the king because the idea is contradictory and incorrect.
· In the First Treatise, Locke argues that everyone has a capacity to virtuously govern himself according to God’s law. 
The Second Treaties of Government
· Written during the Glorious Revolution, 1688
· Against Filmer and Hobbes
· Novelty of the work:
· Addressing the origin, extent, and origin of the state
· Combines speculative political science with normative political philosophy 
· Explains the legitimacy of the government. 
· Influential form the perspective of both political theory and ethics. 
The First Chapter
1. Argument against Filmer
a. Adam had not any authority over his children, or dominion over the world, as is pretended.
b. If he had, his heirs has no right to it
c. If his heirs had, there being no law of nature nor law of God that determines which is the right to succession.
d. If even Adam had such authority, there remains no authority to one above another. 
e. It is impossible that the rulers should make any benefit, or to be the fountain of all power. 
2. What do we learn from this argument?
Second Chapter: The State of Nature
· A state also of equality, wherein all the power and jurisdiction is reciprocal, no one having more than another, there being nothing more evident than that creatures of the same species and rank, promiscuously born to all the same advantages of Nature, and the use of the same faculties, should also be equal one amongst another, without subordination or subjection, unless the lord and master of them all should, by any manifest declaration of his will, set one above another, and confer on him by an evident and clear appointment, an undoubted right to dominion and sovereignty. – Second Treaties.
The Imperatives of the State of Nature
· The state of nature is not hypothetical
· To understand political power aright, and derive it from its original, we must consider what estate all men are naturally in, and that is, a state of perfect freedom to order their actions.  – Second Treatise
· The political power, is a social construct
· The condition of equality
· In the state of nature everyone has the executive power of the law of nature… lbid.
Justice and Love
· Acting within the bounds of natural law
· Moral conscience AND intellectuality.
· The like natural inducement hath brought men to know that it is no less their duty, to love others than themselves. – Second Treaties. 
· Injustice requires punishment
· Every man hath a right to punish the offender, and be executioner of the law of nature. – Second Treaties.
The State of Liberty
· A state of liberty. What is this?
· Through this be a state of liberty, yet it is not a state of license: though man in that state have an uncontrollable liberty to dispose of his person or possessions. – Second Treaties.
· The state of nature and being reasonable.
· The harm principle.
· I do harm. I must look to suffer, there being no reason that others should show greater measure of love to me, than they have by me showed unto them.
Third Chapter: The State of War
· A state of ‘enmity and destruction” brought about by one person’s pre-meditated attempts upon another’s life.
· It also exists when anyone tries to place another under his absolute power by making a slave out of him
· Self defense is justified 
· State of nature (people living together, governed by reason, without a common superior) as opposed to the state of war (people make designs of force upon other people, without a common authority)
· The major reasons for people to enter into society is to avoid state of war.
	The State of Nature
	The State of War

	Equability and reasonableness
	Enmity, violent completion

	Reason and moral judgment
	Violence and Power


· A man uses or declares his intention to use force against another man, with no-one on earth whom the other can appeal for relief, 
· Men living together according to reason, with no-one on earth who stands above them both and has authority to judge between them.
Fourth Chapter: Slavery
· One significance of liberty.
· Natural liberty
· Social liberty
· Freedom so important that on body can bring another person in slavery
· Slavery is no more than a state of war between a conqueror with absolute power and the conquered. 
· Legitimate and illegitimate forms of slavery.
Doesn’t Locke validate Afro-American slave trade in 17th century?

A Quick Comparison
	Filmer
	Hobbes
	Locke

	King’s absolute sovereignty derives form the will of God. 
Tyranny is justified. 
	Sovereignty derives from the consent of people. 
	People’s sovereignty.
Right to respond to the offensive incursions by unjust leadership.


Fifth Chapter: Property Right
· No one man is born with dominion over another. 
· The fruits of the Earth are to be enjoyed by all men
· Man’s own person, or the labor of his body belongs exclusively to him. He then must reap the world of his hands.
· God gave the land to the industrious and diligent, not to the ‘quarrelsome and contentious’
· Anyone who desired another’s land was no doubt seeking to benefit from another’s hard work.
· Is Locke a supporter of capitalism?
Sixth Chapter: Parental Power
· All people are born with an equal right to freedom
· Since in the childhood they lack proper reason, they need parenthood.
· Parents are responsible to take care of children to be prepared to enjoy their own independence
· This results in freedom and by which rights and duties
· But parental power is conditional and cannot be absolute, because…?
· Equality of men and women
· Political power and paternal power are totally different. 
Seventh Chapter: Political and Civil Society
· Parental power cannot be applied to society
· A repeated distinction between the state of nature and civil society
· Those who are united into one body with a common established law of judiciary to appeal to, with authority to decide controversies and punish offenders, are in
· Civil society with one another: whereas those who have no such common appeal are still in
· The state of nature, each having to judge and to carry out the sentence, because there isn’t anyone else to do those things for him. – Second Treatise.
A Liberal State
· Which characterized the commonwealth?
· A mixture of legislative power and executive power. 
The liberal state gives the citizen:
	The sense of comfort.
	Capability to contribute to the common good.

