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Political virtu vs. Personal Virtue

Virtu - Viruosity (skill)
Virtue - Moral Virtue (eg. Christian, Confusian, goodness)

Machiavelli (The Prince)

· Opposes Confucius' views
· Illustrates differences btw. virtu and virtue with example of Cesare Borgia(virtu) vc. Agathocles(wicked prince)
· Commendable to use power to bring about worthy, 'good' ends
· Some of our political lives under our control - fortuna also plays a role
· Fortuna: Fortune, chance
· Cesare Borgia 
· Example of using power to achieve noble ends though committed deeds that were not virtuous he had virtu
· Agathocles
· Maintained power = virtu (commendable)
· Not virtu to be an asshole like Agathocles
· Cruelty, brutality, wickedness => Agathocles not among finest men, did nothing worthy with power
· Power is not the end in itself - must be used for worthy cause
· Power for power's sake is pointless
· Sometimes necessary to bend moral rules if ends justify means
· virtu - political leader must at times break rules/ moral code
· Prince with virtu
· Realist, willing to make judgements based on diff. situations
· Willing to sully self for good ends (moral burden - dirty hands article)
· "Cruelty Well Used" vs. "Cruelty Abused" (Ch.8 30 The Prince)
· Well used : To achieve honourable aims (when necessary)
· Abused: For Cruelty's sake, one's own power/advantage (when one feels like it)
· The harsh reality is that Cruelty must at times be used
· A prince must know how to be both man and beast (like animorphs)








Lyndon B. Johnson

· Example of modern politician with virtu
· Strong on domestic policy; achilles - Vietnam
· Twisted arms of other political actors(bully pulpit) in order to achieve his aims
· In order to further his civil rights aims
· aimed to bring about better society
· Not morally virtuous in the moral sense - however brought about good ends in the civil rights act (virtu)

Harenvoque Democracy/Republic - Racially exclusive democracy/republic (ancient Rome)

Gaventa - Power and Powerlessness Ch.1: Three Dimensions Of Power

· Specific conflict investigated was btw. mineworkers and mine-owners
· Mineworkers with legitimate grievances ignored/barred from further demanding help
· Workers became quiescent, no longer bothered airing grievances though grievances remained
· Conflict btw. interests of owners and workers
· Maybe like Pavlov's Dogs 
· Broad concern - Power gap between powerful & powerless and its effects on democratic process
· Democracy : Open system wherein all members solve problems collectively
· Asks why those with most vested interest in voting are generally apathetic politically
· Power - The ability to do or act
· How does power operate within conflicting groups
· Static and Dynamic aspects
· Dimensions cumulative(snowball) 1st leads to 2nd then leads to 3rd
· First Dimension: Power manifest in capacity of one group (A) to prevail over another group (B) in decision making arenas where all groups trying to realize interests
· Work both ways can be turned around
· Civil Rights mvt. can be A, circumvented South went to Presidential power which supersedes South
· Second Dimension: Establishment of barriers to participation(of powerless) - mobilisation of bias (stacking the deck)
· Third Dimension: Shaping, influencing conceptions (understandings, opinions) and views through use of superior resources (Medias, education systems etc.)

 

Foucault - Power & Truth

· Power relationships shaped science
· Understandings based within socio-cultural context
· Truth shaped by prevailing thoughts of time/power dynamics & inequalities
· Racial thinking did not exist prior to 17th century as Europe began colonizing and est. slave trade (hist. context)
· Racial divides shaped by scholarly minds of day
· Challenged credibility of concept of different races
· When one group dominates other beliefs generated that reinforce subordination of dominated group
· Production of truth shaped by power relationships between groups in society
· Science always affected by social context of power dynamics and inequalities of power
· Power shapes what we know and what we accept as "true"
· Political economy of truth: Truth not absolute, affected by political climate/power dynamics
· Foucault has 5 major points in article
· Scientific institutions produce 'authoritative' truths
· Truth is subject to constant econ/political incitement
· 'Truth' circulated, shaped through organized, authorities & systems
· see the text.

