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Study Session 1: Political Philosophers

Introduction

Political philosophy has been a branch of philogopéer so many centuries. It started in ancient
Greece and the first major publication in that geoirphilosophy i$lato’s Republic.

Political philosophy can also be defined as a Hrasfghilosophy with a normative discipline in
the sense that it deals with ideal situation rathan raw facts. Political philosophers are group
of philosophers that are specialized in the fidlglalosophy.

In this study session, you will learn about poétiphilosophypPlato’s concept, the link between

the concept of justice and the guidance, and tietdtle’s typology of government.

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 1

After you have studied this study session, you khable to:
1.1 Explain the term political philosopher

1.2 State Plato’s concept of the guardian.

1.3 Discuss Aristotle’s typology of government.

1.1 Political Philosophy

Political philosophy has been a branch of philosoper so many centuries. It started in ancient
Greece and the first major publication in that geoir philosophy is Plato’Republic.You have
also other philosophers in ancient Greece liketdtlis who wrote Politics. Political philosophy
as a branch of philosophy is a normative discipliiméhe sense that it deals with ideal situation
rather than raw facts.

If one looks at what political philosophers havenelat would be discovered that most of their
works have prescribed an ideal social order. Whiatrheans is that what ought to be rather than

what is the case.

In the works ofPlato, Aristotle, Machiavelli and others, what these political philosophers have
done or theorized is simply a social order whiakytfeel will bring about a well ordered society

or community as the case may be.
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Figure 1.1: Political Philosophers.

Source: SchulPortals Inc. ©.

This is why political philosophy differs from sot&ciences especially political science which is
nearer to it. Social scientists investigate fact@tial orders, that is, they look at the existing
social order and in doing that they theorize oppge a theory in a generalized form. What they
do is to look at certain instances and proposesarththat will cover other instances in a similar
situation or scenario that might occur in future.
... can be defined as a branch of philosophy i®mnative discipline in the sense that it
deals with ideal situation rather than raw facts.

(a) Political Sociologist

(b) Political Geographer

(c) Political Scientist

(d) Political Philosopher
o (d) Political Philosopher

Social science is therefore not a discipline thejages in normative judgment as in political
philosophy. However, there is no rigid demarcati®iween political philosophy and social
science because both of them deal with existingakegstems and from these social orders they

abstract from them and propose a theory that cdegd with a similar situation in future.
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Another basic difference that can be noticed i$ guditical philosophy deals with conceptual

analysis. In this engagement of conceptual analykat political philosophers do is to analyze

concepts; that is they break down certain conagfpelitical terms.

These concepts include

Justice

Democracy

” Socialism

‘ Authoritarianism

Figure 1.2: Concepts of Political term.

Source: SchulPortals Inc. ©.

If you look at the works of political philosopherem the ancient times to contemporary times,

one would notice that conceptual analysis has fedtprominently in their works. In a nutshell

political philosophy is a discipline or a branclattis normative as earlier pointed out and this is

what makes it quite different from disciplines tha¢ factual in orientation.

In political philosophy you ask certain questions:

These

Who should rule?

When is a government legitimate or not legitimate?
What is authority?

What is power?

What is force?

are questions that are grappled with inipaliphilosophy. Political philosophers have

grappled with these questions and theorized abdwrnt If one looks at the works #flato,
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Aristotle, Machiavelli, Aquinas, Augustine, Hobbes, Locke, Rousseadpwn to the present

philosophers, like Rawls, they have all grapplethwuestions of social orders in the society.

Activity 1.1:

Allowed Time: 1 Hour
In what ways did political philosopher prescribeciab order which they believe would be

suitable for the citizens in that society from amative angle?

1.2 Plato’s Concept of the Guardian.

He was a philosopher in the ancient Greek city tifeAs. He was a student of Socrates and the
ideas of Socrates had tremendous influence onlhifiact many people or philosophers believe
that it is difficult to demarcate Socrates’ polticideas from Plato’s. All his philosophical
writings are couched in a dialogical form.

His writings have Socrates as the main speakellith@se dialogues. In his main book on
politics entitledThe Republitie sets all his ideas on how society should bdram a normative
point of view. He believes that in a well orderedisty certain set of people should rule whom
he called the guardians.

He believed the guardians would have gone throegtaia training which would have prepared
them to be ready to take up the leadership oftdite sr society. In fact the guardians are chosen
on merit since there are certain sets of examinatiezhich they would have gone through.

Box 1.1: Plato’s Main Concept of the Guardian

Plato believed that the guardians would have baaght mathematics, music, gymnasticy or
physical training as the case may be. Before anyload become a guardian he must pass these
trainings which are rigorous. At the end of thenireg over some period, those who are fit would

have emerged from those rigorous trainings.

He claimed that the guardians would have imbibedféhm of justice which would help them to
rule properly in the state. The theory of form Iat®’s political ideas is enormously important. It
is in fact the foundation on which all his otheead are grounded or it is like a foundation on
which all his other ideas are erected.

Plato believed that all states should be placed ondba df justice because if you have a just

state, the state will be well ordered.
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He believed that each individual has an abilitgtocertain jobs and in view of this he believed
that by the training of the guardians or what thaye gone through in terms of training they will
be able to rule properly and as earlier hinted thiglype able to comprehend the form of justice
and if this is the case they will rule justly iretktate.

Plato’s Republicis a sort of blue print for an ideal society ardaims at a well ordered and just
society where everybody has a job that is suit&iniénim in the state. HiRepublichas been
criticized on many fronts from both the left ane tight (Liberals and Marxists or radicals).
From the liberals’ point of view, they have terntad Republicas a closed society in the sense
that Plato has given us a society that denies freedom tostiwety as well as being not
democratic (that is no freedom of choice, a stmactisociety with no alternative).

Moreover, it has been alleged that Rispublicis utopian in nature. From the radical point of
view, Plato’s Republicis a class structured society because in that tyogtel have those who
are rulers and those who are simply to be ruled.

The guardians have been programmed to rule analutkibary class as well as the slaves and the
women are simply there as onlookers who cannoakaiin the public sphere or hold any public

office. It is also hierarchical in nature.

1.3 Aristotle Typology of Government

Aristotle could be described as the father of maltscience. His political ideas are coloured
with empirical concepts. He was a scientific gerand this left a mark on his political writings.
He could, as earlier adverted to, well be describgedhe father of empirical political science

because his work in politics was based on actudlysdf societies.
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Figure 1.3: Aristotle

Source: http://www.emersonkent.com/history_notes/aristbtla.
Aristotle did not fly into speculative idealism, as you havédlato, but remained in theerra
firma of concrete existence in his discussion of pditlde is a sort of dialogic conversation with
Plato. Yet his conclusion is platonic.
Aristotle is opposed toPlato’s theory of form and instead believes that formsstexn
particulars, in fact they are concrete objects.hide a teleological view of things of the world,
that is, all things in the world are to be undewstin terms of the ends toward which they tend to
achieve. His works are immensely influenced byrsme for he was a scientist of the first order.
One cannot understamristotle’s political ideas without first understanding hisieal ideas,
for both are closely related. The ethical thrustAwistotle is directed at virtuearete and

happinesgeudemonia.The wordaretenormally refers to excellence or happiness.

Box 1.2: Aristotle definition of human excellence

Aristotle refers to human excellence or good astwnanan beings strive to achieve. Happiness
is the final goal of man and he desires other thilog the sake of happiness of goodness. And
what is happiness for man? He contends thattliteisessential nature in a life lived intelligently

and wisely.

The end of man is that he lives an integrated cetapife, just as the end t@losor goal of the
acorn is that it becomes an oak tree. In this vimygotentialities become actualized and the
essential nature is fulfilled.
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... refers to human excellence as what human besiny® to achieve.
(a) Plato
(b) Aristotle
(c) Henri Ford
(d) Charles Babbage
o (b) Aristotle

The virtue, or excellence, of anything is that faé flowering of the potentialities of the
essential nature or form. Man is essentially aoredi animal. The good, then, for man is the
activity of his human nature which should be in aadance with the right reason and
accompanied by right reason. The good for manassth should be a rational animal.

The end of man is to be found in his form, whiclthis soul. This form has various ‘powers’ or
faculties. What distinguishes man from other thilsgeason.

The good man lies in activity that is in accordamg#h reason, which is his entire nature. It is
through the activity of reason that his entire natilnat his entire is revealed, and thus can man
be seen at his human best.

The striving to be human, that is, to be rational habitual. Goodness of character and
disposition is developed only through constant tidgpa of good acts. In this manner, good
habits are acquired. Good habits or virtue, gige to a good disposition, thus, the importance of
virtuous education in childhood and adolescence.

Now, to act in accordance with reason, to be virtugenerally, involves a choosing of a certain
mean between extremes of conduct. Thus, for exampleaage is a mean between rashness, a
vice of excess, and cowardice, a vice of defect.

The doctrine of the mean then, is like a scale betwextremes of doing things: it is in fact an
intermediate between extremes of virtue and viceugh it is not like arithmetic. You must
constantly take all the individual cases into actcand strike a balance. It, therefore, follows
that to find the mean is a complex and difficutka

Virtue or excellence constantly involves actinghtlg in relation to time, manner, motives
objects and people, and it involves finding thepgromean. Some actions are intrinsically bad,

such as hatred and murder and in these casespttnd of the mean does not apply. In fact,
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there is no way one can apply the doctrine in themses because the virtuous mean is
excellence. It is not an aberration, neither reédiocrity.
Although the doctrine of the mean apply to most anrbehaviour, feels it does not apply to the
virtue of justice, hence it is not in all casestthiatue is doing things in accordance with the
doctrine of the mean.
The Aristotelian conception of justice is differérdm the Platonic one, in that, in the latter gase
justice, is particularized: it is used for distriive and rectificatory justice, and applies also to
political justice, and shows the difference betweatural and merely conventional justice.

++ Distributive justice is a proportional relation Wween persons (or goods).
+ Rectificatory justice involves righting of wrongshile political justice involves the

equity of justice.

1.3.1 Ethics

The Ethicsis a treatise or portrait of the good and happy m@ad is premised owirtue and
happinessand these two relate to how men should live tageith society. This logically leads

to his political ideas which are articulateddalitics.

He believes that men are not isolated individuals$ that virtue cannot be practiced by solitary
hermits. Man,Aristotle contends, is by nature a social animal. Men havemmon activity
peculiar to them. They can perceive the good amrdbéd, the just and the unjust and it is
partnership which makes this perception possibiethese things can only be realized in a state.
Society and state are not artificial but naturaintan. In fact, they are manifestations of human
nature.Aristotle argues that every state is a partnership, andtliragigh it that man can attain
physical, moral and intellectual perfection.

It is for this reason that he places utmost impaaon the state. He contends that the state
exists to provide the bare necessities of life. $tate is not an alliance because it has a moral
aim, that is to ensure the good of the communitya aghole, whereas, an alliance exists for
mutual protection. It differs from a nation in thae state is a well-knitted political association
whereas a nation is a large amorphous entity.
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A state is not an aggregate collection of individué a community under a single constitut
and law. The state is united not necessarily becafigs location and size but rather becaus
its constitution.

The state wolves through a whole complex of development: farhousehold which evolve
into a village and family villages into a state state, Aristotle believes, must be +sufficient
in order to provide the bare necessities of lifeistdtle romanticizes tt state so much that he
hails the unknown lavgiver who founded the first state as one of a “raameat benefactor:

In a state, citizenship is not exercised in a vaclwt in a particular type of state and there
many types of states or governm«. There is, for example, the Spartan State whicghdkned
towards conducting wars; there is the Cretan Seataplished in the interest of the rich; and
Carthaginian State which relies on a policy of ewtign to keep down insurrectic

Aristotle believes that citizens of the state should paiapn its political and judicial affair
Each citizen will be a member of the assembly dibdeative body, and will be eligible for ar
office of the state.

The type of political power that existn the state depends on the constitution. Aris

produces taxonomy of constitutiol

The three main types gblitical powerwhich are:

o=

Figure 1.4: Types of political power.

Source: SchulPortals Inc. ©.