The Liberal state is different from parental one:
	Citizens enjoy their own rational autonomy.
	The enjoyment of independence.
· Absolute Authority  Tory = absolute monarchy.
· Conditional authority  Whigs = constitutional monarchy.
Chapter 8 & 9: The Beginning and the Ends of Political Societies
· Political societies cannot exist without the consent of the governed. 
· Rome and Venice as examples
· Patriarchal models must be resisted
· Why to form the political society?
· To have a solid and established law
· To have a known and indifferent judge
· To have power to back the enforcement of law.
· Political power is more powerful and compelling than the natural law.
 Part Two: A Letter Concerning Toleration
The Context
· Was written to his Dutch friend Philip von Limborch while he was living in exile in the Dutch Republic.
· Was written against the backdrop of 17th century religious persecution all over Europe,
· Why is a <<law of toleration>> necessary?
· It’s a law, which defines and clearly separates the powers of churches and the State concerning religious matters. The aim is to prevent the violence which exists between churches and between the churches and the State. The boundaries between the two must be clear and unmovable:
· The Churches’ actions must be limited to what concerns men’s souls.
· The State’s actions must be limited to what concerns the care of the commonwealth.
· It was written against the backdrop of the 17th century religious persecution all over Europe. 
· Why is a <<law of toleration>> necessary?
· It’s a law which defines and clearly separates the powers of churches and the State concerning religious matters. The aim is to prevent the violence between churches and between the churches and the State. The boundaries between the two must be clear and unmovable:
· The Churches' actions must be limited to what concerns men' souls.
· The State's actions must be limited to what concerns the care of the commonwealth. 
The Main Idea of the Work
· Distinguishing the business of civil government from that of religion.
· This distinction is called secularism:
· Government is instituted to promote external interests, relating to life, liberty, and the general welfare, while the "church" exists to promote internal interests. I.e. Salvation.
· The two serve separate functions, and so, must be considered to be separate institutions. 
What is the message of Religion?
· The true message of religion is charity and love, meekness of soul, and purity of manners.
· For this reason, religion must be seperated from politics. 
It is in vain for any man to unsurp the name of Christian, without holiness of life, purity of manners, benignity and meekness of spirit. "Let everyone that nameth the name of Christ, depart from iniquity".
A Natural Morality
· The job of religion is "the regulating of men's lives, according to the rules of virtue and Piety"/
· "Whosoever will list himself under the banner of Christ, must, in the first place and above all things, make war upon his own lust and vices.
· What do we learn from this?
· Natural revelation is the source of salvation. 
· Whatever attempt by human beings against their own lust and vices is itself a kind of religion. 
The True Church
· "Church is a voluntary Society of Men, joining themselves together of their own accord, in order to the public worshipping of God, in such a manner as they judge acceptable to him, and effectual to the Salvation of their Souls".
1. Since religious beliefs are personal and,
2. Are associated with individual liberty,
3. There should be no quorum for the formation of the church
4. No need of liturgy, dogma, confession, and hierarchy.
5. Whatever needed is the individual will to uproot the lusts and vices.
6. The true church is formed by the will of individual...
Civil Society
· The end of a religious society (as has already been said) is the public worship of God and, by means thereof, the acquisition of eternal life. 
· The mundane issues must be under jurisdiction of the civil society which is:
· A Society of Men constituted only for the procuring, perserving, and advancing of their own. 
· Civil Ineterests... [namely] Like, Liberty, Health and Indolency of Body; and the Possession of outward things, such as money, lands, houses, furniture, and the like. 
Christianity is the Religion of Tolerance
· How far the duty of toleration extends, and what is required from everyone by it?
· No need of schism concerning ecclesiastical law, 
· No right to prejudice others, 
· No right to degrade other religions institutions, 
· Toleration requires good for all other persons.
· Nobody, therefore, in fine, neither single persons nor churches, nay, nor even commonwealths, have any just title to invade the civil rights and wordly goods of each other pretence of religion.
Toward Secularism
· [image: ] 
· The care of Souls cannot belong to the Civil Magistrate, because his Power consists only in outward force; but true and saving Religion consists in the inward persuasion of the Mind, without which nothing can be acceptable to God. And such is the nature of the Understanding, that it cannot be compelled to the belief of any thing by outward force.
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Two Different Domains
· Confiscation of estate, imprisonment, torments, nothing of that nature can have any such efficacy as to make men change the inward judgment that they have framed of things. 
· The arms by which the members of this society are to be kept within their duty are exhortations, admonitions, and advices... other punishments can thereby be inflicted than that, the relations ceasing between the body and the member which is cut off. 
Remember Empirical Epistomology
· These things being thus explained, it is easy to understand to what end the legislative power ought to be directed and by what measures regulated; and that is the temporal good and outward prosperity of The Society; which is the sole reason of men's entering into society, and the only thing they seek and aim at in it. And it is also evident what liberty remains to men in reference to their eternal salvation, and that is that every one should do what he in his conscience is persuaded to be acceptable depends their eternal hapiness. For obedience is due, in the first place, to God and, afterwards to the laws. 
Tolerance and Political Liberalism
1. Since tolerance is grounded based on a need to respect the natural rights I.e., liberty, life, and property, there is a need for the rational understanding of the necessity of that respect 
2. For that reason, tolerance is the cornerstone of pluralism and by which political liberalism.
3. Tolerance is a matter of human understanding. Since there are different typers of understanding, the only truth that must be followed is the one that is defined by consensus,
4. Does is mean relativism?
Adam Smith - Theory of Moral Sentiments 
The Wealth of Nations
Class 7 & 8
· Adam Smith (1723-1790)
· The leading expositor of economic liberalism, Economic liberalism "by mutual consent and to mutual advantage of people", 
· A moral capitalist thinker,
· His famous books;
· 1759 - The Theory of Moral Sentiments
· 1776 - An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of the Wealth of Nations
· 1976 - Lectures on Jurisprudence
Adam Smith in the Context of History
· He was writing in a context of historical transformations:
1. The demise of aristocracy
2. A need to challenge mercantilism (because of industrial revolution)
3. The vague relationship between morality (virtue) and political actions, 
4. An interest in reviving the Protestantism in the economic life. 
His work represents
a. A modern rationality in economics.
b. In concord with industrial revolution
c. Grounded on human conscious, 
d. A desire to humanize economics. 
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Part One - Theory of Moral Sentiments
What is the Basis of Moral Judgement?
· Judgment is a matter of fact, not of righteousness. 
· It is not about how it would be good for us to judge. 
· Nor is it the matter of recommending new standards for judgement 
· Rather, it is a standard we really use in our judgments
· Our concern is about how things should be, not how they happen to be.
· So part of Smith's burden is to articulate a standard that we can recognize as being for judgments of that distinctive kind. 
Sympathy is the Key
· Moral sentiments derive from human capacity to sympathize with gratitude or resentment.
· We heavily and entirely sympathize with the resentment of the sufferer... our hear readily sympathizes with the highest transport of their grateful affection...
· We want to be praised by others, and drear to be hateful. For this reason, we temper our ego...
· We are peased, not only with praise, but with having done what is praise worthy. We are pleased to think that we have rendered ourselves the natural objects of approbations. 
Imaginative Capacity of Sympathy
· Sympathy derives from out observation
· How self so ever man may be, there are evidently some principles in his nature, which interest him in the fortune of others. 
· Of this kind of pity or compassion, the emotion which we feel for the misery of others, when we either see it , or are made to conceive it in a very lively manner. 
· Affects out sentiment and affection. 
· "The sentiment of affection of the heart from which any action proceeds, and upon which its whole virtue or vice must ultimately depend, may be considered under two different aspects, or in two different relations; first in relation to the cause which excites it, or the motive which gives occasion to it; and secondly, in relation to the end which is proposes, or the effect which it tends to produce"
Everything is about Imagination
· Imagination incites sympathy, and by which judgment:
· “By the imagination we place ourselves in his situation, we conceive ourselves enduring all the same torments , we enter as it were into his body, and became in some measure the same person with him…”
· When it comes to be a judgment about their behavior, we are inclined to make:
a) Either the judgment of propriety (impropriety), or 
b) Judgment of merit (demerit).
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Conscience is the Source
· Moral sentiment and judgments have roots in our conscience
· “It is a stronger power, a more forcible motive, which exerts itself upon occasions. It is a reason, principle, conscious, the inhabitant of the breast, the man within, the great judge and arbiter of our conduct. 
· The harmony between behavior (action) and the approval of the conscience is the source of moral approbation. 
· “Sentiments of moral approbation and disapprobation are founded on the strongest and most vigorous passions of human nature. 
Moral Sentiment = Moral Approbation
· Sympathy with others  moral approval.
· Approval: having a sense of gratitude and reward. 
· “If, by brining his case home to myself,  I feel gratitude arise in my own breast, I necessarily approve of the conduct of his benefactor, and regard it as meritorious, and the proper object of reward”.
· Disapproval: having a sense resentment…
· “before we can adopt the resentment of the sufferer, we must disapprove of the motive of the agent, and feel that our heart renounces all sympathy with the affections which influenced his conduct. 
Judgment is Mutual
“To approve of another man’s opinion is to adopt those opinions, and to adopt them is to approve of them. If the same arguments which convince you convince me likewise, I necessarily approve of your conviction; and if they do not, I necessarily disapprove of it; neither can I possible conceive that I should do the one without the others. To approve or disapprove, therefore, of the opinions of others is acknowledged, by every body, to mean no more than to observe their agreement or disagreement with our own. But it is equally the case with regard to our approbation or disapprobation of the sentiments or passions of others”

Conscious = The Impartial Spectator
· How do we know whether the action is morally approvable?
· The impartial spectator guides us:
· “We endeavor to examine out own conduct as we imagine any other fair and impartial spectator would examine it. If, upon placing ourselves in his situation, we thoroughly enter into all passions and motives, which influenced it, we approve of it, by sympathy with the approbation of this supposed equitable judge. If otherwise, we enter into his disapprobation, and condemn it. 
A Closer look to the Metaphor
· In the case of the self-approbation with which every man surveys his own conduct, is exactly in proportion to the degree of self-command, which is necessary in order to obtain that self-approbation.
· By analogy, the impartial spectator is our conscience commanding us to place ourselves under the judgment of others. 
· “The ideal man within the breast, and, in our own character view”
· We need to understand ourselves as the impartial spectator. To know how our behavior is judged by others. 
Conscience Generates a Moral Duty
· By the judgment of the impartial spectator our conscious behavior is cultivated. 
· The right action is (which derive from our capacity which is called – duty) – all encompassing. In full harmony with out moral obligations. 
· God has imparted the duty in our nature.
· This duty is the main motive behind our actions and behavior.
· Then, acting from duty, and under the judgment of the impartial spectator, we will do justice to our action and others. 
The Implications of the Theory
· The upshot is that morality recommends and approves self-control and moderation. 
· Specifically, morality valorizes
· Limitations on the expression of grief at the loss of a loved one,
· Calmness in the face of danger,
· As restraint when in the grip of love, 
· Controlled enthusiasm in the face of good fortune.
The Invisible Hand
· External forces influence moral judgements
· What we make might not be right in what we do
· How do we temper our behavior?
· The invisible hand is our guardian. 
· “They are led by an invisible hand to make nearly the same distribution of the necessaries of life, which would have been made, had the earth been divided into equal portions among all its inhabitants, and thus without intending it, without knowing it, advance the interest of the society, and afford means to the multiplication of the species. “
A Tentative Conclusion
· One might see Smith’s defence of the Impartial Spectator on the model of his invisible hand defence of a market economy. 
· In the case of the market, Smith emphasizes that people perfectly properly pursue their private interest, without regard to public welfare or the happiness of mankind, even though it is the resulting contribution to welfare and happiness that justifies the workings of the market. 
· Analogously, one might suggest, Smith may be supposing that people perfectly properly regulate their moral judgments by appeal to the standard set by the Impartial Spectator, having no further end in view, even though it is the resulting contribution to public welfare and the happiness of mankind that justifies our judging in this way. 
The Wealth of Nations 
The Division of Labor
· THE greatest improvement in the productive powers of labor, and the greater part of the skill, dexterity, and judgment with which it is anywhere directed, or applied, seem to have been the effects of the division of labor. 
The Wealth of Nations – 1776
· The bible of capitalism
· “Let the markets decide”
· Laissez-faire
· The Free market accounts for the public interests
· Competition
· Non-intervention
· Auto-regulation
· Invisible hand and the public interests
· Presentation of a moral capitalism
· Theory of Moral Sentiments
· Protestant ideas
· The historical context
The Division of Labour/Specialization
· The division of labor improves productivity and
· Enhanced the opulence of the nation
· How? In what way?
· Dexterity
· Time saving
· Specialization
· Co-operation
· Individual and national productivity. 
“THE greatest improvement in the productive powers of labor, and the greater part of the skill, dexterity, and judgment with which it is anywhere directed, or applied, seem to have been the effects of the division labor.”
An Observed Fact
· Division of labor is a response to the modern social realtions. 
· The role of the modern man 
· The needs of the modern time
· Productivity is an observed fact,
· The importance of empiricism (Remember Locke)
· As a common principle, people are interested in trading.
“A certain propensity in human nature which has in view no such extensive utility; the propensity to truck, barter, and exchange one thing for another”
Social Transformations
· End of landed aristocracy
· The dialectic of production
· Division of labor defines the new society
· New society requires division of labor. 

