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SOCIAL
PHILOSOPHY
The Perfect Society……My Utopia

Describe what you think would be the perfect society. Your model must address the following points:

(a)
Who should govern? How should they be selected?

(b)
Who should have the vote? Should everyone’s vote be equal? Which voting system is the best? Should everyone be able to stand?

(c)
What should decide how a politician votes on an issue? Which issues should be decided without a vote of politicians? 

(d)
What kind of legal system would you like? Who should decide the punishments? What sort of punishments should there be? What offences should have the severest punishments? Should anyone get free legal help?

(e)
How should the individual be protected against robbers, vandals, bashers, and murderers?

(f)
Should people OUTSIDE your country be able to legislate for matters concerning your country? When?

(g)
Should social welfare be equally available to all or should some groups get more than others?

(h)
Which rights or freedoms would be sacrosanct in your society?

(I)
What kind of security system would you have? What acts would be O.K. for your security system people to commit? If your country were at war should all be compelled to fight?

(j)
What restrictions would you impose on the press? What conditions would you insist upon for such areas as personal stories and political matters?

PLATO (See Plato in Text)

Plato in his famous book “The Republic” believed that the best society was one that consisted of three classes that reflected the needs of that society. These classes were:

The rulers to administer (Philosopher Kings)

The warriors to defend and control

The artisans to provide the essentials of life 

These should all function harmoniously with power concentrated in the hands of the rulers.

This model closely followed Plato’s ideal man definition. Society was ‘the individual writ large.’ Plato’s individual consisted of three elements:

The rational element (should govern) 

The spirit (courage, emotions) 

The appetites (passions, desires)

Thus Plato’s ideal society reflected the knowledge of man’s nature at the time. If one of the secondary elements dominated then the individual (or society) became unbalanced.

WHO SHOULD RULE?

Plato’s society was an authoritarian one with the rulers having absolute power.  (He even thought it preferable that children be brought up by the state rather than by parents.) How could such power be justified? Plato justified the power of the rulers by insisting that they be the BEST people to govern.

All children were raised by the state and tested to select the best. These were given a very rigorous education including mathematics, philosophy, physical education, moral education etc. (The other children were given an education appropriate to their station in life.)

The best of these were selected by tests – academic, moral and physical. They were then given minor administrative posts. If they failed as administrators they were dismissed.

Finally, they were to become rulers of whole city states. They were not allowed to own possessions (to prevent corruption) or families (to prevent nepotism).

This selection and training of rulers is in total contrast with how our politicians are chosen, many of whom have no administrative training at all, there is no moral testing and they need no academic qualifications. Plato’s system seems better than ours in this regard. However, “Power corrupts but absolute power corrupts absolutely.” (Lord Acton)

We (Australians) have serious suspicions about our academics, as the following quote illustrates:-

A dozen people picked at random on the street are at least as likely to offer sensible views on moral and political matters as a cross-section of the intelligentsia. But I would go further. One of the principal lessons of our tragic century, which has seen so many millions of innocent lives sacrificed in schemes to improve the lot of humanity, is — beware intellectuals. Above all, we must at all times remember what intellectuals habitually forget: that people matter more than concepts and must come first. The worst of all despotisms is the heartless tyranny of ideas.

(Intellectuals (Paul Johnson))

CRITICISMS

1. Is ruling a skill that someone can learn? Is a good ruler one that imposes beneficial laws on everyone or one that allows people to live amicably while being free to pursue their own interests in their own way?

2. Should ANY ruler have absolute authority?

3. A society run by a few prevents the others from real decision-making and taking responsibility for themselves. Shouldn’t an ideal society encourage mature citizenship?

4. Many would question Plato’s elitist education system.

PLATO WORKSHEET

With Plato’s model of the perfect society in mind, do you think that Plato would agree or disagree with the following assertions (give reasons for your answers)?

1. “In the great mass of people, there are plenty of individuals from among whom leadership can be recruited.” - - Herbert Hoover

2. “All authority belongs to the people.” - Thomas Jefferson 

3. “Political power grows out of the barrel of a gun.” - Mao Tse-Tung

4. “Power does not corrupt man; fools, however, if they get into a position of power, corrupt power.” - George Bernard Shaw

5. “Good government is no substitute for self government” -Mahatma Gandhi 

6. “Most powerful is he who has himself in his own power.” - Seneca 

7. “If the blind lead the blind, both shall fall into the ditch.” - Matthew 15:14

8. .”There is a natural aristocracy among men. ‘The grounds of this are virtue and talent.” - Thomas Carlyle

9. “The essence of government is power; and power, lodged as it must be in human hands, wilt ever be liable to abuse.” - James Madison

10. .“Scientia est Potestas” - (Knowledge is power)

NICCOLO MACHIAVELLI

“All’s fair in love and war?” “The end justifies the means”. Many people sympathize with such sayings, but fewer act on them; most people come to a sticking point where they will not do something just because it benefits them. They are prevented by their morality, their principles or their religious faith.

Yet there are some people who appear unconcerned about principles of any kind and do what they want to get what they want. For these people pragmatism, not principle, is the guiding rule. Their behaviour is often described as ‘machiavellian’, after Niccolo Machiavelli, a political writer born in the renaissance Florence of the fifteenth century. Machiavelli was the great political pragmatist of all time. His views were drawn wholly from his own observation and experience. They were shocking and remain shocking, to the extent that many people believed his work was inspired by the devil.

Machiavelli (1469-1527) was born and raised in Florence, Italy, where his father was a lawyer.

Machiavelli’s book, The Prince, is a book of advice to a prince on how to rule. Many such books existed in Machiavelli’s day, but Machiavelli’s was different in that he turned his face against contemporary morality. He was very honest about dishonesty, and his work has become a byword for cunning, deceit and bad faith in political affairs. His was an attack on the moral basis of political life.

Machiavelli stated that the aim of a prince is to obtain glory and maintain his position. As such, it is not always rational to be moral: practising what most people preach as right will only lead to destruction. He was impressed by the fortunes of Cesare Borgia and learned from his fall. He was even more impressed that Pope Julius II made many promises to Borgia and, when his own position was secure, broke every one of them.

If the aim of a prince is to keep his power, he faces the problem of how not to appear wicked even when acting wickedly.

· People take things at face value.