The corresponding states etyranny, oligarchy and radical democracy or (mob rule). In
certain circumstancegristotle favoursmonarchy if it is in the interest of all while irther

circumstances he is for democracy where a conistitig operative in the sta
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In a democratic set —up offices rotate frequentigt there is a wide participation in government
by the citizens. However, citizenship does notudel slaves as well as servants, manual workers
and artisans.

The goal of the state or government, as | havenated, is the general happiness of the citizens.
This, Aristotle argues, can be achieved only through the practigatom of the sound
statesman. Those statesmen who are responsiblg #ppi knowledge of good principles,
common sense and sound judgment to solve speciidgms.

The Platonic element iAristotle could be gleaned from the fact that he believas tiie most
satisfying life is that which combines wisdom t@gtical political problemgAristotle contends
that the good of political power can never be tighést good because political activity is a
degrading activity.

The statesman can only develop his capacities giwdle guidance of right reason, which can
lead to the attainment of the philosophical iddakisdom.

The business of law-making should be left to teesured class which has the time to
contemplate because the class has wisdom. The oifiegns have to be educated by the
legislative body in the spirit of the constitution.

Aristotle argues that citizenship is a life-time affair.ig#nhs devote all their lives to the service
of the state. At a young age, they are soldierd, when they are in the middle age they are
assembly members and jury men and when old thegraasts of the state.

Aristotle contends that when the individuals attain theaper end as moral human beings, the
state would prosper. As | have said earlier, theestxists for man, and not vice versa. In fact, it
exists for the moral aim that is it aims at morabdness. The basic focus thereforePofitics,

is that the state exists for the happiness ofitizens.

There is no doubt th#ristotle’s political ideas are grounded in historical expeees he did not

fly into the speculative terrain as you sawPiiato but remained here on earth. Yet his theory in
the last instance comes close to thallafto in his belief that it is only those who have attal
philosophical wisdom who can give a proper direttio the state.

He was also much a child of his age. He lookedhatancient Greek states and the surrounding
states to postulate his types of government arsdrfiuenced him considerably; he could not go
beyond his age.
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He oscillates between the democratic institutiod aristocratic one, and on some occasions
gives the impression that the democratic institut®onot good because it can lead to mob rule.
In this, he shows the aristocratic streak in him.

He places much emphasis on the moral virtue ofcttizens. AsLloyd has pointed out, “he
believes that the stability of the state dependshmn the character of the citizens than on
constitutional or economic factors”.

Yet you know that moral character is not enougk, ¢bnstitutional and economic factors are
also important in the stability of any state, ambreomic factors can either lead to the
satisfaction of the citizens or to downright unsfaittory conditions which can lead to a
revolution.Aristotle too was aware of this fact.

Aristotle, like Plato, also believes in a class society, and this bédafls him to believe that
only a certain class can rule those who have a&lamisdom the so called leisured class. One
cannot but conclude from this last point that, tifodne differs fromPlato in many points, he
returns to the old idea of philosopher-king.

However, there are positive aspects in his palittheory. He believes that the state exists for
the good and happy life of its citizens. Furthbg state should promote the common interest of
the whole populace, though this conflicts with ¢lesss-structured conception of society for if the
state has classes it will be difficult for this cmwon interest to be protected.

But the chief merit, akloyd has rightly pointed out, is that he gave poliacsew dimension by
grounding it on empirical study, so he could bétigcalled the father of political science.

He refers to concrete examples to illustrate woald bring about stability and instability. And

his classification of states is firmly rooted in@mpirical study of the states of his days.

Summary for Study Session 1
In this Study Session 1, you have learnt that:

1. Political philosophy has been a branch of philogopler so many centuries. It started in
ancient Greece and the first major publication hattgenre of philosophy is Plato’s
Republic.You have also other philosophers in ancient Grdi&eeAristotle who wrote
Politics. Political philosophy as a branch of pedphy is a normative discipline in the

sense that it deals with ideal situation rathen tteav facts.



PHI 305

2. Plato was a philosopher in the ancient Greek di#tbens. He was a student of Socrates
and the ideas of Socrates had tremendous influenchim. In fact many people or
philosophers believe that it is difficult to dematiee Socrates’ political ideas from Plato’s.
All his philosophical writings are couched in aldgical form.

3. Aristotle is opposed td°lato’s theory of form and instead believes that formssteki
particulars, in fact they are concrete objects.hide a teleological view of things of the
world, that is, all things in the world are to bederstood in terms of the ends toward
which they tend to achieve.

4. TheEthicsis a treatise or portrait of the good and happy mach is premised on virtue
and happiness and these two relate to how men cGHivel together in society. This

logically leads to his political ideas which aré@rlated inPolitics.

Self-Assessment Questions (SAQs) for Study Session

Now that you have completed this study session,cauassess how well you have achieved its
Learning Outcomes by answering these questions.céoucheck your answers with the Notes
on the Self-Assessment Questions at the end oSthdy Session.

SAQ 1.1 (Tests learning outcome 1.1)

Lists the concept of political terms

SAQ 1.2 (Tests learning outcome 1.2)

State the liberals’ point of view of Plato's Repabl

SAQ 1.3 (Tests learning outcome 1.3)

Examine Aristotle definition of human excellence

Notes on the Self-Assessment Questions (SAQS)
SAQ 1.1

¢ Justice

+ Democracy

¢ Socialism

«» Authoritarianism.
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SAQ 1.2

They have termed his Republic as a closed soanetiye sense that Plato has given us a society
that denies freedom to the society as well as beatglemocratic (that is no freedom of choice,
a structured society with no alternative). Moreovierhas been alleged that his Republic is

utopian in nature.

SAQ 1.3

Aristotle refers to human excellence or good astwlnanan beings strive to achieve. Happiness
is the final goal of man and he desires other thilog the sake of happiness of goodness. And
what is happiness for man? He contends thattteisessential nature in a life lived intelligently

and wisely.
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Study Session 2: Social Contract Theory Philosopher

Introduction

Social contract theory, virtually as old as philpisy itself, is the opinion that persons’ moral or
political obligations are reliant upon a contractagreement among them to form the society in
which they live.

Hobbes, John Locke and Jean-Jacques Rousseau eafgesh identified advocates of this

enormously significant theory, which has been r@gdras one of the most dominant theories
within moral and political theory during the courdehe history of the modern West.

In this study session, you will learn about the acapt of social contract theory and social
contract theory philosophers.

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 2

After you have studied this study session, you khable to:

2.1 Examine the concept of social contract theory.

2.2 Discuss the social contract theory philosophers

2.1 Concept of Social Contract.

The idea of social contract theory is groundedlenfact that the citizens and the government
must have a sort of agreement that binds both hegeiMoreover the idea of social contract

theory is that there is an obligation on the pagavernment as well as the citizens to do certain
things or provide certain things and the citizeres ander certain obligations to obey political

authority. It confers a sort of legitimacy on the

government.

Figure 2.1: Citizens and Government on Agreement

Source: www.voanews.com
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Furthermore the idea of the social contract is thatcitizens should be able to have a say in the
decision making process of the state. Thus, tha @esocial contract theory is an important
element in any governance.

The idea was started in the ancient period thraugdt Socratestermed a binding obligation on
the part of the citizens to obey the state becthese is a pact between the state and the citizens
since the state provides the basic needs of tlzemrd. It is also well discussed and articulated in
the medieval period and down to the modern age.

It was discussed and worked out fully by the trfoTbomas Hobbes John Locke andJohn
Jacques Rousseaut has also been discussed in contemporary saao@lpolitical philosophy

by important political philosophers likkohn Rawls Robert Nozick and some other political
philosophers. The idea social contract in modeifopbphy was first introduced by Hobbes in
his book entitled_eviathan

... theory is grounded on the basis that citizend #he government must have an
agreement that connects both together.

(a) Plato

(b) Socrates

(c) Contract

(d) Richard
o (c) Contract

2.2 Social Contract Theory Philosophers.

Modern social contract theory is properly relatathweontemporary moral and political theory.
However,Thomas Hobbes John Locke andJean-Jacques Rousseaare the best well-known
proponents of this prominent theory.

2.2.1 Thomas Hobbes
In the book, Thomas Hobbes claims that human beirge first of all living in what he calls the
state of nature. The state of nature was a stataich individuals behave as they like because

there was no law which regulates their behaviors.
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In that state of nature there were laws of natutee laws of nature revolve round preservation
of individual’s life. The individuals were egoisticause the most important thing was simply
to promote one’s own interest at the detrimenttbep people’s interest. He claims that in this

state of nature, there was not any regulative aityhim enforce any form of law.

Figure 2.2Thomas Hobbes

Source:www.rschindler.com/hobbes.htm

Hence the weaker could even conquer the stronggreastronger could pounce on the weak. In
this state of nature there was chaos or anarchgusecanarchy reigns hence, according to
Hobbes; life was short, brutish and nasty. There m@industry, no culture, and no civilization
because nothing could have worked in this scenario.

Hence there was not any kind of cooperative venhgeause of the egoistic nature of the
individuals that prevalils in the state of naturbomas Hobbes gave a scary picture of the state of
nature.

People then realized that life in that scenario avasecarious, insecure and perilous. Because of
this scenario people realized through reason that, kind of life characterized by insecurity
should be stopped and hence they come togethetitedite on the way forward.

In this deliberation they would realize that ithistter to have a state that is secured where life
could flourish in a peaceful way. Hence they woetdne together and deliberate to surrender to
a sovereign authority and this sovereign authavityhave power over all individuals.

The individuals would have surrendered their rigigsause they believed to have a secured and
well-ordered state than a state of nature. Theyt d@ve the right to rebel against the sovereign

authority that is called leviathan because a pehséite is better than an anarchical sate.
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In the end the leviathan is an all-powerful auttaoran sovereign entity that has authority over
anybody’s life.

2.2.2 John Locke

He follows the tradition of Hobbes in enunciatiing tstate of nature. He has followed Thomas
Hobbes in some ways but he deviated from Thomadémwin the sense that he does not present

the state of nature in the form of egoistic natfreuman beings like you have in Hobbes.

Figure 2.3:John Locke

Source: www.thefamouspeople.com

He believes that by nature human beings are gotdathbecause they could help each other.
However, the nature of state has been structuredd way that there are some laws of nature
which makes it impossible for a kind of joint eqese by all individuals in a state of nature.

The laws of state of nature have made it imposs$dil¢he individuals to promote interest of all
hence the individuals have to behave to presemie dlvn particular interest, preserve their lives
and also promote their own selfish interest.

However, at a particular time the state of natuile ecome so dangerous that human beings
will come to realize through rational means thatytshould have a state that could promote the
interest of all, hence they will come together &iltkrate on how to evolve from that state of
nature to a well ordered society where there desrenforced by a regulative authority.

The sovereign state evolves according to John Laskeresult of a pact. The argument is unlike
that of Hobbes because the agreement is not astmtaine whereby individuals surrender their
liberty to the sovereign authority. The agreeméat will be reached through their deliberation

will be a two stage way.
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The individual would agree among themselves to farstate where they would enjoy certain
basic rights like right to life and property. Afténis there will be another pact between the
individuals and the sovereign authority in whicledé rights will be protected and these rights
cannot be infringed upon by the sovereign authority

The reasons they have agreed to leave the statatwfe are that their rights will be protected
which was not the case in the state of nature hedights are enumerated as the rights to life,
liberty and property. As a matter of fact, rightpmperty is highly valued by Locke because to
him, this is more important to life. One’s lifersore enhanced by one’s property.

The pact that could emerge between the individadl the sovereign authority could make it
clear that this right has to be protected andef/thre not protected the people has the right to
overthrow the sovereign authority.

Box 2.1: Locke’s Opinion

Locke believed that the sovereign authority shawdtibe highly empowered to do whatever|he
likes. In view of this he advocated separation@f@rs. His own state of government was bgsed
on this notion of separation of power. In his fiaaklysis he deviated from the Hobbesian theory
of social contract in the sense that his own sogerauthority does not have that cohesive power
entrusted to it.

2.2.3 Jean Jacques Rousseau

He completely deviates from his earlier predecesadro have ruminated on the social contract
theory. He does not believe that the state of pattas a chaotic one neither does he believe that
it was a state that people were not rational iir thehavior as you have it in Locke.