“In that rude state of society in which there is no division of labor, in which exchanged are seldom made, and in which every man provides everything for himself, it is not necessary that any stock should be accumulated or stored up beforehand in order to carry on the business of the society. Every man endeavors to supply by his own industry his own occasional wants as they occur”.
What is the end state of specialization?
Dexterity  time saving  productivity
Quantity and quality  more demand  expansion of markets
· Division of labor  a factor in organization of political economy. 
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Mechanism of the Division
1. Labor productivity or output per worker increases with increasing labor specialization of ‘division of labor”, due to
a. Improved labor dexterity
b. Time-saving and, 
c. Innovations in machinery
2. Increasing labor specialization in the production of a commodity is enabled by 
a. More quantity and better quality
b. Demand for the commodity
c. An  expanding market
Cooperation is Needed
· The division of labor needs cooperation
· Cooperation is the source of the wealth of the nations. 
· A contradiction!
· Accessibility of the goods for the poor 
· Workers alienation
“As stupid and ignorant as it is possible for a human creature to become incapable of rational conversation, or of convincing any generous, noble, or tender sentiments..”
· Remember Karl Marx!
 A Natural Disposition
· Cooperation does not derive from deliberation 
· Rather, it is a natural propensity
· An unintended disposition to trade…
· “This division of labour, from which so many advantages are derived, is not  originally the effect of any human wisdom, which foresees and intends that general opulence to which it gives occasion. It is the necessary, though very slow and gradual consequence of a certain propensity in human nature which has in view no such extensive utility; the propensity to truck, barter, and exchange one thing for another”
Specialization and Markets
· Specialization  expansion of markets
· Accumulation of benefits
· Return of benefits to production 
· More investment 
· More division of labor
· More specialization
· More production
· What is benefits are vanished?
· Population and working forces, 
· Lowering the wages
· Auto-regulation of the market system.
The Self Interest Principle
· Self-interest propensity causes division of labor
· Trading is a human need, for self love, 
· “It is not from the benevolence of the butcher, the brewer, or the baker, that we expect our dinner, but from their regard to their own interest. We address ourselves, not to their humanity but to their self-love, and never talk to them of our own necessities but of their advantages”
· Propensity for trade grows the economy
· What to do for selfishness?
· Remember the impartial spectator
· The harm principle. 
Trade is a man action
· People are very much a like
· The difference between the most dissimilar characters, between a philosopher and a common street porter, for example, seems to arise not so much from nature, as from habit, custom, and education. 
· Not the natural talents, but specialization
· Self love, self-improvement are the engines of progress
· The impacts of innovations and knowledge of production for the public interests
· Isn’t it the invisible hand?
Invisible Hand as a Moral Metaphor
“They consume little more than the poor, and in spite of their natural selfishness and rapacity, though they mean only their own convenience, though the sole end which they propose from the labours of all the thousands whom they employ, be the gratification of their own vain and insatiable desires, they divide with the poor the produce of all their improvements. They are led by an invisible hand to make nearly the same distribution of the necessaries of life, which would have been made, had the earth been divided into equal portions among all its inhabitants, and thus without intending it, without knowing it, advance the interest of the society, and afford means to the multiplication of the species. “

The Invisible Hand
· Self interest  specialization  economic
· Knowledge  public knowledge of the benefits. 
· A revolution of the greatest importance to the public happiness was in this manner brought about by two different orders of people who had not the least intention to serve the public.
· it is by this superior knowledge of their own interest that they have frequently imposed upon his generosity, and persuaded him to give up both his own interest and that of the public, from a very simple but honest conviction that their interest, and not his, was the
· interest of the public. 
· Formation of a benign spontaneous order
· The invisible hand as a self-adjusting machinery of the society. 
Invisible Hand in the Wealth of Nations
By preferring the support of domestic to that of foreign industry, he intends only his own security; and by directing that industry in such a manner as its produce may be of the greatest value, he intends only his own gain, and he is in this, as in many other cases, led by an invisible hand to promote an end which was no part of his intention. Nor is it always the worse for the society that it was no part of it. By pursuing his own interest he frequently promotes that of the society more effectually than when he really intends to promote it. I have never known much good done by those who affected to trade for the public good

The Conception of the State 
· Against mercantilism
· The impartial role of the state
· Smith’s idea on the role of the state is basically misread;
· Minimal state
· But, intervention could be justified
“Government must provide adequate provision of public services
· A double “invisible hand”
· Through individual’s benefit making
· By government’s intervention. 
The Role of the State
1. Defence of the country against foreign invasion
2. A defence of justice
a. Justice and beneficence are both virtues
b. But, government is responsible only for justice
c. Denying the welfare state
“When the institutions or public works which are beneficial to the whole society either cannot be maintained altogether, or are not maintained altogether by the contribution of such particular members of the society as are most immediately benefited by them, the deficiency must in most cases be made up by the general contribution of the whole society.”
3. Protect public interests. 
John Stuart Mill – On Liberty
Class 9 & 10
What is Liberalism?
· Political liberalism 
· Thomas Hobbes: A crude liberalism, 
· John Locke: Liberty, pluralism, and tolerance,
· Economic liberalism
· Adam Smith: Moral capitalism
· Ethnical Liberalism:
· John Stuart Mill: Civil and social liberties
· Immanuel Kant: Intellectual father of the contemporary human rights.
Historical Background
· The most important thinker of liberalism
· Liberty is the principle of liberal societies
· Liberty = sovereignty of individuals
· It is the cornerstone of the liberal societies
· Influence on libertarianism
· Member of the parliament from Westminster
· In favor of women’s suffrage
· Beyond utilitarianism
· He admired the Ancient Greeks and the Socratic method
· Mill took distance from Utilitarianism, explored Romanticism, and returned to Utilitarianism while becoming a (utopian and reformist) socialist. 
On Liberty
· John Stuart Mill – On Liberty (1859)
· Two types of liberty
1. Liberty of the Will
2. Civil or Social Liberty
Civil And Social Liberty
· Freedom of action – Hardly anyone believes that citizens should be allowed unrestricted freedom of action.
· Freedom of thought and expression – Should we be restricted in what we can think or say? It is more harmful to censor expression because of the importance of the truth. “It is the duty of governments, and of individuals, to form the truest opinions they can”.
Structure of the Argument
The Liberty  The Harm Principle  Freedom of expression  Free press
On Liberty – Chapter One: The harm Principle

Introduction
· The subject of the essay is: Civil or Social Liberty
· What is the reason for this government?
The subject of this Essay is not the so-called Liberty of the Will, so unfortunately opposed to the misnamed doctrine of Philosophical Necessity; but Civil, or Social Liberty: the nature and limits of the power which can be legitimately exercised by society over the individual. 
· Liberty versus authority (through history)

1. The Pre-Modern View of Liberty – Remember Benjamin Constant
· The relationship between the subjects and the magistrates – the rulers. 
· Liberty meant protection of the ruled from the tyranny
· The aim was to set limits to the power of the ruler/the master. 
· Method:
· Recognition of rights (Magna Carta or medieval charters)
· Quasi constitutional protection. 
The struggle between Liberty and Authority is the most conspicuous feature in the portion of history with which we are earliest familiar, particularly in that of Greece, Rome and England. But in old times this contest was between subjects, or some classes of subjects, and the Government.
2. Towards the Social Liberties
· Political authority is limited via the election of the rulers for a fixed period of time.
· Interests of rulers should be interests of ruled.
· Liberty = self government 
· Power of state is ‘lent’ to government by the people, and used to express the will of the people.
… and elective and responsible government became subject to the observations and criticisms which wait upon a great existing fact. It was now perceived that such phrases as “self-government”, and “the power of the people over themselves”, do not express the true sate of the case. 
3. Liberty in the Modern Times
· The Governmen = representing people’s interests
A time, however, came in the progress of human affairs, when men ceased to think it a necessity of nature that their governors should be an independent power, opposed in interest to themselves. 
· Rulers = Delegates,
“What was now wanted was, that the rulers should be identified with the people; that their interest and will should be in the interest and will of the nation. The nation did not need to be protected against its own will. There was no fear of its tyrannizing itself”.
· Government loses control of people
· What does it mean?
4. Democracies
· In democracies, tyranny no longer rules over people, because the people rule,
· But this is the rule of majority, not the ruled (people). The tyranny of the majority.
· The despot is replaced by a new tyrant
· Liberty = limiting powers of democratic government, e.g. by liberty and individuality
· Power to express will of the majority is restricted
… “the tyranny of the majority” is now generally included among the evils against which society requires to be on its guard”
5. Social Tyranny
· Tyranny of the majority can lead to illiberal laws, e.g. against certain religions
· It can also be a social tyranny, through socially endorsed preferences and ways of living, disapproval and offence.
But reflecting persons perceived that when society is itself the tyrant – society collectively over the sepereate individuals who come it – its means of tyrannizing are not restricted to the acts which it may do by the hands of its political functionaries.
· Limiting Social Tyranny
· The tyranny of the majority “leaves fewer means of escape”
· Therefore, it must be restricted;
“…. there needs protection also against the tyranny of the prevailing opinion and feeling; against the tendency of society to impose, by other means than civil penalties, its own ideas and practices as rules of conduct on those who dissent from them…”
· A paradoxical situation: interfering with freedom of expression.
· A Moral Complexity
· Social opinion and feeling are necessary to enforce morality: 
“The acts of an individual may be hurtful to others or wanting in due consideration for their welfare, without going to the length of violating any of their constituted rights. The offender may then be justly punished by opinion, though not by law”
· Morality needs to be distinguished from offence – but can we draw a clear distinction?
What is the Solution?
How to test the propriety of the government?
· People’s own good, either physical or moral, is not a sufficient warrant
· There is a need for a higher standard: “The principle of the liberty”.
That principle is, that the sole for which mankind are war-ranted, individually or collectively, in interfering with the liberty of action of any of their number, is self-protection.
A Conditional Principle
· The principle of the liberty is defined based on another principle; The Harm Principle.
The only purpose for which power can be rightfully exercised over any member of a civilized community, against his will, is to prevent harm to others. His own good, either physical or moral, it not a sufficient warrant”
· If morality is not exhausted by ‘harm’, how then can we justifiably use social opinion to regulate moral behavior?
The Liberty = The Individuality
· “The only principle applies to the life of people in modern society, is that which concerns others, In the part which merely concerns himself, his independence is, of right absolute. Over himself, over his own body and mind, the individual is sovereign”.
· It is only the ‘right’ morality (based on harm) that we can enforce. Morality that does not distinguish harm from offence is mistaken.
Exceptions to the Liberty/Individuality
· Those who are still in a state to require being taken care of by others, must be protected against their own actions as well as against external injury.
· For the same reason, we may leave out of consideration those backward states of society in which the race itself may be considered as in its nonage… Despotism is a legitimate mode of government in dealing with barbarians, provided the end be their improvement, and the means justified by actually effecting that end. 
· Liberty, as a principle has no application to any state of things anterior to the time when mankind have become capable of being improved by free and equal discussion. 
On Liberty: Chapter Two – The Freedom of Expression
· The Liberty of the Press
· The “liberty of the press” as one of the securities against corrupt or tyrannical government”
“If all mankind minus one were of one opinion, and only one person were of the contrary opinion, mankind would be so no more justified in silencing that one person, than he, if he had the power, would be justified in silencing mankind”
Universal Declaration of Human Rights – Article 19
Everyone has the right to freedom of opinion and expression, this right includes freedom to hold opinions without interference and to seek, receive and impart information and ideas through any media and regardless of frontiers. 
Why to Defend the Liberty of the Press?
1. Freedom of the press/speech helps the discovery of the true opinions.