· People judge by appearances

He wrote that ‘a prince who deceives always finds men who let themselves be deceived.’ In fact, if a prince cannot always act like a man, then he must act like a beast. Like a fox—tricky; like a lion—savage.

However, a prince must enact good laws to secure his position and a good army must enforce these. Machiavelli was particularly insistent that a prince should raise his own troops and not make use of hired mercenaries, as was then the custom. His advice can be summed up in this way:

Do not act according to the dictates of morality, but according to the dictates of necessity.

It is far better to be feared than loved.

Cities need someone who will impose his ‘virtue’ on the masses. This can be done by example, having an inspiring leader or by coercion, forcing people to obey.

Institutionally speaking, any republic must encourage its citizens towards the common good:

· By religion, which will inspire and terrify people to the greater good.

· By laws, which will force people to serve the community.

‘Virtue’ has its origin in good education and good education has its origin in good laws.

Machiavelli concluded that ‘pure’ constitutional forms of monarchy, aristocracy and democracy are all inherently unstable because they set one group of interests over another. He believed the solution lies in a balanced constitution in which all parties have a stake in government and have to keep a watch on each other. As a result ‘all the laws made in favour of liberty’ will ‘result from their discord’. This promotion of dissension horrified Machiavelli’s contemporaries, but he went on to say that the price of liberty is eternal vigilance. People will always put self-interest before the common good and ‘never do anything except by necessity’.

(Dictatorship)
HOBBES
His book “Leviathan” - Born 1588- Lived during the Stuarts’ rule - James I

Fled to continent - had works condemned
INTERREGNUM
Charles I (beheaded)


(Cromwell)
Charles II



James II (deposed)

1.

Preferred evils of absolute power to tyranny of civil strife (Mussolini)

2
Hobbes believed that society without authority would be chaotic (i.e. Civil War). His view of man is that he is selfish and egoistic (only self interested), motivated by desires.

3
The Sovereign must have absolute power: this figure referred to as “The Leviathan’. He compels obedience to the law.

4.
The State of Nature: a philosophical concept of pre-organized society. Life in the State of Nature is solitary, poor, nasty, brutish and short.

5.
Man enters the Social Contract to ensure survival and peace. (to protect own life)

THE END OF OBEDIENCE IS PROTECTION

6.
By the Social Contract. Man gives up his pursuit of selfish desires and agrees to abide by certain laws.

7.
Subjects retain some ‘natural rights’ that they don’t give up to the Sovereign. These are those concerning his survival (this is why man entered the Social Contract).

He may refuse - to kill himself (but defence of realm is warranted)

-
not to defend himself

-
not bound to testify against himself in a criminal action. (5th Amendment to US.A. Bill of Rights)

8.
Hobbes (Monarchist) wanted all power in the hands of ONE person –

(1) to avoid conflict

(2) to achieve secrecy

(3) to lessen inconsistency of government.

The Sovereign IS the law; whatever he does is lawful. (The Leviathan)

9.
Rebellion (as long as ruler has power) is always unwarranted: harbouring a criminal is unwarranted; but can defend oneself against the Sovereign by suing (U.S.A.)

CRITICISM
1.
Is man’s nature ALWAYS egoistic (motivated by desires)? Altruistic? Don’t we have kindly desires?

2.

Absolute dictatorship not needed for security/survival.

3.

Some conflict GOOD for society; can be tolerated?

4.
When society changes, how will the dictator reflect this? No avenue for expression of change.

5.
What if dictator is evil?


The Second Coming

Turning and turning in the widening gyre

The falcon cannot hear the falconer.

Things fall apart, the center cannot hold.

Mere anarchy is loosed upon the world.

The blood-dimmed tide is loosed, and everywhere

The ceremony of innocence is drowned:

The best lack all conviction, while the worst

Are full of passionate intensity

Surely some revelation is at hand.

Surely the Second Coming is at hand.

LOCKE (l632-l7O4)
Came from a Puritan family, living during the Stuart period. His family fought for the Roundheads against the Cavaliers.  During his life he was strongly suspected of plotting against the monarchy and finally had to flee England and stay in Holland. Here he advised William of Orange whose ambition for the English throne finally succeeded with the forced abdication of James II

Locke published his works on government anonymously as they were considered revolutionary at this time. His desire for anonymity has been considered by some of his contemporaries to be due to fear bordering on paranoia. of being punished for treason

It has been suggested that his work: ‘The Two Treatises of Government’ was written to justify the English Revolution of 1688. The basic points of this work are summarised below.

1.
Locke seems to disagree with Hobbes’ view of human nature. He considers that man can co-operate and be altruistic

2
Locke’s State of Nature is necessarily different from that of Hobbes. It is peaceful and people own land and possessions. People have perfect freedom and independence and are equal. Their freedom is restricted only by the Laws of Nature. These can be known by man by REASON, The Law of Nature is....No one ought to harm another in his life, health, liberty or possessions. (Note here that man owns possessions in the State of Nature. According to Locke’s ‘Labour Theory of Value’, this is because man’s possessions are the fruits of his labour and hence are his by natural right.)

3.
Why then should man leave the State of Nature? There are problems with those who break the Law of Nature and try to dominate or harm others and their possessions. These lawbreakers cause problems of apprehension, judgment and punishment. The individual cannot handle this.

4.
So, man leaves the State of Nature via the Social Contract and forms a single body politic. This contract is by consent and between equally free men. The AIM of the contract is to preserve the natural rights, the lives, freedom and property of all as they belong to each under natural law.

They do NOT give up their natural rights of Life, Liberty and the Pursuit of Happiness plus the Natural Rights of Freedom of Speech, Freedom of Worship, Right to Own Property, Rights of Assembly. But they DO give up the right to apprehend, judge and punish. In return, the individual will co-operate and obey the laws of a legitimate government.

5.
The problems of apprehension, judgment and punishment are solved by the establishment of 
INSTITUTIONS.


The Legislature
to establish laws - for the public good


The Judiciary
to judge and mete punishment


The Executive
to enforce laws - for the public good

6. 
What is this State that is established by the Social Contract? According to Locke, its main aim is the mutual preservation of the lives, liberties and estates of its citizens.

The sovereignty ALWAYS remains with the people. The supreme body is the Legislative body and it acts only by the rule of the majority. It is elected regularly and is appointed to carry out the will of the people. The people also establish the Executive to enforce the laws that are made by the Legislature. This calls and dismisses parliament and also has the PREROGATIVE to act in an emergency without consulting parliament. (Note: the EXECUTIVE of Australia exercised this right when the then prime-minister failed to get the supply bills through both houses of parliament and called a general election.) The Executive is also responsible for a Federal defence body.