He claims that the state of nature was a serereghd world. He believes in the state of nature
individuals were not egoistic but were cooperatihere was a sort of mutual cooperation, life
flourishes in that state of nature, in such a weat people live among themselves without any

conflict.
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Figure 2.4:Jean Jacques Rousseau

Sourcemww.thefamouspeople.com

However at this change with the introduction ohinghich brought about civilization, in other
words civilization brought about a change in theaion since there were appropriate lands by
individuals that made everyone to care for himaklhe.
This led to the promotion of self-interest and #hegho have appropriated more lands have to
protect themselves. Hence violence was introduckdthe state of nature.
This brought about a chaotic situation and disdirtess hence there would have to be a
deliberation which would lead to a sort of pacsocial theory, in this pact that would be entered
not everybody not everybody would give up indivibwal for the larger general will.
The general will unifies all the individual willt is the sum total of the individual will. It
promotes the common interest of everybody andpéssedes the interests of the individual.
Hence the general will is a cornerstondéan Jacques Rousseautbeory of social contract. In
fact the general will is simply what could be tedmeRousseau’s legacy that he has bequeathed
to political philosopher or subsequent politicallpgophers.
In conclusion the social contract theory is an inguat theory since it brings together the interest
of all individuals in the state and makes governneennected with the individual. It is not a real
contract though but a hypothetical social contract.
[ [T characterization of the state of nature isararchical.

(a) Jean Jacques Rousseau’s

(b) John Locke

(c) Locke and Rousseau

(d) Lock and Hobbes

o (c) Locke and Rousseau
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Summary for Study Session 2

In this Study Session 2, you have learnt that:

1.

The idea of social contract theory is grounded lom fact that the citizens and the
government must have a sort of agreement that lnothstogether. Moreover the idea of
social contract theory is that there is an obl@aton the part of government as well as
the citizens to do certain things or provide certhings and the citizens are under certain
obligations to obey political authority.

Thomas Hobbes claims that human beings were fiigt bving in what he calls the state
of nature. The state of nature was a state in winidividuals behave as they like because
there was no law which regulates their behaviors.

John Locke believes that by nature human beingge@od natured because they could
help each other. However the nature of state has beuctured in a way that there are
some laws of nature which makes it impossible fdsirad of joint enterprise by all
individuals in a state of nature.

Jean Jacques Rousseau claims that the stateuné medis a serene, peaceful world. He
believes in the state of nature individuals weré egpistic but were cooperative, there
was a sort of mutual cooperation, life flourisheghat state of nature, in such a way that
people live among themselves without any conflict.

The contract theory of Hobbes, Locke and Roussedealt with and the differences are
noted in their contract theories. Hobbes’'s charaetgon of the state of nature is
anarchical while that of Locke and Rousseau is Tiog way the contract is agreed upon
is different from each other. The three politichllpsophers agree that the state is based

on contract between the rulers and the ruled.

Self-Assessment Questions (SAQs) for Study Sessibn

Now that you have completed this study session,cauassess how well you have achieved its

Learning Outcomes by answering these questions.céoucheck your answers with the Notes

on the Self-Assessment Questions at the end oSthdy Session.

SAQ 2.1 (Tests learning outcome 2.1)

Explain Socrates view on social contract theory.
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SAQ 2.2 (Tests learning outcome 2.2)
Examine Rousseau’s concept of the general will.

Notes on the Self-Assessment Questions (SAQS)

SAQ 2.1

Socrates point of view was termed a binding obiigabn the part of the citizens to obey the

state because there is a pact between the statheawmdizens since the state provides the basic
needs of the citizens. It is also well discussatiaticulated in the medieval period and down to

the modern age.

SAQ 2.2
The general will is a cornerstone dean Jacques Rousseautheory of social contract. In fact
the general will is simply what could be termed Bsxeau’s legacy that he has bequeathed to

political philosopher or subsequent political pedphers.

Study Session 3: Democracy

Introduction

Democracy which derives from the Greek word dempgpe@ople by definition means the
government by the people in which the supreme poisebestowed in the people and
implemented directly by them or by their voted agamder a free electoral system." In the case
of Abraham Lincoln, democracy is a government 'leé people, by the people, and for the
people.”

In this study session, you will learn about demograistory of democracy, ancient Athenian
democracy idea and modern idea of democracy, diesal indirect democracies and
characteristic features of modern democracy.

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 3

After you have studied this study session, you khable to:

3.1 Define the term democracy.

3.2 Discuss the history of democracy.
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3.1 Democracy

Democracy has become a sort of horrific term thastnstates claim to be a democratic system.
Democracy is a system that has been given anyguorterpretation or that has been given many
interpretations. Even an autocratic or totalitargystem of government could claim to be a
democratic system.

Democracy is a system of government based on theept of the ruled, in other words, it is a

system of government that must be grounded onébelp in terms of having their own consent

through electoral system.

This definition is mainly that of liberal democr@aBystem. However, most governments who are
not of liberal democratic system would claim thagit system has the consent of the people,
hence it is democratic.

The simpler definition you can have has been pexvidy Abraham Lincoln that “democracy is

the government of the people, by the people anthtopeople”.

i ¥ -
-

Figure 3.1.Democracy

Source: www.martinhilbert.net/democracy.html
What this means is that any democratic system hst the people at its base which means that
the people must have willingly given their consémtthat government. In other words, the
government is not imposed on the people forcefullyhis is the case then that government is
not legitimate hence it is not a democratic govesnin
The whole idea of democracy started in the ancergek city of Athens and in this city
everybody participated in the decision making pssoef government except slaves and women

who were not allowed to participate. Offices wdretvn open to every citizen who resided in
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the state. The people normally were meeting iropen space calledgora where decisions
were taken in a consensual way.
[ PV has become a sort of horrific term that méstes claim to be a democratic system.

(a) Democracy

(b) Politics

(c) Philosopher

(d) Ancient Greek
o (a) Democracy
In other words there was a sort of dialogue amdwgparticipants in thagoratill a decision
would be taken which everybody would have consetdezhd the decision was binding on all.
Hence in Greek language, democracy memso- kratiawhich means the rule of the people.
In contemporary time the idea of democracy has gb@drbecause the number of people has
become much more increased exponentially.
Also you have vast areas that constitute a couAttyhese have made it impossible to have that
kind of ancient Greek democratic system. Their dovm of democracy was a direct one.
In the contemporary world the form of democracyt tigapracticed is an indirect form of
democracy in that you have some people represeotirags. This is because vast majority of the
population and vast expanse of lands have madet doen of democracy that was practiced in
the ancient Greek city impossible.
m In Greek word, Democracy means......
o Demo- kratia
In the world today what obtains in terms of demticraystem is liberal democratic system of
government. This system is what is practiced inynaestern countries like U.S.A, Britain, etc.
This form of democracy has certain basic featurgsahat is of paramount importance is that

the whole idea of that democratic system is based o
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Freedom of

speech Conscience Assembly

Figure 3.2: Idea of democratic system
Source: SchulPortals Inc. ©.

The liberals believe that these freedoms are thst whistinguishing features of any democr:
system and they should not be compromised. Ther disic feature at is of paramount
importance is the rule of la
The rule of law upholds the supremacy of the ctutgdn which could be either written
unwritten and based on tradition. The other featdirdemocracy is based on majoritarian rule
is also basedroparty system either two party or multiparty syst
Besides this the system is also based on peridelitiens. That is having elections periodice
every four, five or six years.
In all these distinguishing features of democratistem what is ofttermost importance is th
the consent of the people in the electoral syssawhiat gives the system its legitime
However,what can negate democratic system is inequalitgyosfer and wealth and these

what youfind in most democratic systems in western st

3.2 History of Democrac

When one particular person rules. Such a systerd dmiregarded as a monarchy (Greer

'rule by one') in a situation when the post cannberited within a family. It is expected to

given such names as tyranny or dictatorship (fram& when power is held by or granted tc
individual member of societ

The other extreme is democy, in which ideally every adult can effect grougidens. Such a
egalitarian method is accustomed to anthropoladsésning the customs of small tribal grou

but it has been a rarity in more developed sode
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Between the two extremes is oligarch. In a senbeealy clashes between oligarchy and
democracy are an argument over how many to indludee few, with democrats pressing for a
higher figure than oligarchs can accept. Even imefs, where cultured democracy starts, only a

small part of the community can vote.

3.2.1 Athenian Democracy: 5th Century BC
In the 5th century BC Athens founds an experimandirect democracy, as conflicting to the
representative democracy of contemporary socieligs. copied by her Greek associates and
colonies at the time, but it has hardly been taegwhere else since (Switzerland in the 13th
century is one example).
Democracy of this type has two requirements. Themanity must be lesser enough for citizens
to be capable of joining debates and voting on lprab. And its economy must give these
citizens enough freedom to involve in politicsiive ancient world this indicates that there must
be slaves to do most of the work. Both situatimiosnph in Athens.
The citizen democrats of Athens are those males; the age of eighteen, who are sons of an
Athenian father (after 451 BC the mother must bleeAtan as well). They number no more than
50,000 in the whole of Attica.
In addition to these citizens the population inelsidbout 25,000 metics (metoikoi, or foreigners
trading in Athens, for this is a major commerciahtte), together with free women and children
and perhaps 200,000 slaves. This gives a totaboita400,000 people. So the voting citizens
form at most 30% of the population.
Democracy is accomplished in numerous phases, ghralterations linked with Solon in 594,
with the Ten tribes of Cleisthenes in 508, and WA#ricles in 462.
3.2.2 The people's army: 6th - 5th century BC
The move in the direction of democracy redireckeptnodifications in society. In the

» Prehistoric period,

» Throughout Greece,

» Aristocratic families have provided the main figigiforce,

» Cavalry.
In the 7th century the Greek city-states createntve military idea of the heavily armed infantry

man, the hoplite.
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A remorseless phalanx of hoplites becomes as dynamthe field as the tank in current times.
These soldiers create their own weapons and artmaiuthis is costly. Several of the Greek
oligarchies, including that of Athens in the 6tmizery, reveal the power of this middle class of
citizens.

The poorer citizens of a Greek state, unable yofpaarmour, can only serve in the army as
light infantry useful in a skirmish, but moderatéhgignificant on the battlefields of the day.

A tactical alteration of direction by Athens, eairiythe 5th century, offers these poorer citizens a
new power. The military strength is averted intdding up an Athenian navy. Triremes, the fast
warships of the time, need men to row them.

However, every citizen has a role to play, andcitesvs of a fleet of warships have a self-evident
political power. A more radical democracy, introddcby Pericles in 462, is almost an
unavoidable result.

3.2.3 The mechanics of Athenian democracy: 5th canty BC

The system which performs in the mid-5th centugjudes citizens in government in a diversity
of ways.

Each one has a voice in the utmost forum of thenathe ecclesia or assembly, which sees four
times a month on the Pnyx, a flat-topped hill itnéts. On key occasions, with essential matters
to be decided, as many as 5000 citizens attend.

It is not easy to gather a large crowd. Scythianes are much in indication at the begin of each
meeting, tightening a long red-dyed rope to net aegrby loiterers. In about 400 BC pay is
introduced for attendance, to reward for loss ofkivg time.

Any national may answer the representative's gure8/ho is willing to speak?’, but addressing
such a huge crowd in the open air is hard. Mosthef discussion is carried on by regular
speakers - in effect the leading politicians, wh® known as rhetores (orators).

The business of the day is secure by another béd0® members, known as the boule or
council. Here the principle of amateurism is marelfy developed, for the members are chosen
by drawing lots. Fifty are chosen at village sthgeeach of the ten tribes which make available
the Athenian society.

The standard of chosen by lot is done even fuithdre council of 500. Each member functions
for a month as one of the 50 presidents, who charge of day- day administration of the city).
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Therefore, the chairman of the boule reforms ewday, again chosen by lot from the 50
president. So almost each councilor is efficiehthad of state for one day of the year.
Non-specialization can barely be done further. tBatAthenians do have the mutual sense to use

election, without any time boundary, for the mastential posts.

Activity 3.1

Time: 1hr
Wealth and power can vitiate democracy’. Discuss ih relationship to modern day liberal

democratic system.