If the opinion is right, they are deprived of the opportunity of exchanging error for truth: if wrong, they lose, what is almost as great a benefit, the clearer perception and livelier impression of truth, produced by its collision with error. 
2. The discovery of the truth depends on the critical discussions among the citizens. If people’s freedom to express themselves is suppressed, it would violate the harm principle. 
3. Censorship (harm principle) prevents the discovery of truth.
Two Hypotheses
· Authorities might suppress the liberty of the speech.
· This harms the discovery of the truth.
· Two hypothesis;
1. If it could be true, then the dissenting opinion should not be censored.
2. If it couldn’t be true, then the dissenting opinion should not be censored because suppressing of the voice of dissent is a social evil. 
· Therefore, no dissenting opinion should be censored. 
The First Hypothesis
· Authorities suppress a true position (defend it as a false one).
· But, the dissenting opinion might be true. Such a true opinion should not be censored. 
· The argument:
a) This assumes infallibility on the part of the knowledge of the authorities. But, no person has such infallibility. 
All silencing of discussion is an assumption of infallibility. Its condemnation may be allowed to rest on this common argument, not the worse for being common. 
b) Any endeavor to silence people is like robbing the human race.
But the peculiar evil of silencing the expression of an opinion is, that it is robbing the human race; posterity as well as the existing generation.
c) Liberty of discussion is necessary for correcting mistakes; experience is not sufficient. Why?
He is capable of rectifying his mistakes, by discussion and experience. Not by experience alone. There must be discussion to show how experience is to be interrupted.
d) Liberty of the discussion is necessary for the growth of individual wisdom and the wisdom of humankind.

The Nisi Prius Principle
· Only the wise, the competent, or the intellectuals can critically challenges the tyranny!
· Is this statement right?
By this device it succeeds in obtaining the kind of mental superiority which its purposes require; for though culture without freedom never made a large and liberal mind it can make a clever nisi prius advocate for a cause. But in countries professing Protestantism, this resource is denied; since Protestants hold, at lest in theory, that the responsibility for the choice of a religion must be borne by each for himself, and cannot be thrown off upon teachers. 

A Deeper Reflection On the Liberty of the Press

Theocratic
· Religious censorships
· Suppressing beliefs and conscience.
Tyrannical
· Legal censorship
· Suppressing social perspectives
Despotic
· Political censorship
· Suppressing opinions and thoughts
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What Characterizes a True Criticism?
· People come together not because of accord. Rather, because of discord:
· No political propaganda, 
· No accusing of the dissidents
· No sectarianism, 
· No convincing
· However, it must be:
· Reasonable, 
· Intellectual,
· Tolerant and with the good will and intension
Criticism must be universal in nature. 

Second Hypothesis
· Even if it is false, it is still better to express it. This false opinion should not be censored
· Why?
· Because is encourages people to come up with arguments for their views, instead of just accepting a belief dogmatically.
· False positions help keep true ones alive
… Unwillingly a person who has a strong opinion may admit the possibility that his opinion may be false, he ought to be moved by the consideration that, however true it may be, if it is not fully, frequently, and fearlessly discussed, it will be held as a dead dogma, not a living truth. 

Against Patriarchal Visions
· No dissenting opinion should be censured.
· Why?
1. Conflict of false and true positions helps clarify the truth.
2. Authorities suppress a mixed position (partially true and partially false). Free discussion will help sort these out. 
· Cultivation of intellect and judgment.
· Intellectualization of understanding.
· Against parroted model
· Denial of patriarchal culture.
· Remember again, nisi prius courts. 
Conclusion
· First, is any opinion is compelled to silence, that opinion may be true. To deny this is to assume our own infallibility.
· Secondly, though the silenced opinion be an error, it may contain a portion of truth. By the collision of adverse opinions the remainder of the truth has any change of being supplied. 
· Thirdly, even if the received opinion be not only true… vigorously and earnestly contested, it will be held in the manner of a prejudice with little comprehension or feeling of its rational grounds. 
On Liberty – Chapter Three – Of Individuality as one of the Elements of Wellbeing
An Intellectual View of Morality
· Freedom of expression results in the discovery of the truth,
Such being the reasons which make it imperative that human beings should be free to form opinions, and to express their opinions without reserve; and such the baneful consequences to the intellectual, and through that to the moral nature of man; unless this liberty is either conceded or asserted in spite of prohibition;
· Intellectualization of morality
· Moral judgment on one’s own inclination and judgment is wrong. 
Sociality Within Individuality
· Individuality if the bases of sociality
· But, the principle of fallibility must be ignored
· The harm principle formulates
· The liberty of thought without reserve,
· The Liberty of action with reserve
· Individuality means cultivation of the self,
· Individuality and liberty are together 
· This results in social progress
It is desirable, in short, that in things which do not primarily concern others, individuality should assert itself. Where, not the persons’ own character, but the traditions or customs of other people are the rule of conduct, there is wanting one of the principal ingredients of human happiness, and quite the chief ingredient of individual and social progress.
The Dialectic of Liberty and Individuality
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The Thesis
1. Freedom of action and freedom of thought are interrelated, interdependent, and indivisible, 
2. The dialectic of the individuality/liberty is the source of social progress
3. Accordingly, individuality:
a. Enhances individual happiness & well being, Individuality is the causes of individual wellbeing.
b. Causes the improvement of social, political, and economic progress.
Individuality = Human Character
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Human Character as the Source of Progress
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Social Progress Depends on Individuality
1. Individuality is attained/developed as long as people enjoy their own liberty.
2. Individuality extends itself beyond the confine of the person. 
3. People who exercise their liberty as individuals are valuable for themselves and for others. 

In proportion to the development of his individuality, each person becomes more valuable to himself, and is therefore capable of being more valuable to others. There is a greater fullness of life about his own existence, and when there is more life in the units there is more in the mass which is composed of them.

Individuality is Intrinsically Valuable 
· Individuality  from subjectivist view towards an objectivist perspective.
· From hedonistic individualism  individuality in the social spectrum which is itself intrinsically valuable,
· Individuality requires a moral obligation for human wellbeing

Having said that the individuality is the same thing with development, and that it is only the cultivation of individuality, which produces, or can produce, well-developed human beings. 
 
Individuality and Human Well-being
· Both people and society are fallible in their moral judgments
· We need to discover what is valuable for (conducive to) human wellbeing. 
· Individuality is intrinsically important because it is conducive to the highest cultivation of the selfhood.
… the highest and most harmonious development of his powers into a complete and consistent whole.
· It is also instrumentally valuable because by its practice we can learn form each other how to improve happiness in both individual and social levels.
Conclusion
1. Individuality as the development of distinctly human faculties;
The qualities which are the distinctive endowment of a human being… the human faculties of perception, judgment, discriminative feeling mental activity, and even moral preference”

2. There is no universal happiness; what constitutes happiness differs from person to person
Is it not by wearing down into uniformity all that is individual in themselves, but by cultivating it and calling it forth, within the limits imposed by the rights and interests of others, that human beings become a noble and beautiful object of contemplation. 

3. Cultivation of individuality means enhancing the endowment of a human being
The human faculties of perception, judgment, discriminative feeling, mental activity, and even moral preference, are exercised only in making a choice. 

