[bookmark: _GoBack]Exam Review! Friday, October 28, 2011. Mid Term tomorrow lolololol

What is politics? The elements of politics: Social (more than one) process (activity) conflict (conflicting interests/ideas) Binding decisions (on everyone to whom the decisions apply) Enforced (to everyone who disobeys)

What is the state? Territorial community centralized governing authority, sovereignty, including monopoly of legitimate violence. 

Aristotles two questions
1) who rules? One? Few? Many?
2) In whose interests? In the ruler’s interests? 

What is power? The ability to produce results. Influencing others behavior. Power can take several forms: coercion, influence, manipulation, and then HARD POWER (military threat, economic sanction) vs SOFT POWER (getting people to want what you have) 
What is authority? The right to command! Legitimate power. The right to punish those who disobey. Is state authority justified? 

The state of nature a thought experiment by Hobbes! 
Imagine life without the state and political power
Hobbes claims is would be the worst thing you could imagine – no state protection!
We need a powerful state to avoid disastrous interpersonal conflict. 
Main premises: human nature (self interested, self conscious of people judging, in search of felicity etc * review) 
Three reasons to attack: 1) competition for gain 2) Lack of Trust for safety (best D is a good O) 3) Glory/reputation – we care about what ppl think of us/ or reputation. 

Fundamental law: seek peace, if you can get it
Second law: lay down natural rights if others do too.
Third law: perform your covenants (I give you the money you do something for me … trust!) 

John Locke: different from Hobbes! 
Why we need a state: inconveniences… the problem is the administration of justice. Some people lack the power to enforce the law of nature. Conflict about the law of nature (everyone should be preserved/humanity should be preserved) 
Locke’s state of nature is a state of peace. Equality in the sense that you can kill me I can kill you if youre Hobbes, but if your Locke its everyone has the rights to life liberty and property!
Law of Nature
Natural Liberty

Rousseau 
On human nature: desire for self-preservation! Pity or compassion for the suffering of others. 
How change happens in the state of nature: Free will and the capacity for self improvement. (tool making, language, cooperation, envy of the skills of others …you’re better at knife making then me… leisure/free time etc) 
Savage comes together for this… then comes along private property… then the rich try to justify and protect there shit so they create a state with their interests in mind. 

Anarchism: We would be better without government (absence of ruler) Cooperation is possible without coercion) 

Universal political obligations
Justifying the state = showing that there are universal political obligations 
Should we obey the law because it’s the law? 
Voluntarism and the social contract: Voluntarism is when the states political authority depends on my consent
Social contract: political obligation based on contract or agreement. But does everyone agree to obey?

Consent:    Express
Tacit (you don’t like it here leave….. there are problems with this obviously) 
Hypothetical (you would  in certain situations)

Utilitarianism: Three Parts
Theory of Good: Happiness (intrinsically good/good in its self) 
Commitment to equal concern
Requirement of maximization 

Utilitarianism and political obligation: so when should I obey the law? Obey the law only if in obeying will produce greater happiness than disobeying.
Objection: this is a lawbreaker’s charter 

Objections to utilitarianism: too demanding…asks too much (you should be volunteering in Africa!!) . Too demanding…allows too much (clavery could be permissible)

The principle of fairness: Why should I obey the law? Well look at everything the state does for you! When I receive benefits that I take on my share of the burden. This burden includes restrictions on my freedom like obeying the law. 

Receiving benefits vs accepting benefits: I have a duty of fairness to do my part only if I accept my benefits
Problem: how can we not accept the benefits the state provides… so the fairness principle is flawed… think of gwn peltro example. 

What is democracy? Rule by the many! 
Collective self-rule
A version of government/organizing political think sphere…gov for the ppl of the ppl by the ppl.
It is a historical unpopular view

Key features of representative democracy
Universal rights to vote and stand for office
Elected representatives make decisions
Elections are free, frequent and fair
Freedom of speech, independent media
Freedom of association
Independent judges

Plato against democracy: Democracy is rule by the many. Plato said there is a problem…I mean have you seen these selfish st00pid people? They need to be lead! 
The many are unqualified to rule…the Craft Analogy!  
Philosopher rulers: philosophical training: acquiring knowledge of the human good: Are there political experts? It would be a benevolent dictatorship

Two types of reason for valuing democracy
Intrinsic reasons: self rule and equality
Instrumental reasons: better decisions and better citizens

What on liberty is about: “the nature and limits of the power that can be legitimately exercised by society over the individual”
The need to restrict both state and society (public opinion) in their ability to shape conduct.

Mills radical principle: A person’s freedom to act may be limited only if they threaten to harm another person
Liberty is valuable only for civilized societies, capable of moral progress

Against censorship
Mill defends complete freedom of thought and discussion
It I never justifiable to censo an opinion, whether it is true or false.
Why do we have rights? Not natural rights but instead utility! Everything appeals to utility! We should have free speech to be better people! Better people are more happy! Yay! 
SO why do we have rights? Three answers…
1) No further argument required
2) Custom and convention (weve always had them throughout history etc)
3) Recognizing them maximizes utility

Why liberty, on balance, promote happiness
1) Individuals generally know best what will make them happy
2) Making choices exercises our distinctively human capacities 
3) “Experiments in living” as example to be followed

The problem of distributive justice: Who should get what? One of the big problems of politics…
Who should get what?
What should be distributed?
Money? Opportunities? Rights?
What justifies a system of property rights? 
Utility? Equality? Rights? Freedom?

Locke on private property
Survival
Labor mixing  (we gain property by adding labour to it) … think of tomato juice example
Value-added
Desert (what distributive justice is all about… getting what you deserve! You have a desert claim to the roots of your labour) 
Two provisos: you have a right to whatever you can attain as long as it doesn’t spoil
3) you can privatize as much land as you can as long as some other people have some. 

A pure Capitalist free market
Private property rights
Production for profit
Distribution by market exchange 
Competition

Hayek on Market efficiency: Markets exchange information
Prices signal shortage and surplus 
Profit produces incentives to produce
So, markets satisfy people’s wants 

Market failure… 
Markets by themselves, don’t always function efficiently 
Some goods have externalities….
The cost of producing these goods is externalized. IE pollution… one of the costs is smoke comes out and we all breath it in. Its an external cost… aka not built into the price of the car REVIEW*

John Rawls

Hypothetical social contract argument
Initial hypothetical choice situation
The original position (OP) models the way we should think when we think about who should get what and is fair!) Models equality of concern… behind the veil of ignorance… no bias don’t know religion, sex, orientation, religion etc!
What principles of justice would be chosen there?

What principles would POPs choose?
1) principle of greatest equal liberties (freedom of speech etc)
2) Principle of fair equal opportunity (anyone can apply for the job, but if you are born into a disadvantaged family we all help you get educated to you have a shot!)
3) Difference principle priority to the least advantaged! 

An intuitive argument: prevailing view: we think equal opportunity is a good thing. Choice and circumstance
We should correction the inequalities in social circumstances and natural talents

Kymlicka’s two objections
Accept the choice-circumstance distinction
1. Compensate for natural disadvantage
2. Don’t subsidize choice

Nozick
Wilt Chamberlain argument
D1 is just
All steps from D1 to D2 are voluntary
So D2 is just
Liberty spsests patterns (you either care about freedom, or about imposing a pattern) 
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