Summary for Study Session 3
In this Study Session 3, you have learnt that:

1. Democracy is a system of government based on theept of the ruled, in other words,
it is a system of government that must be grouratethe people in terms of having their
own consent through electoral system.

2. When one particular person rules. Such a systemd d@uregarded as a monarchy (Greek
for 'rule by one’) in a situation when the post deninherited within a family. It is
expected to be given such names as tyranny ortalistap (from Rome) when power is
held by or granted to an individual member of stycie

3. What makes democracy a confused idea is thatnibws embraced by every part of the
political spectrum and as such every political idelaims it. The idea of modern
democracy is different from that of the ancient éilan Greek city-state where direct
democracy was practiced.

4. There are certain distinguishing features of moatsmocracy like rule of law, consent

of the people, two-party system, etc.

Self-Assessment Questions (SAQs) for Study Sessi®n
Now that you have completed this study session,cauassess how well you have achieved its
Learning Outcomes by answering these questions.céoucheck your answers with the Notes

on the Self-Assessment Questions at the end oSthdy Session.
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SAQ 3.1 (Tests learning outcome 3.1)
Why is democracy such a confusing concept?
SAQ 3.2 (Tests learning outcome 3.2)

Discuss the Athenian Democracy

Notes on the Self-Assessment Questions (SAQS)

SAQ 3.1
Democracy is a system that has been given anyptorterpretation or that has been given many

interpretations. Even an autocratic or totalitargstem of government could claim to be a
democratic system.

This definition is mainly that of liberal democr@gystem. However, most governments who are
not of liberal democratic system would claim thagit system has the consent of the people,
hence it is democratic.

SAQ 3.2

In the 5th century BC Athens founds an experimandirect democracy, as conflicting to the
representative democracy of contemporary socieligs. copied by her Greek associates and
colonies at the time, but it has hardly been taegwhere else since (Switzerland in the 13th
century is one example).

Democracy of this type has two requirements. Themanity must be lesser enough for citizens
to be capable of joining debates and voting on lprob. And its economy must give these
citizens enough freedom to involve in politicsitire ancient world this indicates that there must

be slaves to do most of the work. Both situatimiosnph in Athens.
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Study Session 4: Marxism

Introduction

Marxism is a system of economic, social, and pmltiphilosophy based on concepts that
opinion social transformation in terms of econofaictors. A central opinion is that the means of
production is the economic base that effects agrdehes the political life.

In this study session, you will learn about conseagt dialectical and historical materialism of
Marxism, superstructure in Marxism, socialism aodhmunism political systems in Marxism,
and basic principles of Marxism.

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 4

After you have studied this study session, you khable to:

4.1 Examine concepts of dialectical materialism listbrical materialism of Marxism.

4.2 Define the superstructure in Marxism.

4.3 Explain socialism and communism political sysen Marxism.

4.4 Discuss the basic principles of Marxism
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4.1 Concepts of Dialectical and Historical Materiabm of Marxism.
Karl Marx andFred rich Engelswere two lifelong friends who formulated the idéa®wn as
Marxism. ThoughMarx would disclaim that he was a Marxist, nevertheMasxism became an
ideology that was embraced by those who believeddandeology of Marxism.
Eastern European countries were until recentlyowaithg Marxist ideology and some other
countries in the world like Cuba and China adoptan as the state ideology.
Marx andEngelswere revolutionists and they posited a revolutigndea which was against
the capitalist system. Their idea is grounded iaww called

+ Dialectical Materialism.

% Historical Materialism.
Dialectical materialism is supposed to be the philosophical creed of Mamnxand what this

means is that matter is the basic feature of yealit

Box 6.1: Dialectics

Dialectics is a process that occurs in reality.|€ical process occurs when there is a change
from one form to another form brought about by pwaxhich is human kind’s manipulation of

nature. Marx and Engels got the concept of diatedtom Hegel.

The concept of dialectics has three categorieseatufes -thesis, anti- thesiswhich is a
negation of the thesis and from this anti thesis lyave synthesis which is a complex mixture of
both thesis and anti-thesis.

They believed that all these things were also neatefl in the historical process hence they
called thishistorical materialism. They laid out the process which societies haveegbrough.
They claimed that all societies have gone througimrounal system and from this emerged
feudal system and the capitalist system emergen tlee feudal system. They claimed that
capitalist system would eventually evolve in comistisystem which is the ultimate end of the
process.

To them these processes occur in all societiesusecaf the contradictions in those societies.
They claimed that all societies have what they lcaie and super structure. The base is made up
of relations of production and forces of production

The base is essentially the economic foundatiothefsociety and the base as earlier pointed

out, consists of the means of production whichsargly the machinery with which economic



PHI 305

activities could be carried out while relationspobduction are mainly the class standing of the

individuals in that economic activity.

m The concept of dialectics has.... and ............ features

oThesis, anti- thesis.

4.2 The Superstructure

The superstructure is simply the beliefs, ideolofyhat societyMarx andEngelsclaimed that

in any epoch the ruling class controls both thenendc base and as such the super structure,
hence the ruling class’s ideas to them are thesidéthe totality of the society.

Marx andEngelsclaimed that historical evolution has from comniigma through feudalism to
capitalism has always been driven by certain cdmdt@ns in the society and these

contradictions are brought about in the economseba

Figure 4.1: Engels and Marx

Source:www.smithsonianmag.com
In each epoch the ruling class becomes obsoldtsnms of the economic activities and as such
a class would arise with a much efficient econoautivity or machinery. This could bring about
class struggle between the old ruling class ancéweemerging class.
In most situations the new class triumphs overdlgeruling class. They argued that this has
been the scenario in all societies hence the phineskistory of all societies has been the history
of class struggle.
They claimed that this scenario could happen incgatalist society because the bourgeoisie
class could be overthrown by the proletariat ckisse there are certain contradictions within the
capitalist system. They believed that once thetabgi system is overthrown there will be

socialist system.
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... simply the beliefs, ideology of that society.

o Superstructure

4.3 Socialism and Communism are Political systems Marxism.

Socialism is superior to capitalism in the sensa thwill be managed on another moral or
ethical system. However socialism will be a stop-batween capitalism and communism. It is
meant as a system which will smash the remnantcapitalism in terms of the class

stratification.

After socialism there will be communism. This ig thitimate end of all historical processes. In a
communist state there will be no state or goverrirasryou have it, what will be present is the
organization of things.

In this system all the needs of the people woulddtered for. In conclusion, Marxism or the

idea ofMarx andEngelsare seen as being utopian by some social theamstsas such as they

criticize it on that ground.

4.4 Basic Principles of Marxism
Marxism is a viewpoint that comprises a number iffedng "sub-perspectives” (that is, while
there have a tendency to be a general arrangerbent ¢he need to construct a critique of
Capitalist society, there are key disagreementwdsst writers working within this perception).
Keeping this in mind, you can review some of thg kkarxist concepts in the following terms:
1. Marxism highlights the impression that soci& lis based upon "conflicts of interest". The
most essential and important of these conflicthat between the Bourgeoisie (those who own
and governor the means of production in society) #ue Proletariat (those who basically sell
their labour power in the market place of capita)is
2. Unlike the Functionalist version of Structurabsciology, the idea of social class is more than
a descriptive category; social class is used téa@gxpow and why societies change.
Class conflict characterizes a process wherebyasibe comes about through the opposition of
social classes as they follow what they appredatbe their (different and opposed) shared
interests in society.
3. Marxism is a political theory whose main concertwofold:

+«+ To interpret the political and economic flaws esisin capitalism

+ To show the way near the founding of a future comistusociety.
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4. Essentially, there are measured to be two gresabds in capitalist society (the Bourgeoisie
and the Proletariat). Nevertheless, at any givememt a number of class fractions will occur
For example, the Bourgeoisie might be subdividead:in

Box 4.2: Subdivision of Bourgeoisie

1. The Haute (High) Bourgeoisie (owners of bigabBshments)
2. The Petit (Small) Bourgeoisie (owners of smadlustries)

3. The Professions (people who, while not ownerthefmeans of production assist to regulate
every day running of businesses).

5. Marx categorized human history in relationshe wvay in which ownership of the means of

production was the most vital single variable imedl in the classification of each separate

period (or epoch) in history.

He identified five major epochs:

+« Primitive communism - representative of early huntastory where people held
everything in mutual.

« The Ancient epoch (slave society) - societies bagsah slavery where the means of
production was possessed and measured by an eatstaglite.

5

¢

Feudal society - where land was the most essenéahs of production. This was owned

organized by an aristocratic class; the most opfgebave its place to a peasant class

(who had few, if any, political rights).

% Capitalist society - where technological advancenferachinery etc.) has acceptable a
bourgeois class to exploit factory kinds of produetor their private gain.

« Communist society - where the method of productoa held "in common" for the

advantage of everyone in society. In this sociéags conflict is lastly determined and

this indicates the "end of history" since no eftran of society can ever advance.

6. Marxists divide Capitalist society into two ceated "spheres of influence™:
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/ The economic

/ base (or
infrastructure)
A\
The political and

ideological
superstructure.

Figure 4.2: Spheres of Influence

Source: SchulPortals Inc. ©.

7. Marxists use the idea of hegemony to direct tligtionship. According to a Marxist such
Althusser there are two conducts in wt a ruling class can unite its control over othessés
% Through the use of force (the police and militdoy,example). Althusser referred the
"Repressive State Apparatuses” (RS
% Through the use of ideology / socialisation (thessnmedia, soal workers, teachers ai
the like - a form of "soft policing”) Althusser named thesedédlogical Stat:
Apparatuses” (ISA’s
In Capitalist society, hegemonic control will contally be a mixture of the above, but
Capitalist democracies the last wie most vital since a ruling class search for totrbrand
exploit the Proletariat by trying to influence thehat this society is the best of all possi
worlds...
8. Marxist theory highpoints the total evaluatidnGapitalist society; in order to uerstand the
way things seem you have to understand how sodégalid made through a combination
economic, political and ideological conflic
9. Individuals are not the focal point of Marxisiebries (Marxists are mainly concerned v
understandingocial structures); "individuals” are only signdit when they act together a:
class.
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That is, when people develop a consciousness aighlges as belonging to a particular social

class (a “class in itself’) and acts upon that amass to produce social change (a "class for
itself").

10. Most Marxists use the notion of wrong consan@ss to explain how the Proletariat is co-

opted by a ruling class into the values of Cagtadiociety (a member of the working class is

incorrectly mindful of their true class position &rh they fail to understand themselves as a

member of an exploited, oppressed, class).

Summary for Study Session 4
In this Study Session 4, you have learnt that:

1. Marxism is based on two concepts — dialectical maltem and historical materialism.
Dialectical materialism is the philosophical pillaf Marxism and historical materialism
is the concept that explains the historical movenésocieties.

2. There are also base and superstructure and theidoasenomic activity in the society
while the superstructure is the belief system, loigyg etc of society and these are a
reflection of the base since the base controlsstiperstructure. The ruling class in any
society controls the base hence that class coritrelsuperstructure.

3. The historical trajectory of any society had beemp$y made possible by the
contradictions in the base which occurred becatisbanges in the base, and this would
bring about class conflict in the society.

4. The end-result of that conflict would bring aboutl@ange of the ruling class in the
society and the society would move from one fornsyastem to another system — feudal,
capitalism, socialism and lastly communidvtarx andEngelsbelieved that communism

would be the ultimate end of the historical process

Self-Assessment Questions (SAQs) for Study Sessibn

Now that you have completed this study session,cauassess how well you have achieved its
Learning Outcomes by answering these questions.céoucheck your answers with the Notes
on the Self-Assessment Questions at the end oSthidy Session.

SAQ 4.1 (Tests learning outcome 4.1)

Define Dialectics.
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SAQ 4.2 (Tests learning outcome 4.2)
What is super structure?

SAQ 4.3 (Tests learning outcome 4.3)
Explain the Socialism.

SAQ 4.4 (Tests learning outcome 4.4)
State the subdivision of Bourgeoisie

Notes on the Self-Assessment Questions (SAQS)

SAQ 4.1

Dialectics is a process that occurs in reality.|®&ifcal process occurs when there is a change
from one form to another form brought about by maxhich is human kind’s manipulation of
nature. Marx and Engels got the concept of diatedtom Hegel.