4. The free development of individuality is one of the leading essentials of well-being
There is wanting one of the principal ingredients of human happiness and quite the chief ingredient of individual and social progress. 
Immanuel Kant – What is Enlightenment?
Enlightenment: Basic Tenets
· Scientific and intellectual developments started from 17th century.
· Rationalism of Rene Descartes
· Skepticism of Pierre Bayle 
· Pantheism of Benedict de Spinoza
· Empiricism of Francis bacon and John Locke.
· Tenets of enlightenment:
1. Rational approach to social, political and religious perspectives.
2. A secular worldwide
3. Belief in human perfectibility and rational progress, (rationalization/modernization of development).
Socio-Political Outcomes
· Sweeping away the Middle Ages world views, social structures and the philosophy of life, 
· French revolution  dissolving of hierarchical social orders in favor of liberty, equality, and fraternity.
· The Encyclopedie  the emergence of a powerful self-reflective movement in Germany.
· Enlightenment  the most formative element in the project of modernity. 
· An intellectual movement
· The main socio-political and economic current of modern time. 
Immanuel Kant
· The most important thinker of ethical liberalism
· The founding father of today’s discourse of human rights, 
· Deeply inspired by Plato, Saint Augustine, Jean Jacques Rousseau
· The founding father of deontological ethics (ethics of duty)
· More that 50 books and essays
· Critique of Pure Reason
· Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Moral
· What is Enlightenment 
· The Ide of World Federation
Main Ideas of the Enlightenment
1. Authority of reason,
2. Perfectibility and progress
3. Confidence in individual ability to design and construct the law of social interaction
4. Principles governing nature, but more importantly man and society
5. Creation of a society where all men could realize their full potentials.
6. Confirmation of freedom (intellectuals and social).
Immanuel Kant – An Answer to the Question: What is Enlightenment?
Konigsberg, Prussia
30th September 1784

1. The Idea of Autonomy
· A process for freedom
· Bridging rational capacity with autonomy =emancipation
· Emancipation = enjoyment of freedom
Enlightenment is man’s emergence from his self-imposed immaturity. Immaturity is the inability to use one’s understanding without guidance from another. This immaturity is self-imposed when its cause lies not in lack of understanding, but in lack of resolve and courage to use it without guidance from another. Sapere Aude! [dare to know] “Have courage to use your own understanding!” – that is the motto of the enlightenment. 
2. Freedom in the Public Sphere
· Enlightenment is the spirit of political/ethical liberalism
· Autonomy = a determined will to decide independently of others (a revolution within), 
· Causes of immaturity
Laziness and cowardice are the reasons why so great a proportion of men, long after nature has released them from alien guidance (natura-liter majorennes) nonetheless gladly remain in lifelong immaturity, and why it is so easy for others to establish themselves as their guardians. It is so easy to be immature.
3. Modern Man and Freedom to Choose 
Freedom and Responsibility
· An articulated conception of autonomy
· The barriers against autonomy lie within our intellectuality
· Why others could rule over us?
Thus, it is difficult for any individual man to work himself out of the immaturity that has all but become his nature. He has even become fond of this state and for the time being is actually incapable of using his own understanding, for no one has ever allowed him to attempt it… Consequently, only a few have succeeded, by cultivating their own minds, in freeing themselves from immaturity and pursuing a secure course. 
4. The Public Should Enlighten Itself
· Only a few use their own autonomy?
· How to release ourselves from immaturity?
· How to cultivate our autonomy?
· Why emancipation is difficult?
But that the public should enlighten itself is more likely; indeed, if it is only allowed freedom, enlightenment is almost inevitable. For even among the entrenched guardians of the great masses a few will always think for themselves, a few who, after having themselves thrown off the yoke of immaturity, will spread the spirit of a rational appreciation for both their own worth and for each person’s calling to think for himself. 
A Tentative Conclusion
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5. Enlightenment is Emancipatory
· Revolution is not the right prescription
· What is required, however, is freedom.
“Nothing is required for this enlightenment, however, except freedom; and the freedom in question is the least harmful of all, namely, the freedom to use reason publicly in all matters. But on all sides I hear; “Do not argue!” The officer says, “Do not argue, drill!” The taxman says, “Do not argue, pay!” The pastor says, “Do not argue, believe!” (Only one ruler in the World says, “Argue as much as you want and about whatever you want, but obey!”) In this we have examples of pervasive restrictions on freedom. 
6. Secularism
· How to practice your autonomy and enjoy your freedom?
· What makes the public reason different form private reason?
· Why the public use of reason is emancipatory?
[bookmark: _GoBack]I reply: The public use of one’s reason must always be free, and it alone can bring about enlightenment among mankind: the private use of reason may, however, often be very narrowly restricted, without otherwise hindering the progress of enlightenment. By the public use that anyone as a scholar makes of reason before the entire literate world. I call the private use of reason that which a person may make in a civic post or office that has been entrusted to him.
7. Open Society and Its Enemies
	Private Sphere
	Public Sphere

	Reason, rational
	Reasonable

	Pure Reason
	Socially constructed

	Religious beliefs, family home…
	Socio-political and economic life

	The conception of good
	The notion of right

	Religious dogmatism
	Enlightenment religions

	Justice? Not clear
	Justice as fairness

	Pre-modern = No Liberty
	Modern = Liberty

	Affiliation is ascribed
	It is a matter of choice

	Self regarding
	Other-regarding

	Community
	Society


8. Are we Leaving in an Enlightened Era?
· We are living in an enlightening era
· We have not reached the full autonomy
· An era of a benevolent despot
· This is a prerequisite for an enlightened age
If it is now asked, “Do we presently live in an enlightened age?” the answer is, “No, but we do live in an age of enlightenment.” As matters now stand, a great deal is still lacking in order for men as a whole to be, or even to put themselves into a position to be able without external guidance to apply understanding confidently to religious issues. But we do have clear indications that the way is now being opened for men to proceed freely in this direction and that the obstacles to general enlightenment–to their release from their self-imposed immaturity–are gradually diminishing. In this regard, this age is the age of enlightenment, the century of Frederick.
Immanuel Kant: Perceptual Peace: A Philosophical Sketch
Konigsberg, Prussia 1795

Perceptual Peace: An Introduction 
· Perceptual peace is a matter of enlightenment 
· Human progress
·  Foundations of political community
· Precedence of morality over the prudence
· A well-ordered international relations is required for fulfillment of human condition
· Presenting the main idea of enlightenment to international relations. 
· Peace is possible because people follow their own moral commitments
· Peace is possible at three levels:
· Individual
· National
· International Levels
Public Sphere Beyond the National Scope
1. International Sphere is possible
Enlightened  from freedom,
In conformity with the principle of humanity  Transcendental formula of public rights
2. The harm principle in international level
Responsibility towards other nations  Perceptual peace among nations
Is an end to war possible?
· If we cannot be certain that it is not possible, then it is a duty to try to make it a reality
· Three steps in achieving peace
1. Principle of rationality – human beings follow moral values to create a peaceful life.
2. The rational individuals know that they should bear the costs of war. In the republican system they can prevent their leaders from going to war.
3. Spreading of human rationality, free trade, and republicanism worldwide account for the perceptual peace.
The State of Nature and Kant
· Kant agrees with Hobbes that
· The state of nature is a state of war
· Human beings have a duty to create political communities to get out of that state
Peoples, as states, like individuals, may be judged to injure one another merely by their coexistence in the state of nature (i.e., while independent of external laws). Each of then, may and should for the sake of its own security demand that the others enter with it into a constitution similar to the civil constitution, for under such a constitution each can be secure in his right.

Kant on the State of Nature
· He also agrees with Hobbes that:
· The international system is also in a state of nature and hence of war.
· But, he goes further in saying that we have a duty to end war a well,
· How can we work towards this state, is we do not believe it is impossible?
The state of peace among men living side by side is not the natural state (status naturalis); the natural state is one of war. This does not always mean open hostilities, but at least an unceasing threat of war. A state of peace, therefore, must be established,.....

 Perpetual Peace: A Model Peace Treaty
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1. No treaty of peace shall be held in valid in which there is tacitly reserved matter for a future war
· Otherwise a treaty would be only a truce, a suspension of hostilities but not peace, which means the end of all hostilities – so much  so that even to attach the word ‘perceptual’ to it is a dubious pleonasm.

2. “No independent states, large or small, shall come under the dominion of another state by inheritance, exchange, purchase, or donation”

· A state is not, like the ground which it occupies, a piece of property (patrimonium). It is a society of men whom no one else has any right to command or to dispose except the state itself. It is a trunk with its own roots. 
3. “Standing armies (miles perpetuus) shall in time be totally abolished
· For they incessantly menace other states by their readiness to appear at all times prepared for war; they incite them to compete with each other in the number of armed men, and there is no limit to this. For this reason, the cost of peace finally becomes more oppressive than that of a short war, and consequently a standing army is itself a cause of offensive war
· Elements of the war:
· The power of armies
· Alliances
· Money
· Wars against the society of people 
· How this may impact international relations?
4. No State Shall by Force Interfere with the Constitution or Government of Another State”
· This expedient of seeking aid within or without the state is above suspicion when the purpose is domestic economy (e.g., the improvement of roads, new settlements, establishment of stores against unfruitful years, etc.). But as an opposing machine in the antagonism of powers, a credit system which grows beyond sight and which is yet a safe debt for the present requirements--because all the creditors do not require payment at one time--constitutes a dangerous money power.
5. "No State Shall, during War, Permit Such Acts of Hostility Which Would Make Mutual Confidence in the Subsequent Peace Impossible: Such Are the Employment of Assassins (percussores), Poisoners (venefici), Breach of Capitulation, and Incitement to Treason (perduellio) in the Opposing State"
· These are dishonorable stratagems. For some confidence in the character of the enemy must remain even in the midst of war, as otherwise no peace could be concluded and the hostilities would degenerate into a war of extermination (bellum internecinum). War, however, is only the sad recourse in the state of nature (where there is no tribunal which could judge with the force of law) by which each state asserts its right by violence and in which neither party can be adjudged unjust (for that would presuppose a juridical decision); in lieu of such a decision, the issue of the conflict (as if given by a so-called "judgment of God") decides on which side justice lies. But between states no punitive war (bellum punitivum) is conceivable, because there is no relation between them of master and servant.
Perceptual Peace: Definitive Articles
1. “The civil constitution of Every state should be republican” principle of civil right
· What is a republican constitution?
· Freedom of all members of society – men
· Dependence of dependence of all upon a single common legislation – subjects
· The law of their equality – citizens
2. “The law od nations shall be founded on a federation of free states” (principle of international right)
3. “The Law of the World Citizenship shall be limited to conditions of Universal Hospitality” (principle of cosmopolitan right).
A Republican Constitution
· A constitution where the people are only subject to laws it gives itself
· But the executive and legislative power are separate
Republicanism is the political principle of the separation of the executive power (the administration) from the legislative; despotism is that of the autonomous execution by the state of laws which it has itself decreed. Thus in a despotism the public will is administered by the ruler as his own will. 