Montagu - "race"(relates to Foucault)

· Concept of race does not have to correspond to reality
· Wrote during 1950s - Was a guy even though his name is Ashley
· Common idea of past
· races, subspecies of each other
· Different physical characteristics defined diff. races
· Race is invented, not discovered
· "Classifications of races exist, races do not"



Evolutionary Science With Prof. Baum
· Side note: 93% of human diversity found in each unique group - more variety within groups than across them
· As Europeans dominate world - named themselves superior cause they could
· Monogenism - One common origin (subspecies)
· Polygenism - Different races descended from different species (different Species)
· Idea of race arose in 17th century Europe - largely based on perspective
· Science replaced religion as authority on race - however science broke ideas of race in modern history
· He wrote a book about it - Rise and fall of the caucasian race

Ulrich Beck - "Redifining Power in The Global Age"

· State-power: Major govt. institutions, nation-states
· State power vs. non-governmental power (corporations, NGOs)
· Transnational Corporations - not bound territorially or politically, governed by one particular state
· "Increasing power of the Global Economy" (Increasing power of modern transnational corporations)

1. World economy as a Meta power: Increasingly global, transnational character intensifying. Economy/corporations gradually gaining more power to influence states.
a. Max Weber on the state (state power): “a human community that (successfully) claims the monopoly on the legitimate use of physical force within a given territory."
b. Beck (83) - not the musician: "The pawn - the economy - suddenly becomes the knight (given new possibilities of mobility [for capital] by information technology) and can thus check the king - the state"
i. The corporation can overcome the state, not limited by boundaries of nationality
ii. We imagine the economy as being subservient to politics/politicians (pawns) - reality is that corporations have dynamic role (can become knight) can exert power through investment or lack thereof
c. Globalization not a choice - "organized irresponsibility"

2. De-territorialisation of Power
a. Power($) not located geographically
b. Corporations have no masters
c. Neither illegal nor legitimate
i. No laws barring movement but its shitty

3. Changing boundary between politics and economics (84)
a. Outside bounds of legitimating processes (extra-legal)
b. Need trans-national political institutions to deal with trans-national economic issues
c. No democratic sources for legitimation
d. Think environmental regulations
e. International organisations needed to counter transnational nature of corporations



4. Central Paradox of Neoliberal Model of State and Politics
a. Neoliberal - States shouldn't do that much: Maintain public services, stay out of economic arenas(keep economic climate favourable)
b. Paradox: There remains a lot of work for the state to do - policing, public services, etc.
c. State can't both maintain social services and allow corporations to go unregulated/unreigned

5. The Paradox challenges democratic politics
a. Corporations pit states against one another
b. We have tendency to think of our own state as means to solve problems
i. Problems are transnational - therefore cannot be dealt with by sole nations (eg. global warming)
ii. Global problems require Global Action

6. The Nationality Trap
a. Politics cannot be thought of uniquely at national level
b. Autonomy vs. Sovereignty (p. 86-87)
c. If states think selfishly - will fail
d. Must sacrifice autonomy, can maintain sovereignty
e. "National interest in de-nationalization"

John Locke & Origins of Modern Liberalism

Classical Liberalism - Locke (1680s)

North American Ideologies largely rooted in Liberalist traditions

John Locke (1632-1704)
· Historical Context
· Among first modern Euro liberal thinkers
· Individual rights - Basic Value 
· Individual freedoms - Basic Value
· Equality: Not necessarily same conception as today
· Religious Tolerance: Sanctity of individual conscience => Separation of Church and State (era still dominated by religious ideas, was Christian)
· Divine Kingship/hereditary  rule was norm when he was born
· Kings answered to God alone
· Magna Carta existed 
· Stewart Monarchs not accountable to people => were basis of law
· God commands people to obey king (cause he's the will of god)
· Protestantism dominant doctrine of time
· 1688-1689: Bloodless revolution - Declaration of Rights; ended notion of Divine Kingship, parliament no longer subservient to monarchy (Constitutional Limited Monarchy)
· Monarchy accountable to law as well as subjects
· Era saw beginning of capitalist ideologies