7
Locke considered that if someone remained in this society as an adult then he is tacitly consenting to the contract. So, what can the individual do if the State breaks the Social Contract? i.e. if the State does NOT govern for the public good and does NOT seek to preserve the individual’s life, health, liberty and possessions then the people have the right to depose it. If any authority seeks absolute authority over others then as a tyrant that person or body of’ persons is in a state of war with the others and they have the right to revolt

So. for Locke, LEGITIMATE government is government by LAWS decided upon by elected representatives who govern for the public good.  Locke wished that the Legislature, the Executive and the Judiciary be kept separate as a check. (His fears are reflected by modern unease at political appointments to the Executive. Judges, Magistrates etc.)

Note that Locke insisted that the primary end of the state is to preserve property as this belongs to the individual absolutely

Locke had a tremendous influence on the American Revolution, the Declaration of Independence and the American Bill of Rights (The ten amendments to the Constitution). Note the wording of the Declaration of Independence and the Amendments of the Bill of Rights.

CRITICISMS
1.
Are there such things as ‘natural rights’ - pre-society?

2.
Wouldn’t there be conflict between government ‘for the public good’ and one’s rights?

(incompatible)

Many have decided that people ONLY have ‘rights’ when the public welfare is not at

stake. (Assembly in Street)

3.
Locke based justification for his government on MAJORITY RULE. BUT, the majority can be as tyrannical as the MINORITY. (Nazi Party gained more votes than any other (1933).)

MINORITY RIGHTS MUST BE PROTECTED.

Fear of country people for city people

4.
Should you be able to drown out a speech you disagree with?

5.
Should you be able to make a speech wherever you like?

(LOCKE)

THE SOCIAL CONTRACT (BETWEEN FREE & EQUAL PEOPLE)
	The People
	Legitimate Government

	I.
Do NOT give up NATURAL RIGHTS of

Life. Liberty. Freedom of Speech; Worship; Private Property

A BAD Law goes against NATURAL RIGHTS

2.
GIVE UP - Right to apprehend





judge offenders





punish

3 
Promise to obey

4.
May REBEL if State does NOT govern by for the PUBLIC GOOD


	1.
MAJOR AIM
To preserve 
Life




Liberties




Possessions

2.
Establish institutions to


apprehend
Legislature Power


judge
Executive


punish
Judiciary

3.
Must govern by

· MAJORITY DECISIONS

·  ELECTED REPRESENTATIVES

FOR PUBLIC GOOD

4.
Authority lies with the people.

	LEGISLATURE EXECUTIVE
	Most powerful, make laws; carry out the WILL of the people.

To enforce laws - Public Service, Police, Governors.

Has the prerogative to call and dismiss-parliament.

.



	JUDICIARY
	To judge and mete out punishment

	SEPARATION OF POWERS


	The three institutions should be kept separate in that they should be independent of each other (Politicians should not be judges. The head of police should not be a supporter of the politicians in power)


THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE

Declaration of Independence, in United States history, a document proclaiming the independence of the 13 British colonies in America, adopted by the Continental Congress on July 4, 1776. The declaration recounted the grievances of the colonies against the British crown and declared the colonies to be free and independent states. The proclamation of independence marked the culmination of a political process that had begun as a protest against oppressive restrictions imposed by the mother country on colonial trade, manufacturing, and political liberty and had developed into a revolutionary struggle resulting in the establishment of a new nation.

After the United States was established, the statement of grievances in the declaration ceased to have any but historic significance. The political philosophy enunciated in the declaration, however, had a continuing influence on political developments in America and Europe for many years. It served as a source of authority for the Bill of Rights of the U.S. Constitution. Its influence is manifest in the Declaration of the Rights of Man and of the Citizen, adopted by the National Assembly of France in 1789 during the French Revolution. In the 19th century, various peoples of Europe and of Latin America fighting for freedom incorporated in their programs the principles formulated in the Declaration of Independence.

The procedure by which the Declaration of Independence came into being was as follows: On June 7, 1776, Richard Henry Lee, in the name of the Virginia delegates to the Continental Congress, moved that “these united colonies are and of right ought to be free and independent States, they are absolved from all allegiance to the British crown, and that all political connection between them and the State of Great Britain is and ought to be totally dissolved.” John Adams of Massachusetts seconded this motion, but action thereon was deferred until July 1, and the resolution was passed on the following day. In the meantime, a committee (appointed June 11) comprising the delegates Thomas Jefferson, Benjamin Franklin, John Adams, Roger Sherman, and Robert R. Livingston was preparing a declaration in line with Lee’s resolution. Jefferson prepared the draft, using “neither book nor pamphlet,” as he later said. Adams and Franklin made a number of minor changes in Jefferson’s draft before it was submitted to Congress, which, on July 4, made a number of additional small alterations, deleted several sections, including one condemning black slavery, incorporated Lee’s resolution, and issued the whole as the Declaration of Independence.

The declaration was adopted by a unanimous vote of the delegates of 12 colonies, those representing New York not voting because they had not been authorized to do so. On July 9, however, the New York Provincial Congress voted to endorse the declaration. The document was engrossed on parchment in accordance with a resolution passed by Congress on July 19. On August 2, the 53 members present signed it. The three absentees signed subsequently.

Congress directed that copies be sent “to the Assemblies, Conventions, and Committees or Councils of Safety, and to the several commanding officers of the continental troops, that it be proclaimed in each of the United States and at the head of the army.”

Upon organization of the national government in 1789, the Declaration of Independence was assigned for safekeeping to the Department of State. In 1841, it was deposited in the Patent Office, then a bureau of the Department of State; in 1877 it was returned to the State Department. Because of the rapid fading of the text and the deterioration of the parchment, the document was withdrawn from exhibition in 1894. With other historic American documents, it is now enshrined in the National Archives Exhibition Hall, Washington, D.C., and is sealed in a glass and bronze case filled with inert helium gas. It is from this document that the accompanying text is reproduced.