Why is it Peaceful?
· When a people (through its representatives) has to decide on whether or not to go to war, it will weigh its costs much more carefully than when a despotic ruler decides the question
The republican constitution, besides the purity of its origin (having sprung from the pure source of the concept of law), also gives a favorable prospect for the desired consequence, i.e., perpetual peace...... on the other hand, in a constitution which is not republican, and under which the subjects are not citizens, a declaration of war is the easiest thing in the world to decide upon

A Federation of Free States 
· A federation of free state is definitely needed for the perpetual peace
· It is not a world state or a super-state with the absolute sovereignty over others. What is the reason for this?
· The reason is that nature has separated us in terms of culture, language…
· It is against the liberty of people
· It is concerned only with regulating international disputes among its members.
This league does not tend to any dominion over the power of the state but only to the maintenance and security of the freedom of the state itself and of other states in league with it, without there being any need for them to submit to civil laws and their compulsion, as men in a state of nature must submit.

Why is this Peaceful?
1. It is a federation of free states, i.e., republican states
2. Such states would be tied together by relations which make war prohibited
The practicability (objective reality) of this idea of federation, which should gradually spread to all states and thus lead to perpetual peace, can be proved. For if fortune directs that a powerful and enlightened people can make itself a republic, which by its nature must be inclined to perpetual peace, this gives a fulcrum to the federation with other states so that they may adhere to it and thus secure freedom under the idea of the law of nations. By more and more such associations, the federation may be gradually extended.

Cosmopolitan Right as the Right of Hospitality
· The right to visit and trade (not necessarily to live)
· Trade is ultimately incompatible with war
· It counteracts our natural ‘separating’ tendencies (via language, culture etc.) and creates mutual understanding. 
· Kant argues against ‘conquest’ in the name of trade
· The “spirit of trade” sooner or later dominates every people.
Triangulating Peace
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Second DGD Notes
February 12, 2016
I- What are the motivations for moving away from the state of nature to social transactions? You need to discuss this properly.
· Hobbes: Constant state of violence. We don’t want to be killed. Because there is a scarcity of resources. If we simply comply, the government will protect us. 
· Locke: To regulate the natural law. Wants the state to help direct you in life to reach your goals and capabilities. Very primitive. Focused on avoiding the state of war. Justice system – suggest that when we are in the state of nature we have the right to protect ourselves and punish those that have done wrong to us, because there is no state doing this for us. 
· Smith: differs between the two. You should enjoy your own freedom and the state has a role but it shouldn’t control everything because during the industrial revolution it was more freedom orientated. Focused on moral capitalism. Private property – needing a state to encourage exchanges. He believes in non-intervention from the state in exchanges. Smith believes that modern man wants everything so he suggests that we need to move out of social contract because we need to fulfill our potentials. We cannot make everything for ourselves so this is why he suggests the division of labor. If we collaborate in this way everyone in society will benefit. 

II- What are the purposes of collaboration in the social relations?
· Smith: He talks about imagining yourself in another persons shoes. Imaginative capacities, you have to collaborate with others because it is self interest but you don’t want or hurt them if your picturing yourself in their shoes. So you can collaborate together but you cant infringe on each other or harm each other. 
· Locke: Everyone needs to consent to the system. Theoretical consent. To be able to form laws and to punish people and the make a way for self interest. 
· Hobbes: The only purpose is to come together for everyone to submit their rights to the head of the leviathan. Outside of this there is no reason to collaborate because everyone is out to kill each other because of the scarcity of resources. 
III- What is the source of morality in Smith in comparison to Locke and Hobbes?
· Smith: The base of morality is placing yourself in someone other’s shoes so you can decide what is moral. Huge on conscious. If you were to do something there would be moral judgment. 
· Locke: Using personal experiences what is reasonable to decide what is moral. You can have your freedoms but you have to respect each other’s equality, if your actions infringe on other peoples freedoms, than you are breaking the natural law. There is a natural morality but in toleration and the toleration of other people’s view of society in the world. 
· Hobbes: Everything is moral as long as it is defending yourself. 
IV- What is the role of the state in Hobbes, Locke, and Smith
· Hobbes: He says that the role of the state is to be in absolute power with the Leviathan. Everyone gives up their rights in the state of nature. The state must put its citizens first. It is moral to go into states and fight and loose their citizens lives because it is for the best of their citizens essentially. 
· Smith: The state is there to protect your rights and capabilities. But not to provide them with the goods, because that is the role of the market and the govt shouldn’t have any interactions with the markets. 
· Locke: 
Smith’s morality; notions to be argued
· Sympathy, what is the importance of this term for a morally correct judgment making
· Conscience
· The impartial spectator 
· The invisible hand versus visible hand 
· You can also argue in what way Smith is a liberal thinker and why his account of political economy must be seen as amoral capitalism. (Students who were absent in class may have difficulties in discussing these conceptions) 
Midterm Review
1. How is the social contract between citizens and government convened?
a. Once the Leviathan has been elected has the head of the social contract, he doesn’t have to submit his rights to anyone because everyone submits to him. He is above the social contract, it doesn’t apply to him. The Leviathan can be any sort of head of state, it can be an institution or a person. The Leviathan can sentence someone to death even though this breaks the social contract but he is above it. The Leviathan can oppress people through the  social contract. The Leviathan is an absolute authority, it is important to maintain the social contract because having one thing to have people focused on and the structure in order. To protect the state and security, before the Leviathan everything was chaos. It provides common defense. The state of nature is man against every man, the Leviathan submit their freedom and liberty to it to receive peace through the social contract. 
2. What would modern philosophers think of this absolute authority today?
a. Locke talked about how absolute power needs to be regulated by natural law, which leads to the harm? Principle.  Hobbes – if you do what your told you wont get killed. If you try to stray away from the hierarchy this is what will kill you. 
b. John Stuart Mill – It goes against your freedom. When you express your ideas, you understand what is true and false. We should still have a ruler, just be able to express ourselves freely.  

DO NOT STUDY KANT FOR THIS MIDTERM.

a. The two hypothesis Stuart Mill
a. What he believes about the freedom of expression. Two reasons why you shouldn’t be allowed to suppress someone else’s freedoms. It is by discussion that we experience things. He didn’t want to silence people because he wanted to make sure that everyone felt equal, and he wanted to keep the discussion going. Key words in the text. Infallibility, social evil, discussion, dissenting opinion.
b. John Stuart Mill  - social tyranny, pre modern era, you could at least see the person but in democratic tyranny it is not visible, it is the minority that is being oppressed. Harder to fight against because it is a group of majority against a group of minority not just one.  

· Adam Smith – Moral sentiment – 
· Difference between individualism and individuality. Read into Mill. Modern and ancient society. 
· Individuality – Constant. More the person themselves because they are the character that is more unique in the community. Modernity comes from individuality as social based thinking. Another persons individuality relies on your, you cant enjoy yours if someone else cant enjoy theirs. 
· 
· Individualism – is more communal, The individualism of society. Ancient society was community based thinking so more individualism. We are not responsible for another person. Community based ancient thinking. 
Utopian Socialism – Ethical Socialism (Social Democracy)
Class 13 & 14
Part One – Utopian Socialism
· Plato on utopia and pure communist state (in the Republic), 
· Judeo-Christian belief in the common good, which takes precedence over individual desires,
· In its modern sense, term socialism coined in 1827 by British socialist Robert Owen to describe his view of a cooperative new society.
Early Modern Socialism
· Thomas More (1478-1535), 
· Wrote Utopia which is a description of an ideal city,
· Presented as a dialogue of sorts between Hythloday, a citizen of Utopia, and More, who is a visiting ambassador to the continent.
· ““...the only way to promote the well being of the public as a whole is to establish equality of all goods.  If we have equal distribution of assets, then we eliminate class conflict and thus much of the strife in our political life”
Industrial Revolution
· Industrial Revolution caused many problems: inequality, exclusion, poverty…..
· What to do?
1. The market would eventually fix the problems (liberalism), 
2. A change in the structure society (Socialism),
3. Modified liberalism (social liberalism).
 Socialism: A Very Short Definition
· A claim that industrial capitalism had created a large gap between the rich and the poor.
· There is a need for a system in which the people as a whole (rather than private individuals) own all property and operate all businesses.
· Socialism cares less about individual ownership rights.  Rather, does more care about the interests of society as a whole.
Two Pillars of Socialism
· Egalitarianism or equality.  Humankind will be unified and cooperate with each other, once wealth is owned and used for the common good.  Capitalism exploits the very people who create society’s wealth.
· Moralism. Capitalism is fundamentally unjust because divides society into the rich & the poor. Socialism addresses this inequality. The ideal future emphasizes social justice and true liberty for all.   
In Summary
Liberal political parties in 19th century Europe failed to address the desperate needs of working people.
· Classical liberalism viewed poverty as an individual choice or failure, not the result of social structures
· In addition, they were suspicious of big government.
· Socialism provides a conception of individual responsibility as well as the government.
· Socialist argue: The future with industrial advancement will account for perfect societies.
· But, there is a need for abolition of private ownership as well as monopoly of capitalist forces over the
sources, means, and social relations of production. 
Utopian Socialism
· Remember The Enlightenment. It was a movement that grew out of a concern for freedom of people and their environment,
· Thinkers of the Enlightenment believed that a perfect person could be created if one could create the perfect environment,
· Thus ideal political, economic, and social institutions are needed in order to create perfect people. (Utopian Socialism),
· Utopian socialists examined the possibilities of creating perfect people,
· When the French Revolution did not achieve all the goals that some people felt it should have, there was a call for radical change (socialism),
· Utopian socialist were visionary, romantic and even religious.
Part Two – Utopian Socialism – Saint-Simon – Robert Owen – Charles Fourier