· Two Treatises of Government(1689)

· Second Treatise (1681-1693; Before glorious revolution)
· Provided defence of ideals dominant during glorious revo.
· Legitimate govt. = Based on consent of governed
· Rights and freedoms only for male property holders
· Not representative govt.(atleast of majority of pop.)
· Key Principles
· State of Nature
· "historical state" - America (natural state prior to political institutions "savage")
· No civil government/political authority
· Nor A-Moral; governed by "law of Nature" - intrinsic moral code
· State of "perfect freedom" & "perfect equality"
· All humans fundamentally free & equal
· No common judge - authority

· Law of Nature
· Existed prior to knowledge of its existence
· Moral code within state of nature
· Not everyone will follow Law of Nature => therefore need civil govt.
· Liberty vs. License(like licentiousness - doing what you please)
· One has unlimited liberty not license
· Liberty within bounds of laws of nature
· Nature can't enforce its own laws
· Knowable through reason
· Natural rights of individuals
· Rights to life, health, liberty, possessions
· Govt.'s purpose to protect rights ^

· State of War
· Arises through violating Laws of nature
· "Force without right" - Violating natural rights => state of war
· Property Rights
· "labour theory of property" - Value determined by labour investment
· Earned by 'sweat of brow'
· World belongs to all - in common
· One should not take more than one can use
· 3 Initial Limiting Principles (within state of nature)
· 1. Can't spoil/ spoilage proviso (sec 31, 37)
· 2. "Still enough and as good left" (sec. 33) - Still enough for others
· 3. It must be your own labour that did it
· Own labour includes slaves (servants)
· Assumes servant agrees to serve in exchange for necessities etc.
· View opposed by Marx
· Value of non-necessities = Qualitative, determined by agreement/consent of gen. pop.