In Congress July 4, 1776, The Unanimous Declaration of The Thirteen United States of America

When in the course of human events, it becomes necessary for one people to dissolve the political bands which have connected them with another, and to assume among the Powers of the earth, the separate and equal station to which the Laws of Nature and of Nature’s God entitle them, a decent respect to the opinions of mankind requires that they should declare the causes which impel them to the separation.

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty, and the pursuit of Happiness. That to secure these rights, Governments are instituted among Men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed. That whenever any Form of Government becomes destructive of these ends, it is the Right of the People to alter or to abolish it, and to institute new Government, having its foundation on such principles and organizing its powers in such form, as to them shall seem most likely to effect their Safety and Happiness. 

Prudence, indeed, will dictate that Governments long established should not be changed for light and transient causes; and accordingly all experience hath shown that mankind are more disposed to suffer, while evils are sufferable, than to right themselves by abolishing the forms to which they are accustomed. But when a long train of abuses and usurpations pursuing invariably the same Object evinces a design to reduce them under absolute Despotism, it is their right; it is their duty, to throw off such Government, and to provide new Guards for their future security. Such has been the patient sufferance of these Colonies; and such is now the necessity which constrains them to alter their former Systems of Government. The history of the present King of Great Britain is a history of repeated injuries and usurpations, all having in direct object the establishment of an absolute Tyranny over these States. To prove this, let Facts be submitted to a candid world.

He has refused his Assent to Laws, the most wholesome and necessary for the public good.

He has forbidden his Governors to pass laws of immediate and pressing importance, unless suspended in their operation till his Assent should be obtained; and when so suspended, has utterly neglected to attend to them.

He has refused to pass other Laws for the accommodation of large districts of people, unless those people would relinquish the right of Representation in the Legislature, a right inestimable to them and formidable to tyrants only.

He has called together legislative bodies at places unusual, uncomfortable, and distant from the depository of their Public Records, for the sole purpose of fatiguing them into compliance with his measures.

He has dissolved Representative Houses repeatedly, for opposing with manly firmness his invasions on the rights of the people.

He has refused for a long time, after such dissolutions, to cause others to be elected; whereby the Legislative Powers, incapable of Annihilation, have returned to the People at large for their exercise; the State remaining in the meantime exposed to all the dangers of invasion from without, and convulsions within.

He has endeavored to prevent the population of these States; for that purpose obstructing the Laws for Naturalization of Foreigners; refusing to pass others to encourage their migration hither, and raising the conditions of new Appropriations of Lands.

He has obstructed the Administration of Justice, by refusing his Assent to Laws for establishing Judiciary Powers.

He has made Judges dependent on his Will alone, for the tenure of their offices, and the amount and payment of their salaries.

The Constitution adopted in 1789 contained few personal guarantees. Some states refused to ratify it without a specific bill of rights. James Madison led in the adoption of 10 amendments that became known as the Bill of Rights, even though only the first 8 amendments guarantee specific rights and freedoms. The bill came into effect on Dec. 15, 1791.

The BILL OF RIGHTS is a document that describes the fundamental liberties of the people. It also forbids the government to violate these rights. Most bills of rights guarantee to everyone the freedoms of speech, of religion, and of the press, and the right of assembly. They protect a person’s right to “life, liberty, and the pursuit

of happiness.”

UNITED STATES BILL OF RIGHTS

AMENDMENT 1

Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the government for a redress of grievances.

AMENDMENT 2

A well-regulated militia being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the people to keep and bear arms shall not be infringed.

AMENDMENT 3

No soldier shall, in time of peace, be quartered in any house without the consent of the owner; nor in time of war but in a manner to be prescribed by law.

AMENDMENT 4

The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers and effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or things to be seized.

AMENDMENT 5

No person shall be held to answer for a capital or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand jury except in cases arising in the land or naval or in the militia, when in actual service in time of war or public danger, nor shall any person be subject for the same offense to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private property be taken for public use, without just compensation.

AMENDMENT 6

In all criminal prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury of the State and district wherein the crime shall have been committed, which district shall have been previously ascer​tained by law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; to be confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory process for obtaining wit​nesses in his favor, and to have the assistance of counsel for his defense.

AMENDMENT 7

In suits at common law, where the value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by jury shall be preserved, and. no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise re​examined in any court of the United States than according to the rules of the common law.

AMENDMENT 8

Excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted.

AMENDMENT 9

The enumeration in the Constitution of cer​tain rights shall not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by the people.

AMENDMENT 10

The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to the people.

HOBBES vs LOCKE

HUMAN NATURE

(H)
Selfish and Egoistic. People only interested in satisfying their needs and desires. They would do this at any cost - steal, kill etc.

(L)
People are reasonable. They are not selfish, but altruistic. They are also peaceful and nice.

STATE OF NATURE

(H)
Life is short, solitary, nasty, poor, and brutish. People are in constant state of war. Life is chaotic. There is no law and order and no security. Problem: the need for law and order plus security - Hobbes believed a ‘Leviathan’ with absolute power would bring law and order to this society.

(L)
People live together peacefully. They are co-operative and abide by a ‘law of nature’ (‘One ought not to harm another’s life, health, liberty, or possessions’). People in the State of Nature also own possessions. Problem: Some would not follow the law of nature - according to Locke the society would experience a dilemma with punishment of offenders. To solve the problem Locke wanted a democratic govt. elected by the people - they will establish laws and punishments to solve the dilemma faced by the people in the state of nature.

SOCIAL CONTRACT

(H)
People select a leader from amongst the society to stabilize society and introduce law and order. Leviathan - must protect people and bring stability to society. People may leave the social contract, if the Leviathan fails to do so. People are given some rights when they enter the social contract. Hobbes believed that a society in the hands of a monarchy would never be chaotic.

(L)
Sovereignty lay with the people. The government has 3 bodies - Legislature, Executive, and the Judiciary. Government purpose is to make laws that will stop people breaking the law of nature. If the government fails to preserve the right of the people then the people may overthrow them.

CRITICISMS

(H)
1. Leviathan could abuse his power.

2.
Peace at any price concept.

3.
Surely people aren’t motivated by one factor alone.

(L)
1 Tyranny of majority over minority.