SAQ 4.2

The superstructure is simply the beliefs, ideologyhat society. Marx and Engels claimed that
in any epoch the ruling class controls both thenendc base and as such the super structure,
hence the ruling class’s ideas to them are thesidéthe totality of the society.

SAQ 4.3

Socialism is superior to capitalism in the sensa& thwill be managed on another moral or
ethical system.

SAQ 4.4

1. The Haute (High) Bourgeoisie (owners of big elsshments)

2. The Petit (Small) Bourgeoisie (owners of smadlustries)

3. The Professions (people who, while not ownerthefmeans of production assist to regulate

every day running of businesses).

Study Session 5: Social Justice

Introduction

The issue of social justice is an important onei&@qustice is about distribution of resources in
the society or state. It involves the distributiohresources amongst individuals, groups and
communities in the political system hence it iswthdistributive justice.

In this study session, you will learn about soqigtice, utilitarian conception of justicdohn

Rawl’s idea of Justice anBobert Nozick’s entitlement theory of justice.



Learning Outcomes for Study Session 5

After you have studied this study session, you khahble to:

5.1 Define the term social justice.
5.2 Discuss the utilitarian conception of justice.
5.3 Examine thdohn Rawl’'s idea of justice.

5.4 Explain RoberNozick’s entitlement theory of justice.

PHI 305
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5.1 Social Justice
The issue of social justice is an important onei&@qustice is about distribution of resources in
the society or state. It involves the distributiohresources amongst individuals, groups and
communities in the political system hence it iswhdistributive justice.
There have been many approaches in terms of gasiade; there is the approach of need, and
there is also the criterion of merit.
Also an approach that is used to distribute ressunn the society is that of humanity.
Philosophers who embrace this approach claim tbesdurces should be distributed equally
because we are all human beings and as such vee ared and not a means to an end.
All these approaches can be either

¢ Egalitarianism

% Utilitarianism

+ Conservatism.
Most political philosophers, social theorists, poél theorists embrace one form or the other of

these perspectives or approaches and these apesoaithbe our next point of discussion.

[ T is about distribution of resources in theistycor state.
(a) Social justice
(b) Social freedom
(c) Social worker
(d) Social welfare

o (a) Social justice

5.2 Utilitarianism

One of the approaches that are mostly embracedobycal philosophers is utilitarianism.
Utilitarianism is an ethical principle. The clasdi@xposition was done hjeremy Bentham
through what he calls th@inciple of utility.

Box 5.1 Principle of utility

The principle is that you promote our happinesshto fullest. In our daily life our happiness
becomes important as the hallmark of our moralqggpie. Bentham believes that any social

policy should be tailored towards the promotiornappiness of the people.
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He claimed that the desire of everybody is thatdniber happiness should be promoted hence
the utility principle is simply that you should mmze the happiness of everybody although this
maximization should be in such a way that the hasgs of people are harnessed intensely in
such a way that it is to the fullest. Hence youeh#live maxim of utilitarianism which is the

greatest happiness for the greatest number of @eopl

m The classical exposition was done by ............. throwplat he calls the principle of utility.

o Jeremy Bentham

The state’s policy will promote the greatest goodthe greatest number of people in a society.
This maxim (rule of conduct) in this way becomemeo stone of state policy. The promotion of
peoples’ welfare in a state should be the policgrof government.

However, there are some problems that this thebigooial justice in promoting the greatest
good for the greatest number of people mightmgiei upon the right and liberty of others and in
doing this there might result unjust treatment@dge in the state.

This has made some philosophers and social theoregiery utilitarianism as a theory of social
justice because according to them no person irstdte should be unjustly treated in terms of
satisfying the goodness or happiness of othershehdttey are in majority or minority.

Most political philosophers have argued that in ellwerdered society the state should just
provide security for the people in the societyla eéquality of opportunity at the initial level and
once this is done the state should hands off.

If the state should interfere in the distributidrttte resources it will result in an unjust treatrne
of some people. One of the political philosopheh®wave examined the issue of social justice
is John Rawils.

5.3 John Rawls

In his book entitledrhe Theory of Justicdie attacks utilitarianism as the theory of justicat
may result in an unjust society. He terms his ooty of justice as justice as fairness. He uses
the idea of social contract to formulate his oweaiaf social justice.

To posit his own idea of social justice his owniabcontract isKantian in nature He claims
that his own social justice theory is an alterratto that of utilitarianism. He constructed a
hypothetical situation which he calls original gmsi.
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Figure 5.1: John Rawls

Source: http://en.wikipedia.org
In this original position people gather togetheagyee upon certain principles that will rate
in the society that they are trying to set up. Blgsghat in this original position there is wiyou
call veil of ignorance.
The veil of ignorance is instituted or proposedRawls to bring about a sort of impartiality
the original position.r this circumstance no one knows about his or lescgender and wh
status he or she will occupy in the society thdieimg formed
However everybody is a rational egoist and it isawse of this theyou will agree with some
people which will faour everybody’s interes
People do not know how this principle will affebiet individually. However they know th

they need some primary goods li

Liberty

Opportunity

Income

Weath

Social basis of selfespect

Figure 5.2: Example of primary goods.
Source: SchulPortals Inc. ©.
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These are goods that will help one in pursuingethe or plan of one’s lifeRawls then claim
that in this original position people will agree o principles.
1. The first one is that each person will agree thegrypbody should have equal liberty
compatible with that of everyone.
2. Second, everyone should agree that they should da&hance not only to exercise their
talent but to acquire that talent through equalftgpportunity.
3. Third, Rawls argues that justice requires of us difference placwhich is that you
should make the worst off in the society as wdillasf possible.
Rawls claims that these principles are lexically priorone another. The first principle is more
important than the others that are the principlébarty or freedom. Again the second principle
takes priority than the third principle.
These principles are such that those in the odigioaition would agree with them because it
will be fair to everyone hence he dubs his own thed justice as'Justice as fairness He
believes that his own theory of justice is supednd better than that of utilitarianism because
the liberty of the individuals has been taken cdre
Moreover he believes that it accords with what yaun call Separateness of peopldn a
nutshell,Rawls theory of justice is egalitarian in nature becatiggves allowance for the poor

to be taken care of.

5.4 Robert Nozick

He was a colleague dbhn Rawlsat Harvard University. He was not only a critiqpfeRawls,

but he posited his own alternative theory of juestihich he callentittement theory. He claims
that Rawls theory of justicedeprives people of their liberty or freedom tholRpwls claims
that freedom or liberty trumps all other values.

He argues that in spite of the fact tiRawls claims that liberty is lexically important thaneth
two other principles, there is still a flaw in whia¢ has proposed as a theory of justice. He
believes that the state, society or community dueshave any right to redistribute resources or
to tamper with the market because this will infengpon the right or liberty of some people in

the society.
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Figure 5.3:Robert Nozick
Source: www.organonarchitecture.co.nz
Furthermore, he argues that all forms of socidigasthat is end state or patterned ones end up
by denying the freedom of some people in the stégeclaims that anybody has a right over his
or her property which must have been acquiredlagal way. This acquisition of property could
be through three means:

+ The first is that the acquisition must have beenubh mixing of one’s body or labour
on what one has acquired, the other means is thrtragsference and the third one is
that of rectification.

He claims that once you have acquired a propertyixyng our labour to it the property belongs
to the person with one exception that there is ghdor others to acquire. This is based on
Lockian idea that you should leave certain lands for athemcquire or put in another way, it is
not right for anyone to acquire all the propertiea place. In fact his idea is basedLarcke.

+ The second one is that we can transfer our propertyur children or through
contractual or legal means to other people.

+ The third aspect is that the state can rectifyateinjustices by taking certain properties

from those who have acquired them illegally whielvéaresulted in an unjust situation.

[ T Postulate the alternative theory of justiceiclhhe referred to entitlement
theory

(a) Rawls

(b) Locke

(c) Chamberlain
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(d) Nozick

o (d) Nozick
He claims that the state cannot and should notbigrtake anybody’s property because in doing
this the state has encroached on the right or draeaf the people. He argues that if one looks at
Rawls’ theory it is an end state or patterned one which alloarstiie state to redistribute
resources in the market or means of productiortlaisds an unjust one.
The state according tNozick does not have to do this because people haveigheto do
whatever they like with their property if and orifyhat property has been acquired legally. They
are entitled according to him to own these propsréind can transfer those properties to anyone
and as such there shouldn’t be any form of interfee with anybody’s properties.
This is a flaw inRawls’ theory of justice according to him because he allows for the state to
redistribute resources in order to help the needi@poor.
He argues further tha&Rawls’ idea that the talent that people have is a natataht but not
something they have acquired by themselves is wrblegbelieves that if a person’s talent is
deployed in a legal way and acquires much progbgystate does not have any right to take that
property from him either through taxation or angnfio
He gives us an example Wfilt Chamberlain, he says thatvilt Chamberlain has a right to his
income because of his talent and probably spestame ready to watc&hamberlain play
basketball because of his talent and they are reagay more to watch him. Moreover those
who have paid more have done this in order to ethijeytalent of another.
Hence they are willing to depart with some mondythe state should tax the spectators or
Chamberlain the state has interfered with their rights. Haedwels that it is also a matter of self-
determination by individual spectators and if thates interferes with this then the state has
completely eroded that self-determination of thréividuals.
He claims that in this way the Kantian maxim thadividuals should be treated as an end and
not as a means has been infringed upon. He cldiaighe state does not have to interfere with

the market because the market system allows péogligioy their freedom.

Activity 5.1

Time: 1hr
Does the difference principle in Rawls go enoughlieviating the poverty of the poor?
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Summary for Study Session 5

In this Study Session 5, you have learnt that:

1. Social justice is about distribution of resosrde the society or state. It involves the
distribution of resources amongst individuals, g®@and communities in the political system
hence it is about distributive justice.

2. Bentham claimed that the desire of everybodizas his or her happiness should be promoted
hence the utility principle is simply that you shbumaximize the happiness of everybody
although this maximization should be in such a wWat the happiness of people are harnessed
intensely in such a way that it is to the fullest.

3. John Rawls idea of social justice his own socmadtract is Kantian in nature. He claims that
his own social justice theory is an alternative that of utilitarianism. He constructed a
hypothetical situation which he calls original gmsi.

4. The idea of Nozick is a right winged one or @uative one and he belongs to the libertarian
persuasion or ideology. He does not allow for thergo be helped by the state. He believes in
the Darwinian survival of the fittest.

Self-Assessment Questions (SAQs) for Study Sesston

Now that you have completed this study session,cauassess how well you have achieved its
Learning Outcomes by answering these questions.céoucheck your answers with the Notes
on the Self-Assessment Questions at the end oSthdy Session.

SAQ 5.1 (Tests learning outcome 5.1)

List the approach that is used to distribute reseaiin the society is that of humanity.

SAQ 5.2 (Tests learning outcome 5.2)

Explain principle of utility.

SAQ 5.3 (Tests learning outcome 5.3)

State the primary goods needed by people in Réeltsry of justice.

SAQ 5.4 (Tests learning outcome 5.4)

Examine Robert Nozick critiques of Rawls theoryusttice.

Notes on the Self-Assessment Questions (SAQS)
SAQ 5.1
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+«¢ Egalitarianism
+« Utilitarianism
+ Conservatism.
SAQ 5.2
The principle stated that you promote our happitedke fullest. In our daily life our happiness

becomes important as the hallmark of our moralgypie.

SAQ 5.3
¢ Liberty

R/
°

Opportunity

% Income

% Wealth

¢+ Social basis of self- respects

SAQ 5.4

He claims that Rawls’ theory of justice deprivegmle of their liberty or freedom though Rawls
claims that freedom or liberty trumps all otherues.

He argues that in spite of the fact that Rawlsnatathat liberty is lexically important than the
two other principles, there is still a flaw in whia¢ has proposed as a theory of justice. He
believes that the state, society or community dudshave any right to redistribute resources or
to tamper with the market because this will infengpon the right or liberty of some people in

the society.
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Study Session 6: Social Equality

Introduction

Equality as a social and political principle is assentially contested concept. In ordinary
parlance, when you say that certain things arelagiat you mean is that they have the same
features or they are identical in all respectsheytare uniform and this uniformity will reside in
certain features that the things share.