Claude Henri de Rouvroy Comte de Saint-Simon (1760-1825)
· Today, for the first time since the existence of societies it is a question of organising a totally new system; of replacing the celestial with the terrestrial, the vague by the positive, and the poetic by the real. 
· Reaction against the bloodshed during the French revolution; The philosopher … is not just an observer, he is an actor; he is an actor of the highest kind in a moral world because it is his opinion of what the world must become that regulates society. 
An Admirer of Enlightenment
· Letters from an Inhabitant of Geneva to His Contemporaries - 1803, 
· Certainty in morality and politics would emerge from the application of the scientific method to the social order. 
· Three different classes of people: 
· The first … marches under the banner of the progress of the human mind. It is composed of scientists, artists and all those who hold liberal ideas. On the banner of the second is written ‘No innovation!’ All proprietors who do not belong in the first category are part of the second. The third class, which rallied round the slogan of ‘Equality’ is made up of the rest of the people. 
The Form of the Government
· Government is the administrative body of expert elites,
· No to democracy, no to free market
· Rater, a hierarchy of experts and scientists.
· L’Organizateur: an attack on the prevailing power,
· Chaterism of Industry: by bringing scientists and industrialists together working for the same goal – the “production of useful things” – would real progress be made, serving everybody’s needs.
· Economics should always be “NORMATIVE” rather the “POSITIVE”.
· Toward a defense of enfranchisement and abolition of inheritance.

Robert Owen (1771-1858)
· British and Foreign Consolidated Association of Industry, Humanity, and Know ledge,
· The goal was the creation of a New Moral World.
· His books 
· New View of Society
· New Moral World,
·  Autobiography, Revolution in Mind and Practice of the Human Race.
A Real Humanist Thinker and Manager
· man is essentially a healthy animal in body and mind,
· what is necessary for his proper development is a fitting environment. 
· man will develop aright, if he is surrounded by material and immaterial circumstances which form the suitable soil for his roots.
· Any character, from the best to the worst, from the most ignorant to the most enlightened, may be given to any community in the world at large by the application of proper means, which means are, to a great extent, at the command and under the control of those who have influence in the affairs of men. 
Villages of Cooperation
· The first plans for the establishment of a utopian community: self-contained agricultural communities,
· Workers would drag themselves out of poverty by growing their own food, making their own cloths, and becoming self-governing,
· This model would spread rapidly because:
·  first, it is based on cooperative labour,
· second, people could produce more than private enterprise. 
· However, his model failed, because of
· Lack of support by the government,
· Disinterest of the private sector.
New Lanark Mills: A new cooperative Model 
· He put socialist principles at work by providing to the workers:
· housing
· children’s education
· raised wages
· decrease working hours
· other social improvements to the community
· Results:
· Positive - Made large profits,
· Negative - Other partners removed him from job.
· He got disillusioned and moved to Indiana where he began a new experiment at New Harmony.
Report to the County of Lanark (1821) 
· Character is universally formed for him not by him
· Any habits and sentiments may be given to mankind 
· The affections are not under the control of the individual
· Every individual may be trained to produce far more than he can consume, while there is sufficiency of soil left for him to cultivate
· Nature has provided means by which population may be at all times maintained in the proper state to five the greatest happiness to every individual, without one check of vice or misery
· Any community may be arranged, on a due combination of the forgoing principles, in such a manner as not only to withdraw vice, poverty, and, in a great degree, misery from the world, but also to place every individual under such circumstances in which he shall enjoy more permanent happiness than can be given to any individual under the principles which have heretofore regulated society
· That all the assumed fundamental principles on which society has hitherto been founded are erroneous, and may be demonstrated to be contrary to fact.
· That the change which would follow the abandonment of these erroneous maxims which bring misery to the world, and the adoption of principles of truth, unfolding a system which shall remove and forever exclude that misery, may be effected without the slightest injury to any human being.
New Harmony
· Owen rebelled against the trinity of evils:
a)  private property, 
b) irrational systems of religion, 
c) marriage founded on property and religion
· Alternative was the New Harmony which was founded by the Harmony Society in 1814. 
· Lasted more than a few years as full-fledged socialist communities,
· New Harmony collapsed when one of Owen’s American business partners ran off with all profits. Another problem at New Harmony was motivational. Many workers came to New Harmony as serious adherents of Owenism. Others, however, came to dance and sing and play.
What were causes of this failure?
· Planning socialism within the non-socialist structure of the government,
· Voluntary and isolated plan of socialism,
· The impacts of the Chartist movement,
· A misunderstood socialism,
· Naïve belief in rational humanism,
· Being left alone by partners,
Charles Fourier (1772-1837)
· The real solution of the social problem of poverty.
· His philosophy:
· men are by nature inclined to do right if their wishes are given free play
· they only do what is wrong because they are restrained by the rules of a stupid system called civilization.
· Civilization is the great enemy.
· It must be replaced with social organization based on 1) association, and 2) harmony, 
· Communities are held together by love rather than coercion. 
The role of Passions of man
· He grounds his philosophy on passions of man:
· The senses (touch, taste, hearing, sight, and smell); 
· The soul (friendship, love, ambition and parenthood); 
· The distributive (cabalist, flitting, and  composite) which ensured the balance of all the others.
· The union of all leads to Unitiisme, the feeling of oneness between the individual and the multitude.
· Unitiisme-which meant, in other words, that men are naturally inclined to club together in social groups and work together for mutual good, instead of fighting with one another under the system of competition.
Phalange or Social Union
· Conflicts and fights are the outcomes of the competitive system, 
· To replace it, one must think about phalange.
Part Three – Ethical Socialism/ Liberal Welfarism 
Thomas Hill Green (1836-1882)
· Free market was not as self-regulating system being able to solve all problems. 
· Because manufacturers can create monopoly in market. 
· Class positions play important role. 
· Social/welfare liberalism helps the establishment of the right to form unions, unemployment, health insurance, environment protection, educational opportunity, wage and hour laws. 
What is Social Liberalism?
· Old-stripe liberalism = today’s libertarianism
· Mainstream liberalism = political liberalism doubtful of the common good (public interest)
· Social liberalism:
· Individual freedom
· Common good 
Define Common Good
· Individuals own good is parallel with the good of the community 
· Individuals are bound by the pursuit of common values/goals. 
Common Good in Prolegomena to Ethics
Questions 
1. What is required for rule in a democratic society to be effective?
2. How do individuals consent to governing institutions and practices that serve or create purposes with which they can identify?
answer
a) Only through securing wide social consent to purposes of government could the state actuate and express the ‘moral ideal’.
b) If the conception of a common good fails to make in the citizen of the ostensibly democratic state ‘a loyal subject, if not an intelligent patriot’, it is ‘a sign that the state is not a true state’.
c) Only when ‘the nation [is] organised in the form of a self-governing community’, would large numbers of citizens develop a ‘passion’ for serving the national community, ‘whether in the way of defending it from external attack, or developing it from within’.
Common Good: Equality and Justice
· Old liberalism:
A. Justice through people’s pursue of their own good,
B. No need of thinking about the communal values,
C. The harm principle is the condition. 
· Social liberalism:
A. Individualism is bound within community,
B. Good of self-determination,
C. Individualism + responsibility 
·  The real opportunity, equality (equity),
·  A positive account of freedom 
Beyond the Abstract Individualism
· Beyond the abstractness of individual rights and freedom
· The common good means ‘the final satisfaction of our potential or the true fulfilment of our being’. 
· A common good means ‘an interest or value that is shared by members of a community’, and is ‘one version or an attempt at’ the common good.
· the common good ‘must be a social life, in which all men freely and consciously co-operate, since otherwise the possibilities of their nature could not be realised in it’
Rooted Individualism = Organic Social Bonds
· Individualism within the goals of the community,
· Equality in a cooperative social life,
· An organic conception of society.
· ‘concept of society entailed the fulfilment of shared goods which were not any thing which one man or set of men can gain or enjoy to the exclusion of others, but ... a spiritual activity in which all may partake, and in which all must partake, if it is to amount to a full realisation of the faculties of the human soul’
· 
· Individuality within the social bounds. 
Self-Development and Development of others
· Beyond the natural rights, 
· Rights as derivative of, and conditional on, their contribution to the good of community = for justice,
·  Rights are essential for self-development, and for development of others. 
· Green went beyond this ... notion [of formal equality] and argued for a stronger form of equality. Clearly this was not a total equality of outcome. Green recognised the benefits of a competitive society that allowed differences of reward and talent. Instead, Green’s argument appears to reflect Plant’s third option, democratic equality. Inequalities, while allowable, were only acceptable if they were justifiable in terms of the common good

The ideal of community is a community of fully developed rational beings—a Kingdom of Ends. Therefore, it is based upon mutual recognition between fully developed agents. Only when everyone is, and is understood to be, fully developed and morally equal can anyone gain full positive freedom. For this reason, it is a conceptual requirement that all members of this kingdom fully realise all of their truly human potentials. Consequently, the individual should seek to develop himself as well as other people.