2.
No government can be considered a democracy until it protects its minority.

3.
Rights of individual may clash with that of the Public.

POLITICS WORKSHEET 2

HOBBES and LOCKE

1. What for Hobbes justified absolute powers to the government?

2. Define Hobbes’ view of human nature.

3. What exactly is Hobbes’ concept of life in the state of nature?

4. For Hobbes, what exactly is the social contract?

5. For Hobbes, what is the government’s role in the social contract?

6. For Hobbes, what is the people’s role in the social contract?

7. What are natural rights?

8. What is the only specific natural right not given up to the Government according to Hobbes?

9. Do you agree with Hobbes’ view of the state of nature?

10. List three advantages and three disadvantages of living in a dictatorship?

11. Describe Locke’s state of nature and his explanation of why humans leave this state?

12. What is Locke’s first Law of Nature?

13. What are the ‘rights’ that Locke thinks society must not limit?

14. What according to Locke is the sole purpose of government?

15. Who, in society, according to Locke is the source of authority?

16. What are the names of the three institutions that Locke suggests will solve the problems of punishment and what are their functions?

17. What are the three branches of government that Locke thought would prevent the concentration of power?

18. What is the ‘prerogative’ and how does it function?

19. Do you agree with Locke that humanity has natural rights of freedom of speech etc?

20. Locke and Hobbes are in contrast on many points in their political philosophies. Find TWO major points on which they differ?

JOHN STUART MILL – LIBERALISM

The son of James Mill, Utilitarian and close friend of Bentham the reformer and philosopher.

Educated at home commencing at the age of three. Studied Greek at 3, mastered Latin at I4; also

Literature, Logic, History, Maths (See his Autobiography)

Romantic association with Mrs. Taylor for 20 years, marrying her on her husband’s death. (Has

been suggested that his abhorrence of social judgment and pressure came from this association)

Essay ‘On Liberty’ the best known of his works

GIVE ME LIBERTY OR GIVE \IE DEATH’ (Patrick Henry

View of Human Nature
I.
Believed in the worth of individualism.

2.
Man is an individual if he is free to make meaningful choices.

3.
I-lad faith in man’s reason.

4.

 Believed individual self-determinism is a basic human right and this is man’s goal

5.
Believed in EDUCATION (allows more choices for an individual).

6.
His IDEAL man was critical, rational, thoughtfu1, active individual, socially conscious.

7.
Believed that self-interest and individualism were vital and positive forces.

8.
Thought that man had to be CONVINCED of the desirability of democratic principles.

9.
Thought that the normal impulses of the masses were contrary to freedom. (Blind and hostile)

LIBERALISM:
Individual Liberty an end in itself

1.
He thought people would become MORE civilized with education and the vote.

2.
Thought basic need for man is individual freedom and responsibility.

3.
Wanted strict limits on the State’s right to control the individual.

4.
Mill, unlike his father, saw democracy in America and realised the problems of reconciling democracy and individual liberty, because the governing were not in fact the governed. These were: -

(a)
With majority government, the government could legislate against the minority and the individual, and tyrannize over the minority.

(b)
Society at large could be hostile to individuals and standardize attitudes, tastes and feelings. That is, mass democracy resulted in mass conformity.

5.
What is liberty?  An action freely chosen.

6.
What is individuality?  The cultivation by each person of his own particular intellectual, moral and emotional capacities.

7
What are the legitimate powers which society has over the individual?

The HARM PRINCIPLE   That the only purpose for which power can be rightly exercised over any member of a civilized community, against his will is to prevent harm to others.

8.

Which liberties must society respect?

liberty of thought and discussion 

liberty of tastes and pursuits 

liberty to plan our lives to suit our character 

liberty of association and combination

9
The completely FREE society is one in which each individual can pursue his own good in his own way

10.
The chief DUTY of the state is to ensure each person has a guaranteed area of liberty in which his individuality may reign uncontrolled.

11.
Mill gave reasons why there MUST be freedom of discussion: - (basically so truth may be heard)


(a)
The suppressed opinion may be true (or part of it).


(b)
.A false opinion may be corrected through discussion.

(c)
One must TEST one’s opinion so that it is held for the right reasons.


-.

(There is the greatest difference………)

(d)
Society needs ENLIGHTENED individuals not prejudiced ones.

12.
Mill considers freedom of thought and discussion THE most important freedom and this the one MOST concerned in exercising our individuality.

13.
Mills fear with democracy was that the MAJORITY would identify with the government and encourage it to increase its powers and trample over minorities and individuals.

14.
To prevent this, Mill thought

(a)
all individuals must have some power and influence

(b)
political institutions only justified in so far as they promote moral and intellectual virtues of the people.

(c)
the individual must be enlightened and politically involved

(d)
the State has the burden of proof regarding undesirability of individual’s behaviour.

CRITICISMS

1.
Who defines what behaviour only concerns oneself?


2
What is HARM? Is offence harm?


3
Is the truth inconsistent with authority?

4
Does freedom of expression result in a win for the truth? Doesn’t the most attractive lie win?

5.
Because the majority decides what is harm, and what is self-regarding behaviour, then the majority will have tyrannical powers anyway.

6.
Is individuality a good in itself or only a path to a greater good e.g. justice. Truth etc.

7
If every belief is allowed a hearing, does this mean that every belief may be seen to be of equal value?

8.
Is there such a thing as a ‘sphere of private morality’?

Macaulay:
To complain of no individuality no is to cry FIRE in Noah’s flood.

Stephen:
The progress of civilization depends upon the use of moral coercion.

(These two contemporaries of Mill)

JOHN STUART MILL

WORKSHEET

1. Should a majority Government be able to make any laws it wants to? What prevents a Government from doing so?

2. If you were a MilI Liberal would you ban smoking by law? Justify your answer.

3. How about drugs! Should a liberal support the legalizing of drugs?

4. Alright ..... gun ownership? Right or Wrong?

5. Why does Mill consider that self-government may or may not guarantee government for the public good?

6. In what way can Social tyranny prevent the development of individualistic behaviour?

7. Why must public opinion never be made law?

8. Explain exactly the principle that defines the legitimate powers society has over the individual?

9. State the three reasons that Mill gives for suppressing an opinion?

10. Explain the following ‘There is the greatest difference between presuming an opinion to be true because, with every opportunity for contesting it, it has not been refuted, and assuming its truth for the purpose of not permitting its refutation’.

11. Explain two of the major problems of applying the ‘Harm Principle’.

12. Who, according to Mill, has the Onus of Proof for showing that an individual’s behaviour is harmful?

13. Is there any topic or opinion that you refuse to listen to? Why?

14. How exactly does society punish people whose views are different?

KARL MARX: 1818 -- 1883

Human Nature
Marx believed that human nature is not fixed but is the product of historical forces and social conditioning. The nature of man changes as social institutions change.