In this study session, you will learn about soemhality, various forms of social equality
Learning Outcomes for Study Session 6

After you have studied this study session, you khahble to:

6.1 Discuss the term equality.

6.2 Examine the social equality.

6.3 Explain the concept of affirmative of action.
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6.1 Equality

Equality as a social and political principle is assentially contested concept. In ordinary
parlance, when you say that certain things arelagat you mean is that they have the same
features or they are identical in all respectsheytare uniform and this uniformity will reside in
certain features that the things share.

However, in social and political philosophy, yote arot talking about all these things. Many
social thinkers or political theorists have viewdte concept of equality from different
perspectives hence as earlier intimated; it igghlizicontested concept.

N /\

.-'l. \

/ "
/i

/

Figure 6.1 Equality

Source:www.featurespace.co.uk
If you say that human beings are equal, in whaieetsare you saying they are equal? Are they
equal because they are human beings or becausaihawtional or have the same needs as
human beings? These are the issues that socigbditital theorists have grappled with and
they have posited ways in which people should &&téd as equal.
The first philosopher who really grappled with tpi®blem wagAristotle and he postulated his
own notion of equality thusEquals should be treated equally and unequal stidu# treated
unequally”. But the problem is this, in what respect are jmureat people equally as well as
treat them unequally?
The Aristotelian notion of equality is merely arfaal principle in the sense that it states a formal
procedure without giving us the material conditisrtsch have to be satisfied. As earlier pointed
out, most philosophers have argued that human seainguld be treated equally because of their
humanity.
What they are saying is that since you are humamgbeit is morally defensible to treat all
human beings equally. However, the notion of hutyamiust be stretched out; in other words, it
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must be explained; if you are all human beings ymdhave to be treated equally, does it mean
that morons have to be treated equally as others?

What is this humanness that is being appealed te?ydu all equals since you are all human
beings and as such you should not differentiatevdxet those who have merited something and
have to be treated equally with those who do not?

One could see that the notion of humanity as theema principle in which you all have to be
treated equally cannot be cashed philosophicatigesinere are some difficulties embedded in it.
... postulated his own notion of equality thuEquals should be treated equally and
unequal should be treated unequally”.

o Aristotle

It is on this basis that some philosophers havevthrout the criterion on humanity on which
you have to treat everybody equally.

Some philosophers have argued that since you drénushan beings you have certain
characteristics and one of these characteristitgatsyou can feel pain and in so far you can feel
pain, you should be treated equally.

However, this characteristic of pain does not séemapture the concept of equality or, put
differently, does not warrant an equal treatmehisTs because different people have different
capacity for pain and in so far as this is the cgsa cannot all be treated equally.

Some philosophers have advanced that because gdwaran being then you are rational and
morally autonomous and since this is the case yould be treated equally. This criterion is
also faced with certain difficulties since you am equally endowed with rationality.

Some people are more rational than others in theesthat they can reason more than the others
and they have merited certain things as a resuhisfand since this is the case you could say
that they should not be treated equally with others

The other criterion that has been advanced asasis bn which you have to be treated equally is
the criterion of need. It is argued that human ¢&ineed certain basic needs for them to have
self-fulfillment and since this is the case youwddde treated equally on this basis.

But this criterion does not take into account thaman beings have different needs; in other
words, the needs of all human beings cannot béettesgually since the needs of some are much
higher than the needs of others.
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From what has been said above it will look as & toncept of equality cannot be given
substantive criteria since all the criteria thaténheen posited to substantiate the formal equality
cannot withstand certain criticisms.

However, most philosophers have said that the imgsdrtant criterion of equality is equality of

opportunity.

6.2 Equality of Opportunity
Equality of opportunity is an important principld the concept equality. The concept of
equality, as earlier pointed out, is that you stall be treated equally in all the respects yau ar
equal.

Box 6.1: Aristotelian Dictum

In other words, to go back to the Aristotelian dint “Equals should be treated equally and
unequal should be treated unequally”. If this ie ttase, in what sense can you be tregted
equally? Some philosophers have argued that inr dodlethe criterion to have much bite, the

principle of equality should be viewed as that pportunity.

What this means is that the people should be gaepral opportunity to start on the same level
i.e., people should have the same baseline inirgjattteir life. In Plato’s Republic,it is the
position that everyone would have to start on #maes clean slate or scratch and through this
the best could then emerge.

You can use the analogy of a game. There are aflgame, for instance, football. What this
pre-supposes is that everybody is equal beforeulles and you can play the game according to
the rules. What this means is that you have theessgal opportunity to display whatever you
have talents, skills, etc.

And this might result in an outcome in which some i@warded than others. In other words, the
outcome of the game becomes unequal in the seatgdhb are differently rewarded. Now, if
you look at the concept of opportunity, the soomaterial conditions are the same for everyone
but the outcome becomes different in the sensestirae might have more rewards than others
due to circumstances which might be natural oradpand which make some to have an edge
over others.

It is in this regard that outcome of the game issul an inequality contrary to the initial
condition of equality available to the participaimsthe game. Although what the condition of
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equality of opportunity means is that certain ctinds should be provided for everyone at the
initial stage so that everyone has an equal chahwening but the but the outcome of the game
results in an unequal outcome.

It is because of this fact that some philosopherselargued that in real life situation a belief in
equality requires us to equalize outcomes overcaed again. In other words, you should tinker
with the outcomes, if you want to have real equahind this should be done at every stage of
the lives of the participants in any social system.

And what this means is that there should be radtaiference in the distribution of the benefits
and burdens a society possess but this might n@cbeptable to some social theorists who
might think that the liberty of some individualshising interfered with.

Now, | mentioned earlier that what equality of ogpaoity does is to put everyone on equal basis
at the start of life. Another look at the structwok games will sort of provide a plausible
resolution of this puzzle.

It has been noticed as stated earlier that a gaoares an equality of opportunity for each
player. This equality does not mean an equal chahegnning the game. This is because each
player brings different skills and talents into tjeame and these increase her chance to win over
that of other players less skillful or talentedshs.

What the game only desires to do is

¢ Firstly, to put the player on a rough equal basisort of material equality.

+ Secondly, to ensure a procedural justice thatdrist players fairly as they compete.
What should be clear is that while the proceduwsli¢e is required for the purpose of the game,
the material equality is not; rather, the lattemistrumental to the result it will bring about.i$h
material equality is essential to the display of thfferent abilities and skills of the players

which increase their chances of winning.
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Figure 6.2:Equality of Opportunity
Source: www.espncricinfo.com

In the consideration of the talents and skills wittich individuals are endowed, and which one
can say they are not responsible for, it can baetgasiohn Rawls has done, that since these
abilities are rather got by chance, that their @pgibn in distribution of goods is unjust since
they are not the rightful property of those thasgess them, then they should not feature at all in
the consideration of distribution of benefits anddens.
So for Rawls, and still following the analogy of games, it wile gross injustice to distribute
prizes on the basis of natural skills. This is soduse the gifts are merely attributes that the
individuals possess by chance and so does nottdfie merits they have.
In objection to this analysis, it should be notedttthe concept of a person necessarily includes
what makes a person what she is essentially. Bha person is a being with all the attributes
that go into the making of a being.
So, if the individuals are deprived of those cheaastics that are essentially to them, as Rawls
and other critics have suggested, then they cezing twhat and who they are. And moreover, in
relation to game i.e. football, it would tantamouatdepriving an individual of exactly these
skills and abilities that matter most from the pahview of the game.
The main point of games in this respect is to faslaut rules that go into highlighting the skills
and contribute to a win or a loss. Thus, the exgioesis to display those skills that are necessary
to the game.
The application of these considerations to soifiakskeems clear now. It will now be obvious that
equality essentially remains of two sorts. Thetfsert is the equality that derives from the
procedural justice mentioned earlier.
This equality ensures the impartial applicatiothaf rules of distribution, equality before the law
or in the application of the law, so to say. Busttioes not imply any material equality among
individuals.
This equality is valued for its own sake, and & baen stated that this procedural justice orra fai
application of the law becomes significant agaimst background of the manifest inequality

between the rich and the poor.
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The second sort of equality material is not valureitself, but for the end of the autonomy of the
individual. In games, it is necessary to promotainthe skills and natural aptitudes that are
necessary in playing those games.

In social interaction, it is valued to the extemittit contributes to the achievement of individual
freedom which is the aim of human society. Seveittdémpts have been geared towards
achieving this aim.

One of the programmes that have been establishgebhoote the aim of individual autonomy is
the affirmative action programmes. The aim of tfigraative action is to assert that the quality
of opportunity should be based on grounds which sanetly relevant in the distribution of
benefits in the society.

It has earlier been noted that the equality of ofymaty is not to be equated with an equal chance
of obtaining something. But the considerations upbicth the distributive frameworks are based
should not be criteria that are totally irrelevemthe distribution.

It is cases where such grounds hold that affirneatiction wants to tackle. For instance it is
usually argued that a poor person does not stah@rce at an auction, or that she does not have
an equality of opportunity relative to the affluent

But proponents of affirmative action claim that th@verty or rather inability of the person to
bargain at the sales, while it is necessary toidkea of the auction itself, is different from a
restriction based on the person’s race or gender.

To return to the distinction made earlier betwestedural justice and material equality now in
the context of the auction, it becomes clear wiffatraative action is about. At the auction, all
are said to have equal opportunity of successgihmot an equal chance (due to the structure of
auctions).

But this is quite different from a case where adbirtks in ability to participate is not
understandable or even relevant within the cortéftte activity. That is, his inability is not due
to his less purchasing power, but rather due teratharacteristics of his i.e. race, gender, etc.
which are quite irrelevant.

Discrimination, according to the proponents of fdisa, is not exactly wrong in itself, but when
it involves irrelevant considerations, it becomedair. A belief in social inequality is thus a
belief in equality of opportunity, and not of a olea of success, but equality that is so regardless

of irrelevant characteristics.
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6.3 Concept of Affirmative Action.

Affirmative action is then the programmes that givaerious consideration to individuals or
groups that had been the subjects of such unfaatrirent in the past in the distribution of
socially generated goods.

The two most important characteristics that havenbased in depriving individuals of an
appropriate and just participation in the distribeitframework are colour and gender.

Though one can indeed find the special situationghiich these characteristics might justifiably
be relevant in issues of social relations, allghme it seems proper to say that generally, both
are irrelevant to any distribution of opportunities

For example, a lot of arguments have been brougdinat the gender issue of sexual equality,
one of which stems from the grounds that womergarerally weaker, more emotional and less
capable of detachment than men.

But it soon becomes obvious that the actual p@mat being a woman, but possessing the
features associated with women. The implicatiom kehat were there to be a woman (and then
are) who possesses contrary characteristics te;thesre it becomes irrelevant and indeed unfair
to still deprive her for being a woman.

So, the fact that someone is a woman is totalglexant to any consideration regarding the just
distribution of opportunity. This same point alspphbes to argument favouring racial
discrimination. Such argument derives from the risse of the stupidity or idleness of the
particular hated race.

But when faced with a member of that race thathencontrary exhibits the traits of cleverness
and diligence, and then racists are forced to n@zegor acknowledge that the issue of race is of
no relevance to any distributive framework in tbeisty.

A far more interesting issue arises from the qoestis to how far the society can legislate
positively to redress social inequalities that lesom such unfair discrimination against groups
and individuals.