Think Critically 
1. Other-regarding does not damage individuality,
2. It is beyond individual altruism,
· In the condition of inequality and poverty active public service is required, 
· A need for a cooperative system – the vice of community,
· Duty to secure people’s rights,
· The government takes this responsibility – beyond non-intervention & free market.
Marxism – Manifesto of the Communist Party and Critique of the Gatha Program
Karl Marx (1818 – 1883)
· A turbulent context:
· Unrest and protest Chartism,
· Exploitation of workers – long hours, low pay,
· Periodic unemployment,
· No universal right to vote,
· He argues that all malaises derive for a greedy capitalist system, 
· Capitalists and workers are thrown together into relations of production,
· These two groups are locked in mortal combat.
His Revolutionary Theory
· A turbulent context:
· Unrest and protest Chartism,
· Exploitation of workers – long hours, low pay,
· Periodic unemployment,
· No universal right to vote,
· He argues that all malaises derive for a greedy capitalist system, 
· Capitalists and workers are thrown together into relations of production,
· These two groups are locked in mortal combat.
The Manifesto of the Communist Party
· It was written for the communist league in 1848,
· 1848: an age of revolutions – the spring of nations, 
· One of the world’s most influential manuscripts,
A little girl about seven years old had a job as scavenger—she was to collect incessantly, from the factory floor, the flying fragments of cotton that might impede the work... while the hissing machinery passed over her, and when this is skillfully done, and the head, body, and the outstretched limbs carefully glued to the floor, the steady moving, but threatening mass, may pass and repass over the dizzy head and trembling body without touching it. But accidents frequently occur; and many are the flaxen locks, rudely torn from infant heads, in the process. - Michael Armstrong, the Factory Boy (1840)
Working Condition in Mid 19th Century
The 1833 Factory Act  - UK Parliament
1-  excessive hours: 6 a.m. to 7 p.m. and often longer
2- shortage of mealtimes: 40 minutes at noon, and no  opportunity to rest 
3- poor conditions of work: dust, filth, unguarded  machinery, heavy lifting
4- dangers to health: constant bending, exhaustion,  deformity 
5- cruelty of overseers: strapping, heavy penalties for unpunctuality and so on 
6- fear was engendered in a 'culture of violence' 
7- complicity of parents in promoting child labor
Purpose of the Communist Manifesto
· The Manifesto was a call to the working classes, to rise up and liberate themselves from the perceived chains of capitalism.
· This would be achieved by replacing all private property with community property.
· The manifesto established what the goals of the Communist league were, and what it was to become.
The Key Manifesto Quote
· Communists disdain to conceal their views and aims.  They openly declare that their ends can be attained only by the forcible overthrow of all existing social conditions.  Let the ruling classes tremble at a communist revolution.  The proletariat have nothing to lose but their chains.  They have a world to win. 
· WORKERS OF THE WORLD, UNITE!”
The Manifesto of the Communist Party 
Introduction  Bourgeois and Proletarians  Proletarians and Communist  Socialist and Communist Literature  Position of the Communists in relation to the various existing opposition parties. 

Introduction
· A spectre is haunting Europe -- the spectre of communism. All the powers of old Europe have entered into a holy alliance to exorcise this spectre: Pope and Tsar, Metternich and Guizot, French Radicals and German police-spies.
Two Things Results from this fact:
I. Communism is already acknowledged by all European powers to be itself a power.
II. It is high time that Communists should openly, in the face of the whole world, publish their views, their aims, their tendencies, and meet this nursery tale of the spectre of communism with a manifesto of the party itself.
Bourgeois and Proletarians
· The history of all hitherto existing society is the history of class struggles, 
· Freeman & slave
·  patricians  plebeian
·  lord  serf
·  guild-master  journeyman
· Oppressor  oppressed 
· The bourgeoisie has, through its exploitation of the world market, given a cosmopolitan character to production and consumption in every country.
Class Struggle
Primitive Communism  Feudalism  Capitalism  Dictatorship of Proletariat  Communism
· The history of all hitherto existing society is the history of class struggles.
Bourgeoisie Facing Inherent Contradictions
· The Bourgeoisie is a product o historical developments,
· It has historically played a most revolutionary part,
· The bourgeoisie cannot live without extending of monopoly over the means and social relations of production, 
· It is not only a system of economic exploitation. 
· It also exploits the world,
· Everything is exchanged an commodity,
· Commodity fetishism,
· The end result is a social crisis. 
Overproduction Crisis 
The impoverishment of proletariat 
[image: Macintosh HD:Users:maddymarsh:Desktop:Screen Shot 2016-03-27 at 10.36.58 AM.png]
Bourgeoisie’s Response to Crisis
Enforces destruction of a mass productive forces  the conquest of new markets  The more exploitation of the old ones
The Dialectic of Change
[image: Macintosh HD:Users:maddymarsh:Desktop:Screen Shot 2016-03-27 at 10.40.43 AM.png]
· Modern bourgeois private property is the final and most complete expression of the system of producing and appropriating products that is based on class antagonism, on the exploitation of the many by the few.
Impoverishment of Workers
· “He becomes an appendage of the machine, and it is only the most simple, most monotonous, and most easily acquired knack, that is required of him… as the repulsiveness of the work increases, the wage decreases.”	-- The Communist Manifesto
· As a result of capitalism workers have become estranged from themselves. Capitalism has also severed their connection with each other
The Ills and Evils of Capitalism
· In one word, for exploitation, veiled by religious and political illusions, it has substituted naked, shameless, direct, brutal exploitation… The bourgeoisie has stripped of its halo every occupation hitherto honored and looked up to with reverent awe.  It has converted the physician, the lawyer, the priest, the poet, the man of science, into its paid wage-laborers.  
The Communist Manifesto
Sequence of Revolutionary Changes
Economic Crises  Workers Impoverished  Revolutionary Consciousness  Seizure of the Power  Dictatorship of Proletariat  Withering away of the power  Communism
Capitalism is a Social Power
· The wage labour does not create any property for the labourer?  It creates capital, i.e., that kind of property which exploits wage labour, and which cannot increase except upon conditions of begetting a new supply of wage labour for fresh exploitation. Property, in its present form, is based on the antagonism of capital and wage labour. Let us examine both sides of this antagonism.
· To be a capitalist, is to have not only a purely personal, but a social status in production. Capital is a collective product, and only by the united action of many members, nay, in the last resort, only by the united action of all members of society, can it be set in motion.
· Capital is therefore not only personal; it is a social power.
Proletariat and Communists
[image: Macintosh HD:Users:maddymarsh:Desktop:Screen Shot 2016-03-27 at 10.46.51 AM.png]
The Communists are distinguished from the other working-class parties by this only:
(1) In the national struggles of the proletarians of the different countries, they point out and bring to the front the common interests of the entire proletariat, independently of all nationality.
(2) In the various stages of development which the struggle of the working class against the bourgeoisie has to pass through, they always and everywhere represent the interests of the movement as a whole.
The Communist Manifesto
Measure to Achieve a Classless Society
1. Abolition of property in land and application of all rents of land to public purposes.
2. A heavy progressive or graduated income tax.
3. Abolition of all rights of inheritance.
4. Confiscation of the property of all emigrants and rebels.
5. Centralization of credit in the banks of the state, by means of a national bank with state capital and an exclusive monopoly.
6. Centralization of the means of communication and transport in the hands of the state.
7. Extension of factories and instruments of production owned by the state; the bringing into cultivation of waste lands, and the improvement of the soil generally in accordance with a common plan.
8. Equal obligation of all to work. Establishment of industrial armies,
· especially for agriculture.
9. Combination of agriculture with manufacturing industries; gradual abolition of all the distinction between town and country by a more equable distribution of the populace over the country.
10. Free education for all children in public schools. Abolition of children's factory labor in its present form. Combination of education with industrial production, etc.
The Communist Society
· Proletariat does not need the existence of other classes,
· Human history moves inextricably toward communism,
· There is a need to abolish the division of labor, the system of wage-labor, and private property in general
The proletarian movement is the self-conscious, independent movement of the immense majority, in the interests of the immense majority.  The proletariat, the lowest stratum of society, cannot stir, cannot raise itself up, without the whole superincumbent strata of official society being sprung into the air.”  
-- The Communist Manifesto

The Communist Society
· The communist society is a classless society that is free of exploitation and alienation
·  The principle of the communism
From each according to his ability, to each according to his needs.
The communism is a system where:
In place of the old bourgeois society, with its classes and class antagonisms, we shall have an association, in which the free development of each is the condition for the free development of all.”
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