He believed that capitalism produced egoistic men and needs to be destroyed for what it does to human beings. Human nature under capitalism is not man fulfilled and in order to be fulfilled, capitalism and its products need to be destroyed. In particular he thought that religion, private property, commodities, private enterprise and money should be removed from society. This was to free man from their domination which was alienating him from himself and others.

To be truly human for Marx was to be free, self-determining, social, and part of a community, to be free man should dominate his creations and as the supreme being he should overthrow religion.

Rights
For Marx, individual rights belong to egoistic men, as they are self regarding, individualistic and diverse.

‘Rights’ can only be exercised in the interests of the State and never against it. Marx considered that individual rights belonged to the bourgeois mode of production, so he did not stress the protection of these. He envisaged a utopia where all worked for the common good so no limitations on human rights is required. Social Behaviour is analysed by classes and not individualism as social forces determine the human personality. He believed that socialism produced co-operative altruistic collective man. Restrictions on the government and individual are not required because of human nature but are used to enable one class to dominate another.

Marx believed that all property belonged to the State so he was not concerned with property rights (like Locke). In Marx’s utopia all conflict will be solved by rational discussion so there is no need for the State to have powers to deal with these and hence no need for restrictions on these powers. The law in a classless society will be identical to administration. There is no need for a criminal or civil law structure to protect personal and property rights.

Karl Marx, a German philosopher was the founder of communism. In 1848 in collaboration with Fredrich Engels he wrote the world famous Communist Manifesto which expressed their general view of the class struggle. Marx was exiled from most European countries after the 1848 revolutions. He moved to England where he settled permanently. He didn’t have a job but was supported very generously by Engels. He published Das Kapital in 1867, which provided a thorough exposition of Marxism, which became the foundation of international socialism.

Marx’s DIALECTIC explained social change.

THE DIALECTIC

THESIS………………………………………………………………………………….…………………ANTITHESIS

SYNTHESIS

KING………………………………………………………………………………….…………………….SLAVES

FEUDALISM

ARISTOCRACY…………………………………………………………….……………………………..SERFS

CAPITALISM

EMPLOYER…………………………………………………….………………………………………….EMPLOYEE

SOCIALISM

Each social change is an improvement. The process is inevitable and is caused by class conflict. Socialism is a classless society and so the dialectic process ceases with its establishment.

Karl Marx used the concept of The Materialist Dialectic to explain social progress from Monarchy to Feudalism to Capitalism to Communism. He believed that the classes determined by these social states depended on one’s relationship with ‘the means of production.’(Does one OWN the machine or does one WORK the machine?) Of course, under feudalism the means of production was not a machine but the hand mill.

Marx believed that the dialectic was inevitable and that it always progressed towards a more superior social state UNTIL the state of Socialism (Utopia), which was classless and would not breakdown. All human development proceeds by the contradiction that necessarily exists in a society determined by the mode of production. The two classes (those that OWN the means of production and those that PRODUCE the goods) draw further and further apart (the wealthy getting wealthy and the poor getting poorer) until class conflict brings about the next stage.

With communism nobody OWNS anything. Everything is owned by the State (i.e. everybody). There is no personal property and production will be according to... “From each according to his ability, to each according to his needs.”

Marx adapted from the German philosopher Friedrich Hegel (1770—1831) the theory of ‘the dialectic’. This theory argued that development or change is a result of a ‘clash of opposite forces’, a process from which a solution, or new situation, is produced. Struggle, or conflict, was an essential ingredient in the process. But while Hegel thought in terms of conflict between cultures or races, Marx applied the dialectic principle to the conflict between opposing classes. He claimed that the history of all society up till now was the history of class struggles.

Marx related all his thinking on class interests and the behaviour of the leaders of social classes to material factors. He wrote that ‘the mode of production of material life determines social, political arid intellectual life processes in general’, that is, he claimed that it was what humankind produced and who owned it that determined the nature of society. Material factors were more important than religions or ideologies in shaping society.

Because Marx combined a materialist interpretation of historical development with the theory of the dialectic, his basic philosophy has been termed dialectical materialism.

The theory of the dialectic can be understood if you visualise a thesis, or starting point, an antithesis, or opposing force: and a synthesis, which is the new situation resulting from this conflict of opposites. Marx explained that a process could be observed throughout history in which a dominant class (the thesis) is challenged by a counterforce (the antithesis) to produce a new dominance (the synthesis). In referring to the overthrow of the feudal system, for example, he wrote: ‘the modern bourgeois society that has sprouted from the ruins of feudal society has not done away with class antagonisms. It has but established new classes, new conditions of oppression.’ Yet the rise of the bourgeoisie had also ensured the growth of the proletariat, the counterforce destined to destroy capitalism by revolution.

The organisers of the revolution (the 'communists’ as Marx called them) would have the task of developing the proletariat into a politically conscious class, which could then achieve the forcible overthrow of the bourgeois state. Once the capitalist-dominated society had been destroyed, however, the next cycle in the operation of dialectical materialism would be permanent, because instead of the synthesis taking the form of yet another dominance of one class over the others, a classless society would be created under true communism.

Excerpts from THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO

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 Czar, Metternich and Guizot, French Radicals and German police spies.

Where is the party in opposition that has not been decried as Communistic by its opponents in power? Where is the Opposition that has not hurled back the branding reproach of communism against the more advanced opposition parties, as well as against its reactionary adversaries?

Two things result from this fact:

· Communism is already acknowledged by all European Powers to be itself a Power

· 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.

To this end, Communists of various nationalities have assembled in London, and sketched the following Manifesto, to be published in the English, French, German, Italian, Flemish and Danish languages. The history of all hitherto existing society is the history of class struggles.

Freeman and slave, patrician and plebeian, lord and serf, guild-master and journeyman, in a word oppressor and oppressed, stood in constant opposition to one another, carried on an interrupted, now hidden, now open fight, a fight that each time ended, either in a revolutionary reconstruction of society at large, or in the common ruin of the contending classes.

· In the earlier epochs of history, we find almost everywhere a complicated arrangement of society into various orders, a manifold gradation of social rank. In ancient Rome we have patricians, knights, plebeians, slaves; in the Middle Ages, feudal lords, vassals, guild-masters, journeymen, apprentices, serfs; in almost all of these classes, again, subordinate gradations.