This is exactly the point of affirmative action what is also called positive discrimination. It
should be noted that the basic condition upon whidociety is erected is that individuals be

autonomous to freely pursue what they deem fitdemselves.
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But a freedom that allows persons to do as they wigl also to do what they wish with what
they own can only serve as a basis for unfair grgoation.
A man may then be said to be free to decide nseélichis property to a woman or a black person
because of gender or racial prejudices (real freenhust also include freedom to discriminate or
act immorally).
The aim of affirmative action as regard the autopafindividual stands then to be undermined.
This fact of the freedom of individuals as led sotneconclude that there cannot be any
legitimate policy that seeks to eliminate socig@dgoality among individuals and groups.
On the contrary, it has been argued that sociaridigation should not be seen as the
cumulative discrimination of individual’'s write Ige, but rather as a structural phenomenon,
something intrinsic in the structural functioninigtioe society.
This may then explain the behavior of a person veffiases to sell his property to a black person
as a prudential consideration concerning the vatdiggoperties in a society that discriminates
on a racial basis.
To eliminate such ill, it will somehow be futile testrict individual’'s freedom to do what he
likes with his property, rather it will be impenati to undermine the conditions at the structural
level that place a restriction on the autonomyhefperson.
For instance, the society induces certain nega&tgectation in, say women that lead to a self-
selected exclusion from certain social activiti@is tactics is used to cover any overt
discrimination; it legitimizes discrimination by @wuraging the biases and prejudices that go
around to sustaining the discrimination.
Thus, the belief and expectation that women arerglevvant in certain social spheres actually
make that consideration relevant in any sociali@a Fighting against structural discrimination
leads then to the promotion of individual’s freedom
Affirmative action does not claim to redress anyfaim discrimination apparent in the
individuals, but rather, it seeks an equality gpoyunity for individuals, or groups that had been
the butt of such systematic and unfair discrimorain the past.
Three basic objections have been raised againstffin@ative action program me.

« The first one is the charge that the programmes fatile one since its objective of

seeking for an equal opportunity for, say, blacksaagroup now cannot in any way



PHI 305

compensate for all the unfair discrimination thagimh had been perpetuated against them
in the past.
To help black persons in getting the right steps progress should not be taken to mean helping
the whole black race nor being seen a s a compendat wrongs done the blacks long dead
who could not achieve anything due to unfair disamnation.
It seems proper to say that though those who thiseobjection are right to the extent that
affirmative action cannot lay claim to the ratiomalf seeking redress for past wrongs; they are
totally wrong in seeing their criticism as an olii@c against the programmes.
Rather, it should be seen as a means of redireitsiigcus towards future action rather than past
wrongs; it must seek the establishment of a futleal society and cease being retroactive.
+ The two other objections take this last point astibne of contention. For these critics,
whatever action may be proposed for any future etgciaffirmative action is itself
wrong. The second objection’s point is that thehmdtwhich this programmes adopts
cannot be justified.
The critics claim that the programmes itself isdahen discrimination on grounds of colour and
gender while supposing that the discriminations wariir. They insisted that if it is unfair to
discriminate against a person on irrelevant grodhen it is equally unfair to discriminate in
favour of that person on the same grounds.
It would seem that this objection does not fullynmgwehend the whole objective of affirmative
action. According to its proponents, since it isgible to have good and reasonable grounds for
discrimination on irrelevant ground, and since ttip@isitive discrimination though based on such
grounds is to eliminate the prejudices that go wvdibcrimination, then their programmes is
justified.
+«+ The third objection raises the claim that if thewaaption of affirmative action is true that
those it is discriminating against are those wleothe best and the talented in the society,
then to discriminate against them and in favouthefworst off is to hinder the best and
capable individuals from the various opportuniées! by so doing violate their rights to
those opportunities.
In other words, only the wrong people who are rajiable because of their lack of necessary
knowledge, skills and aptitude will be getting tequired opportunities.
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On the strength of this objection, the assumptibmafbrmative action has been modified to
accommodate the claim that preference or ratheridigation is only permissible only if the
two candidates are equally well qualified for thheng job.

In this case, the job will not go to the wrong @ersf positive discrimination is carried out. But
others have responded that this concession is aagsay since the initial objection does not
affect the programmes.

They believe that the objection is based on twsefalssumptions: one that is the person, has a
right to the job. This is false because an offeragfob opportunity is a benefit and not an
entitlement unless the offer constitutes a prorarsie seen as part of a contract which the person
offering the job is then obliged to obey.

The second false assumption is that you always kmbw the best candidate is independent of
colour or gender and to the exclusion of the twa the contrary, in certain specific
circumstances, these two characteristics beconegam as qualifications for any opportunity.
The colour of a person serves as a disqualificatvbile it might qualify the person at some
other time.

If you return to the second objection, a rejoindéthe critics is that a mere possibility of the
reversal of negative discrimination which the pnogpots use as a justification for their
programmes is not enough to warrant using the ndetifoirrelevant characteristics in their
discriminating in favour of certain groups.

The crucial test for the programmes, accordinghéot is that it must be seen to actually make a
difference between negative and positive discritmma In other words, affirmative action must
be seen to be actually effective.

The rejection of the objections hinges on the lewklthe observed effectiveness of the
programmes. For the method of affirmative actioléocapable of being adequately defended,
then the motives behind it must be the best ones.

It has rather being the case that in most casesnttives have always being the exact opposites
of what advocates claim. It is either a motiveiaggrom guilt or from revenge.

More importantly, the programmes must be openembitdinuous empirical scrutiny if it is to be
justified.

This is assuming that the right motives sustainpttegrammes. The difference the action makes

in the society must be verifiable. This effectivesés two-pronged.



PHI 305

First, it must be noticed that the prevailing pdéges and structural causes of unfair
discrimination have been altered, and second, di@ pt which a tolerable equilibrium has been
established between races and sexes must be dblgertiexactly this point, affirmative action

is both justified and at the same time begins tplmesed out.

Summary for Study Session 6
In this Study Session 6, you have learnt that:

1. The Aristotelian notion of equality is merely ardmal principle in the sense that it states a
formal procedure without giving us the material ditions which have to be satisfied. As
earlier pointed out, most philosophers have arghatthuman beings should be treated
equally because of their humanity.

2. The chapter surveyed different conceptions of etyuahd the principle of equality of
opportunity is examined in detail and the conceptafiirmative action is clearly

examined in order to bring out vividly what thermiple entails.

Self-Assessment Questions (SAQs) for Study Sesstn

Now that you have completed this study session,cayuassess how well you have achieved its
Learning Outcomes by answering these questions.céoucheck your answers with the Notes
on the Self-Assessment Questions at the end oSthdy Session.

SAQ 6.1 (Tests learning outcome 6.1)

Explain Aristotle notion of equality.

SAQ 6.2 (Tests learning outcome 6.2)

State the Aristotelian dictum: “

SAQ 6.3 (Tests learning outcome 6.3)
What is concept of affirmative action?

Notes on the Self-Assessment Questions (SAQS)

SAQ 6.1
The Aristotelian notion of equality is merely arfaal principle in the sense that it states a formal

procedure without giving us the material conditisrisch have to be satisfied. As earlier pointed
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out, most philosophers have argued that human bainguld be treated equally because of their

humanity.

SAQ 6.2
Equals should be treated equally and unequal stmmutdeated unequally”

SAQ 6.3
Affirmative action is then the programmes that givaerious consideration to individuals or

groups that had been the subjects of such unfeatrtrent in the past in the distribution of

socially generated goods.

Study Session 7: Human Rights

Introduction

The concept of human rights has become an impoctamtept in the world today. There is no
single political organization which does not maketgstations in respect of human rights.

In this study session, you will learn about humigihts, Feinberg analysis of human right and
united nation of universal declaration of humarntsg

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 7

After you have studied this study session, you khable to:

7.1 Explain the term human right.

7.2 State Plato’s concept of Feinberg analysisuafidm right.

7.3 Discuss united nation of universal declaragbhuman rights.
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7.1 Human Rights

The concept of human rights has become an impoctamtept in the world today. There is no
single political organization which does not mak®testations in respect of human rights.
Having been denied man for so long in so many nattates human rights and preoccupation
with them were affirmed internationally when on ##h of December, 1948.

The general assembly of the United Nations votedeu the title of Universal Declaration of
Human Rights, for the charter proclaiming the pptes which should animate the treatment of
persons in all states of the world as well as tb#omas of the organs of the international
community. Let us start our discussion with a dusff questions.

In what sense can you say that human beings hatarceaghts because they are human? What
are these human rights? In what ways can thesésrigh established? These are some of the
guestions that political philosophers have grappiéth. In this lecture you shall go through

some of the answers to these questions.

[ T has become a significant concept in the wiwtthy.

o Human Rights

Before examining the concept of human rights, itlddoe instructive to clarify the concept of
rights. It is important to make a distinction beémdegal and moral right The former type of
rights is clearly stated in the legal system wikiile latter rights are not. They are referred to as
ideal rights.

Box 7.1: Concept of rights

The concept of rights has always been viewed amfpaertain relationship with claims which
people have against others and these claims makégatory for others to respect the claimg of
the right holder. In other words, it is the dutyadhers to respect the claims of the person. Thus,

there is a correlation of rights and duty.

If for instance, A has a claim-right against Bsithe duty of B to take certain actions concerning
A. The right to a claim necessarily occurs withistaucture of rules and regulations. The most

important of these structures of rules occurs withe legal syster.
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7.2 Feinberg analysis of Human Right
“Legal claim rights”, according tBeinberg “are necessarily the grounds of other people’'sedut
towards the right holdetFeinberg claims further that “a legal right is a claim terformance,

either action or forbearance as the case may hallysgainst other private persons.

Figure7.1: Joel Feinberg

Sourceen.wikipedia.org
It is also a claim against the state to recognitiod enforcement’An example of claim-right; if
A owes B some amount, A has the duty to pay B theumt, and “that duty seen from B’s
perspective is B’s right to receive (the amountrfrd)”.>
If A has a contract to deliver some goods to B,a3 the right to receive those goods from A,
and that rights springs from A’s contractual ohiiga to B®
Legal claim-rights are usually well laid out in @ghl system and it is because of this that a
claim-right can be “urged, pressed, or rightly deded against other persorfs”.
Feinberg notes that “in appropriate circumstances the #igiitler can urgently, peremptorily, or
insistently call for his rights, or assert themhawitatively, confidently, unabashed|§”.
Feinberg makes an important makes an important classifinatif claim-rights. According to
him, there are important distinctions that can bedenbetween impersonam and rein rights,
between positive and negative rights, and betwetweaand passive rights.
The simplest example of an impersonam right is dat creditor against his debtor. If A owes B
a certain amount, A has a duty to B to repay thewarh and B can insist that A should repay the

amount, and can rightly show indignation if A does pay.
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Feinberg claims that the distinguishing feature of impersarrgghts is that “they are correlated
with specific duties of determinate individuaf§”.

Rein rights on the other hand, are rights whichheld against the “world at large”, that is, they
are not held against any specific individual. Astance of this right is the right of a landowner
to peaceful use of his land.

Feinberg notes that “corresponding to these rigirts the legally enforced duties of non-
interference imposed on everyorté”.

The distinction betweepositive andnegative rights is that positive rights are rights “to other
persons’ positive actions® If there is a right, someone has a duty to do $oimg. A negative
right entitles someone to other persons’ omiss@m®rbearances. For every negative right one

has, someone “has a duty to refrain from doing $bimg”.*®

Box 7.2: Active and Passive rights

Active rights are “rights to act or not to act aeahooses”while passive rights are “rights npt
to be done to by others in certain wayZActive rights, according to Feinberg, can be refeo

as the “rights to liberty*® While passive rights can be characterized as ‘sighsecurity™’

From the above analysis, it will be seen that nhegal rights-claims are correlative with duties.
Thus, most philosophers have argued that rightsdamies are like a hand in a glove because,
according to them, acceptance of duties is theepidgay for having rights.
Although, the notion of right is closely related ttee notion of duty, there is another sense of
right that is not linked to the notion of duty. $motion of right is, however, linked to the notion
of claim®®
This conception of right takes it as a claim to etiimg which does not necessarily imply a
claim against anyone in particular. Although, tlmmaept of right can be defined in terms of
claim, this will not be analytically profitable bease it will lead to conceptual confusion.
... right entitles someone to other persons’ omissarrfsrbearances.