John Stuart Mill (1806-1873)
· Historical Context
· Pluralistic society
· 1860s Mill entered political arena - first to propose legislation to enfranchise women
· Bentham: Happiness = Hedonism
· On Liberty (1859)
· Basic problem : "the nature and limits of the power which can be legitimately exercised by society over the individual" (OL 50)
· Problems with “Self-government” and “the power of the people over themselves”
· Democratic government can overcome “struggle btw liberty vs. authority” (not really)
· Ideally, no conflict because authority is accountable to 'the people'
· Will of the people not will of ALL the people - only the majority
· Democracy in practice rarely involves complete agreement
· Majority rule is flawed by definition (majority not entirety)
· Mill's utilitarianism & the principle of liberty
· Rejects idea of natural rights - individuals have justified claims to certain rights
· Utilitarianism
· Not theistic ethical theory
· Rejected ideas of 'God given _____'
· Aimed to bring about 'greatest good for greatest number'
· Pursuit of happiness
· All pursue happiness => All in different ways
· Understood they lived in religiously pluralistic society
· Happiness a unifying human motive, basic principle
· Reform Philosophy => Inclined to examine institutions critically
· Rights
· Were conventional rather than natural (rights emerge through social discussion, agreement) - continually evolving
· Rights
· No such thing as abstract rights
· Utility is ultimate appeal on ethical dilemmas - utility in largest sense (man as 'progressive being')
· Two Dangers:
· Political Tyranny: 
· We tend to think.. ex: a king giving orders, taking over
· Mill defines: ternary of a majority (does not equal to majority rule, but sometimes majority rule can be ternary of a majority)
· Using the force of law and power of the state to dictate the conduct of individuals.
· Ex: the majority of people only allow certain religious, like Christianity, and forcing them to impose it to be the national religion, making everyone Christian.
· Social Tyranny:
· “Society can and does execute its own mandates: and if it issues the wrong mandates instead of the right, or any mandates at all in things with which it ought not to meddle, it practices a social tyranny more formidable than many kinds of political oppression, since, though not usually upheld by such extreme penalties, it leaves fewer means of escape, penetrating much more deeply into the details of life and enslaving the soul itself” (p.53 emphasis added).
· Last line: Social tyranny can reach further than political tyranny (peer pressure)
· Ex: Can see male and female couples, while no lesbian or gay couples on campus kissing etc. 
· Mill’s solution – “principle of liberty”:
· “One very simple principle, as entitled to govern absolutely the dealing of society with the individual in the way of compulsion or control ,whether the means used be physical force in the form of legal penalties, or the moral coercion of public opinion” (OL, P.54)
· Punishment not appropriate
· Moral questions – involve obligation  of others
· Moral wrong – Violets moral obligation of others – diff kinds of moral obligations
· Obligations of justice are obligations that to the rights of others.
· Example: In most cases, how we dress is a personal matter, there are rare occasions where how you dress rises to the moral obligation.
· Within the limits of recognizing the obligation of others
· Basic statement of the principle: 
· “The sole end for which mankind are warranted individually or collectively, in interfering with the liberty of action of any of their number, is self-protection. The only purpose for which power can be rightfully exercise over any member of a civilized community, against his will, is to prevent harm to others. His own goods, either physical, or moral, are not sufficient warrant.”(p.54)
· Within limits, let others pursue their own goods in their own way, so people have much freedom as possible.
· There is a distinction between what people say what we want to do
Contemporary Liberalism:
	Two branches: 
Thomas Hill Green, “Lecture on Liberal Legislation and Freedom of Contract” (1881)
· 1. “Welfare” liberalism (or reform liberalism) – Represented by Green
· Doesn’t view property rights in the same way as other freedoms (religious, freedom etc.) because it affects other people
· Welfare liberalism in US, owners from corporations, productive activity
· Thomas Hill Green, “Lecture on Liberal Legislation and Freedom of Contract” (1881)
· Background
· “Institution of property”:
·  If one class of people are controlling property, it will let them control livelihoods of others – if property is monopolized
· Limiting effects on others
· Freedom of contract
· e.g. Workers and employers virtually agreeing
· Two key points:
·  1) “positive” conception of freedom:
· Green quote, p. 77, bottom:
· “Act after act was passed preventing master and workman, parent and child, house-builder and householder, from doing as they pleased, with the result of a great addition to the real freedom of society.”
· Certain regulations on what some people can do to expand the freedom of others – e.g. traffic laws prohibit individuals to drive wherever they want, but it gives us the freedom to be safe
· Regulations enable people to cooperate so everyone can live their lives freely
· Green adds (72): “A contract by which any one agreed for a certain consideration to become the slave of another we should reckon a void contract. Here, then, is a limitation upon freedom of contract which we all recognize as rightful.”
·  2) the freedom of each is linked to the freedom of all
· Individual freedom = positive capacity of doing or enjoying what we think is worth doing
· It is the quality of our choices
· Who determines what is worth doing? 
· 2. Libertarian liberalism (now, neo-liberalism) – Represented by Friedman
· They say individuals will be free when the state takes on minimum role, and the duties are to protect property and security
Milton Friedman, Capitalism and Freedom (1962)
· 4 Key points:
· Friedman as a liberal.
· Friedman says {quote, p. 90, par. 2},
· “As liberals, we take the freedom the freedom of the individual, or perhaps the family, as our ultimate goal in judging social arrangements. Freedom as a value in this sense has to do with interrelations among people…”
· 
· “negative” conception of freedom
· Capitalism (“econ freedom”) ––> democracy (pol freedom)
· View of human nature: people as “imperfect”
· Friedman says {quote, p. 90, par. 3}:
“The liberal conceives men as imperfect beings.”