· The modern bourgeois society that has sprouted from the ruins of feudal society has not done away with class antagonisms. It has but established new classes, new conditions of oppression, and new forms of struggle in place of the old ones.

Our epoch, the epoch of the bourgeoisie, possesses, however, this distinctive feature; it has simplified the class-antagonism. Society as a whole is more and more splitting up into two great hostile camps, into two great classes directly facing each other: Bourgeoisie and Proletariat.

· The Communists turn their attention chiefly to Germany, because that country is on the eve of a bourgeois revolution that is bound to be carried out under more advanced conditions of European civilisation, and with a much more developed proletariat, than that of England in the seventeenth, and of France in the eighteenth century, and because the bourgeois revolution in Germany will be but the prelude to an immediately following proletarian revolution.
In short, the Communists everywhere support every revolutionary movement against the existing social and political order of things.
In all these movements they bring to the front, as the leading question in each, the property questions, no matter what its degree of development at the time.
Finally, they labour everywhere for the union and agreement of the democratic parties of all countries. The 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 Communistic revolution. The proletarians have nothing to lose but their chains. They have a world to win.

MARXIST ECONOMIC THEORY

The following phrases are key phrases in Marx’s economic theory:

(a) The Labour Theory of Value
The COST of an object should be the amount of labour that goes into the making of that object under average conditions.

(b) The Surplus Theory of Value
The employer buys the worker for his services and pays him a wage and as a result, the worker produces goods for sale for the employer. The surplus (or profit) is the difference between the cost of production and sale price.

(c) The Concentration of Capital
The employer (Bourgeoisie) strives to make more money by paying lower wages and charging more for the products that the employee (proletariat) produces. This causes most of the wealth (capital) to be concentrated in the hands of the employer while the employee becomes poorer and unable to purchase what he has produced.

According to Marx the surplus value contributes to the conflict between the classes. The aim of the employer is to increase his profits. To do this, the employer will use his surplus value to buy new machinery which will replace the employee.

MARX’S ETHICAL THEORY

Marx believed that all ethics are relative to the society in which they are practised. He believed that capitalism produced people who were evil in their unfairness and lack of concern for others. He thought that socialism would produce people who were fulfilled and virtuous.

Some of the best-known Marxist terms are defined below: -

SELF-ALIENATION: With technological advances and capitalism people are forced to specialize and/or spend their days in unattractive environments doing boring, repetitive jobs in order to make money. This forces the individual to be alienated from his whole self and in particular his creativity. So, man is alienated from the multi-talented, creative person he really is.

ALIENATION: With capitalism people become financially successful by exploiting other people. They sell products to people at the highest price possible and at the same time pay as little as possible for their labour. People also COMPETE against each other to get ahead and do not wish them well or help them. Marx thought that socialism would result in collective activities where all would work together for the common good.

FETISHISM: Marx defines this as a moral deviance demonstrated when people put objects before people, i.e. the worship of material goods. People work at jobs they dislike just to buy cars, TV, extravagant houses etc. Some women actually marry people they dislike because they are wealthy and can buy material goods. The successful and most admired person in society is the one who has the most material goods or the money to purchase them. The wise or good do not rate.

CRITICISM OF MARX

1. Marx’s historical predictions were incorrect.

2. One questions that there are general laws of history.

3. If social values and morality are relative to their society, by what ethical criterion does he judge capitalism as ethically inferior?

4. He was wrong in predicting that capitalism would result in increased misery for the worker.

5. Socialism did not produce more ethical people.

6. If history depends on the social class of the historian where does that leave Marx’s view of history?

KARL MARX - WORKSHEET

1.
Write in your own words what the following Marx’ phrases mean?

(a)
The Materialist Dialectic

(b)
The Labour Theory Of Value

(c)
The Theory of Surplus Value

(d)
The Concentration of Capital

2.
According to Marx, what determines social classes?

3.
In a capitalist society who will, oppose each other in a revolutionary clash?

4.

Would it be true in today’s society, the value of a good depends upon the amount of labour required to 


produce it?  What do think determines the value of a product in our society?

5.

Has capitalism brought about an ever-widening gulf between owners of production and the workers?

6.

In Marx’s communism the ruling principle was ‘From each according to his ability, to each according to his needs’. What do you think of this as a social principle?

7.

Marx thought that industrialized society caused both alienation and self-alienation. What did he mean?

8.

Define ‘Fetishism’ as Marx uses it?

9.

In the last 50 years the government has tightened its control on the economy. Is this because of class struggle or other reasons?

MODERN SOCIAL PHILOSOPHY

An American philosopher called John Rawls has come up with a new kind of SOCIAL CONTRACT, which he claims would result in a FAIRER society. He has introduced the phrase a ‘veil of ignorance’ to explain his concept. He claims that if those who construct the social contract did so from behind a ‘veil of ignorance’ then society would be fairer to all. This ‘veil of ignorance’ would prevent people from knowing what positions in society they would have, and so they could assume that they might be in the lowliest position. This assumption, he believes, would result in people agreeing on 2 principles of justice:

1.
THE EQUALITY PRINCIPLE:
Every person has the right to the greatest freedom compatible with similar freedom to all.  (Locke would agree with this.)

2.
THE DIFFERENCE PRINCIPLE:
 All social and economic inequalities must be arranged so that –



(a)
They must be to everyone’s advantage; and



 (b)
They must be attached to positions open to all.

E.g.
having doctors in a socially and financially privileged position is to everyone’s advantage, as society needs plenty of intelligent doctors.

But what happens then when the inequalities are too great for (a) and (b)? Well, then the State must interfere and force these inequalities to lessen by, for example, sliding taxation scale, giving pensions, etc.

But is this then a fairer society?

Nozick, another modern philosopher, thinks not. He brings up that well-known philosophical issue:

JUSTICE AS ENTITLEMENT -v- JUSTICE AS ‘FAIRNESS’

Isn’t justice getting what you are entitled to? Nozick thinks so and thinks that a just society is one of the MINIMAL state; i.e. where the state does NOT force people to give up their money or possessions to others as they belong to the people who have earned them.

Is it fair that people’s taxes should be used to support a family when the breadwinner refuses to? Is it fair that someone with fewer qualifications should get a job before others ONLY because they are of aboriginal descent? Or a female? Or a lone parent? (affirmative action).

Nozick’s criticism goes further than this. He considers that the ‘veil of ignorance’ will not result in FAIRNESS at all. His example:

You are a member of a class and you have just sat for your first exam in a subject totally new to all of you. Your passing it is very important. There are 10 of you in the class. Your teacher has marked the papers. She suggests that she will put up the results on the notice board, minus names. The total number of marks is 750. Your class may distribute the marks as you wish. None of you have any idea how you have gone.

Nozick suggests that you will choose to give each one 75 regardless of the marks each student obtained. The other solution could be to have some inequality but only if it benefits all; e.g. convince the teacher that she should give 100 more marks to your class; if you used some inequality principle, such as not having more than 20 between the highest score and the last, then the top student could get 100, the bottom student 80 and all the rest, 83.

So, you have acted as Rawls suggests. You have striven for equality unless the inequality benefits all. But, says Nozick, the chosen distribution is NOT fair. The students are NOT getting what each DESERVES to get. Similarly, he believes that a social contract drawn up from behind a ‘veil of ignorance’ will result in an unfair society.

MUST RAWLS ACCEPT THIS?

(He could argue that his ’veil of ignorance’ should be applied to society as a whole, not such a small group as suggested. Then, it would not be to everyone’s benefit if people did not get the rewards they deserve. Such a system encourages study, work, enterprise, etc.)

Rawls claims that a society built on his two principles is a just society. It is a just society because it is a fair one. Thus, he calls his conception of justice, justice as fairness. Nozick, of course, does not accept this conception of justice. He claims that a society is just only if the state is a minimal state. A minimal state is just because it ensures the natural rights of the individual, because it does not violate crucial moral side-constraints. Individuals, he claims, are ENTITLED to the property they have gained by honest means, and they are ENTITLED to do with their property as they choose as long as they do not violate the rights of others. Thus, he calls his conceptions of justice an ENTITLEMENT CONCEPTION OF JUSTICE.

From behind the veil of ignorance, we are likely to make decisions about the distribution of things according to the pattern that will result. If we do not know how things will turn out for us individually, we are likely to pick a pattern that will minimize our risks. That is what the framers of Rawls’ social contract do. That is what you and your fellow students do in our little thought experiment.

But is justice a matter of PATTERN? Isn’t justice a matter of how the pattern comes to pass? It certainly seems that way in our thought experiment. We cannot tell the just distribution of grades merely by looking at the alternative patterns. We can tell only by knowing whether the grades on the list were determined by competent and impartial grading and whether they were assigned to the people who received them.

The same thing Nozick claims, holds for the distribution of goods in a society. Knowing how much of the pie each individual has is not enough. We have to know how that distribution came about. How did the individual in the society get their share? Are they entitled to it?

The best way to ensure a just distribution, then, is to put some moral limits on what the devisers of the social contract may agree on. That is there must be some PRIOR conception of justice that limits their choice. By making the conception the RESULT of’ bargaining from behind the veil of ignorance Rawls sacrifices justice. He does not guarantee it.

THE LARGE AND THE SMALL
Rawls has a response to this argument. The two principles agreed to from behind the veil of ignorance are basic principles to be applied to the society as a whole. They are meant to determine the basic structure of the society as a whole. They are not meant to be applied to smaller groups within the society.

Our job is to create a society AND its attendant rights. And our only constraint is to ensure that the outcome not be biased in favour of the rich and strong. That is why we need the veil of ignorance.

Nozick of course, does not accept this. He claims that the fundamental principles of justice in any society must be applicable in the small as well as the large. He sees no reason why it should be otherwise. 

ABORIGINAL HANDOUTS

A spokesman for the Aboriginal Affairs minister acknowledged the “huge disadvantage “ that indigenous people suffered. He said that his government had allocated a record $2.2 billion expenditure on aborigines this year. Public spending on education for Aborigines was 18 percent higher per capita than 

for non-indigenous people.

Public spending on employment programmes for Aborigines was 48 percent higher per unemployed indigenous person than per unemployed non-indigenous person.

Per-capita expenditure on publicly funded health services was 52 — 55% higher for 

Aboriginal people than for non-indigenous people.

Professor Stevenson from the National University concluded that the greater spending was justified because of the disadvantage Aborigines suffered. He said that Aborigines are less healthy, die younger, are less well educated and are more frequently out of work.

CAPITALISM:

You have two cows. You sell one and buy a bull.

FASCISM

You have two cows. The government takes both, hires you to take care of them, and sells you the milk.

PURE COMMUNISM

You have two cows. Your neighbours help you take care of them and you all share the milk.

RUSSIAN COMMUNISM

You have two cows. You have to take care of them but the government takes all the milk

DICTATORSHIP

You have two cows. The government takes both and shoots you.

SINGAPOREAN DEMOCRACY:

You have two cows. The government fines you for keeping two unlicensed farm animals in an apartment.

MILITARISM.

You have two cows. The government takes both and drafts you.

PURE DEMOCRACY.

You have two cows. Your neighbors decide who gets the milk.

REPRESENTATIVE DEMOCRACY

You have two cows. Your neighbors pick someone to tell you who gets the milk.

AMERICAN DEMOCRACY:

The government promises to give you two cows if you vote for it. After the election, the president is impeached for speculating in cow futures. The press dubs the affair “Cowgate”.

BRITISH DEMOCRACY:

You have two cows. You feed them sheep brains and they go mad. The government doesn’t do anything.

BUREAUCRACY

You have two cows. At first the government regulates what you can feed them and when you can milk them. Then it pays you not to milk them. After that it takes both, shoots one, milks the other and pours the milk down the drain. Then it requires you to fill out forms accounting for the missing cows.

SURREALISM

You have two giraffes. The government requires you to take harmonica lessons:

The Second Coming! Hardly are those words out


When a vast image out of Spiritus Mundi


Troubles my sight: somewhere in sands of the desert


A shape with lion body and the head of a man,


A gaze blank and pitiless as the sun,


Is moving its slow thighs, while all about it


Reel shadows of the indignant desert birds.


	The darkness drops again; but now I know


	That twenty centuries of stony sleep


Were vexed to nightmare by a rocking cradle,


	And what rough beast, its hour come round at last,


	Slouches towards Bethlehem to be born?


(Yeats)
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