(a) Positive

(b) Negative

(c) Neutral

(d) Concept
o (b) Negative



PHI 305

Never the less, the concept of right can be exptessthe language of claims, and as Feinberg
rightly pointed out “claiming (is) necessary toudl finderstanding of what rights arg”.
It can be argued that claims are against someargehthey “necessarily correlated with the
duties of those against whom they holdBut there could be a sense of claim which is not
closely related with the notion of duty.
The idea behind this conception of claim is to elate claim with need. Though this claim is not
directed against any person, it is a claim whickdseto be attended to.
In perceptive hypothetical cadeginberg implores us to imagine, for example, a hungrykigic
fatherless infant, one of a dozen children of gpdestely impoverished and illiterate mother in a
squalid Mexican slum.
Although you may forever despair of finding anyameose duty it is to provide that child with
food, medical attention and an adequate educakemberg argues, these needs constitute a
claim?®
These needs, according Feinberg, constitute a claim “against the world” even thowglth
“claims against no one at afl* Although, “these needs are claims to”, accordingemberg,
“they could be taken as claims against?>.”.
They are rights only on moral principle and theg aot explicitly stated in any legal system as
positive rights. They are what could be called iadeanoral rights.
The most important class of ideal or moral riglstthiat of human rights. Human rights are rights
that are held by all human beings unconditionalipalterably and they are inalienable.
Although, human rights are usually termedtural rights, not all natural rights are human
rights.
The concept of natural rights states not only thate are “certain human rights but also that
these rights have certain further epistemic prigerand certain metaphysical statffs”.
However, theory of human rights is neutral with pexts to moral ontology and moral
epistemology.
Human rights are also held to be absolute. What itiieans is that they are inalienable and
universal. But, at times, absoluteness could berniefy to some additional features which can be
interpreted in three ways.

+« Feinberg claims that the first interpretation cooidan that all rights are “unconditionally

incumbent within the limits of their well-definedape”?’
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« The second interpretation of absoluteness meansathéhose parties involved in the
implementation of human rights should “do theirtbésr the values involved in human
rights.

They are “ideal directives” to the parties that Wbimplement these ideal rights, that they
should be honoured in all circumstances. For itgtai a state has taken a piece of land from
Bola the state should compensate her since she tgist to her property.

The last sense of absoluteness is the strongesilthaiman rights should be honoured without
exception. The right to free speech would be albsalu the sense that it is protected in all
circumstances.

In this case, the limits of the rights would becnsonance with the limit of what is specified
permissible conduct and no infringement of the trighany form would be permitted. However,
if human rights have this feature, it should natftot with any of other human right either of
the same form or another tyfe.

Some of the human rights are formulated in suchag that they are vague and therefore
different interpretations might be given to thenont® are put in conditional language while
some are formulated in such a way that no detapestifications are put on them which make
their interpretations controversial.

However, in other to remove this air of vaguenesBiclv usually leads to different
interpretations, it is necessary to give conterth&éformal specifications of human rights.

At the beginning of this lecture, | posed some tjaas about human rights. These questions are;
are there human rights?

+ Are these rights held by all human beings?

+ And are these rights generally moral, inalienableyocable rights held equally by all
human beings?

These questions invite us to establish or givefjcation for human rights.

In the contemporary world, human rights have bex@popular notion, but the concept that
there are rights held by humans still agitatesrieds of philosophers and the skeptic would
ask: why treat all human beings equally since samefools or idiots? Why not base equal
treatment of human beings on some criteria thaarsgép deserving ones from those that is not?
The sceptic has a legitimate point in asking tlpsestions. The theory of human rights demands

that you treat everybody equally, that is, everdast or a murderer should be accorded the same
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treatment as everyone else. In what sense can get thie sceptic’s challenge? In order words,
what justification can you give for equal treatmeheveryone?

Political philosophers have tried to meet the dcaptchallenge by positing different
justifications for equal human rights. Some philgsers have argued that since everyone has an
equal human worth, equal human rights should berded to everyone.

In an illuminating papeiGregory Vlastos contends that the idea of universal equal hunglrigi
assumes that people are of equal human worth whkid¢h be sharply separated from other
characteristics which people might poss@ss.

Box 7.3: Human Worth

He argues that you might grade people accordingptoe of these characteristics but human
worth is not a grading concept. Human worth iseyditferent from other qualities which people
possess and which could be used to treat peodierahtly since these qualities would bripg
about vast inequalities that could be used to peaple differently. In a society which is baged

on the principle of human rights people would leated equally because of their human worth.

Human worth, according to Vlastos, is like love some has for another person. The love is not
based on any quality like merit but it is a resgottsa person as an individual.

Figure 7.2 Vlastos

Source:www.namespedia.com

Vlastos argues that you normally come to the aid sfranger in danger, a person for whom you
never have affection, because you attach a valamychuman life which is different from any
quality that the stranger might possess. The resp@ou give to the stranger in danger is a
response to what Vlastos calflsiman worth ”.*
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[ U argues that you might grade people accordimgdme of these characteristics but
human worth is not a grading concept.

o Gregory Vlastos.

The sceptic might not be convinced that human woothfers equal right on everyone. He might
still ask, why treat everyone equally accordinggual rights? He might argue further that there
manifest inequalities among people which allowdonequal treatment in terms of rights.

Further, the sceptic might contend that the humarthathat is bandied as conferring equal rights
on everyone be it a rogue or a murderer is likeupérvenient property”. In other words, it must
have this property because of other property opgntees.

If two things are identical or similar, it is besguthey possess certain properties in common. So,
if you claim that two things are similar in evesspect you are claiming that it is impossible for
them, to be different in worth since the differemecavorth would be determined by some other
properties.

Thus, if one thing is more worthy than another ghii is because there are some properties that
bring about this. If two things have the same wdndn there is a feature which they share which
is the basis of their equal worth.

So the question is: what is this common feature@rfthave been many answers posited by
philosophers to account for this common featurgrperty which enables human beings to
have equal human worth.

But none of these has really been satisfactorypmiieg to grips with the sceptical challenge that
it is impossible to ground equal human worth.

Most philosophers would agree with the sceptic thatll men have equal right despite the
manifest inequality apart from other merits theyymassess, there must be one quality which all
possess in common and is of utmost moral importandewhich confers on them equal rights.
Philosophers have tried to posit one quality or ¢kbieer. The qualities that have been posited
range from value characteristics, through naturapacities such as rationality, natural
vulnerabilities, such as pain and suffering to $tmmdental properties, “in intrinsic dignity
attaching to all human being¥.
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What you have to note is that none of these hagtdd the sceptic’s query. If human beings
have moral qualities that make them to have equabhworth, there would be some that have
more moral qualities than the others; in other wpadl men cannot possess these moral qualities
in the same degree and proportion; hence some woaildnorally worthy than others and
therefore all men are not on a par in terms of humarth.

Moreover, ag-einberg has noted, “the intrinsically moral qualities tlzae invoked to explain
equal human worth must rest, as moral qualitiess@me common non-value characteristics
which are their bases or determinants; the questibout the nature of the common
characteristics arises all over again about th&m”.

The sceptic might ask that if human beings havedmwmorth because of certain “infinite value
or intrinsic pricelessness where do these extrawhgdimensioned endowments come fréf”
These qualities can only be ascribed in view o&pthaits; and if this is the case, what are these
other traits that can be used to characterize thEhg®e sceptical queries are intractable and
difficult to answer.

Moreover, the intrinsic pricelessness that is iracbko explain equal human worth is difficult to
verify; in other words, this is not susceptiblestopirical verification; hence there seem littlettha
can be based on this for asserting that men have egpral worth.

The other favoured ground for asserting that mere lequal human worth is rationality. The
point that is usually made is that, all men areoratl and since this is the case, they have equal
human worth.

However, this point runs counter to obvious factsduse some men are more rational than
others and since this is the case, it follows smame men are more worthy than others. However,
the point to be noted is that the position would claim that all men are rational to the same
degree but that even the irrational ones have dkengial to be rational.

But even this modification runs against certairtddmecause it is not the case that the potentiality
that is claimed would be the same for all men.

What perhaps could be said about rationality ig¢ thean have the potential to be minimally
rational and this is above anything that any lowaimal could have. This point seems not

convincing.
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Although, it might be true that all men possess fatentiality in a weak sense, the link between
this potentiality and human worth, is tenuous. Mee¥, most men do not even possess this
potentiality of rationality.

The third position normally canvassed for equahhno worth is the natural vulnerability that
human beings have. It is argued that since humergb&ave the capacity for pain and suffering
they have equal human worth.

This position seems susceptible to some difficsitlie can be argued that not all human beings
possess the same capacity to withstand pain afefisgt Some are more sensitive than others.
In view of this, the position does not seem conwvigc

The last position that is usually posited for dquarth is predicated on certain metaphysical
and theological foundations. Thus, you often hbat tmen are of equal worth because “all men
are children of God”; “each man has a spark ofrgivieason”; “individuals have to be treated as
persons, not things”; “men are ends in themsely&sén are sacred”.

All the metaphysical and theological statementsualegual human worth seem not convincing
for claiming that human beings have equal worthabse they are not susceptible to any
empirical verification.

From what has been said above about justificatidmuman rights it may have become obvious
that justifying human rights is a forlorn exercisEnere is no way you can provide any
justification for the claim that human beings haeetain basic rights.

In other words, human rights are groundless - sitai kind of ultimate attitude not itself
justifiable in more ultimate terms®.

However, there is no reason why you should degpairyou cannot meet the sceptical challenge
on human rights. Human rights are such that thekenwur world better. You look at other
human beings as sharing the same humanity with us.

Moreover, you do not look at them as ordinary thing as people you should respect (in the
Kantian sense of the term), because they haveirtéeings and desires which you also have.
In other words, you respect them as having humathwo

This human worth cannot be grounded on any qullityonly on itself. A world without human
rights would be an impoverished one. In conclusicannot forbear to quote from Feinberg who
has put this point elegantly:
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Box 7.4: Feinberg Quote

. a world with equal human rights is_a more juairld. It is also a less —dangerous warld

generally and one with a more elevated and cidliome ... (emphasis origindh

7.3 United Nations of Universal Declaration of Huma Rights

Immediately after the Second World War, the Uniiadions adopted a Universal Declaration of
Human Right¥’ which departs significantly from our normal viewraghts.

The old fashioned liberal rights which stress niegatights you're supplemented by positive
rights. The liberal conception of rights which éms to civic and political rights but positive
rights pertain to social and economic rights the¢ aorrelated with the duties of others
(essentially the state).

Negative: rights are usually viewed as rights thgiose restraints on the state as well as others
not to interfere with the individuals.

The positive rights, however, impose, as earliented out, duties upon the state to provide
certain basic needs for the citizens. Articles Z2hPthe Declaration, for example, state that the
state should provide, as a matter of right, focitzens medical care, work, education, periodic
holiday with pay, protection against unemploymémd, clothing, housing et&.

Positive rights have been criticized for certalwious reason?. It is argued that rights are
usually correlative with duty’® that is if X claim B as a right it is the duty ofhers not to
obstruct or interfere with X.

However, in the case of positive rights, therenascorrelative duty attached to these rights.
There is no individual, so the argument goes, ihainder any obligation to honour the rights
listed under positive rights. However, there seerbd misunderstanding of the issue at stake on
the part of those who deny positive rights as gghtthe proper sense of the term.

The duty of providing these welfare rights fallstbe states. Furthermore, although, right are not
correlative with duty in the usual sense of thentethey imply a corresponding moral duty on
the part of those who can perform certain actianbring about the claims attached to these
rights.

[ U adopted a Universal Declaration of Human Rigifter the Second World War.
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o United Nation.

Feinberg seems to come close to this position when he #atssuch rights express “the
conviction that they ought to be recogniz&t¥What could be pointed out is, if these rights
“ought to be recognized as “pointed out is, if theghts “ought to be recognized” as “potential
rights” how could they even be “potential right$”they do not correlate with the duties of
others? What | am driving at is that these positigbts, contra Feinberg, are grounds for other
people’s duties.

One influential critic of positive rights (socialeonomic rights) idlaurice Cranston. He has
argued that the only genuine rights are the negatghts — that is, those rights that call for the

non interferenc® (or inactivity) of government or individuals.

Figure 7.3: Maurice Cranston

Source:en.wikipedia.org
He argues that most economic and social rightsataoe implemented since conditions might
not be favourable for these rights to be implem&nBait in the case of negative rights, this is not
the case. Furthermore, negative rights, accordingranston, are more important morally than
social and economic rights.
It is important that government should not be aalbyt or cruel in its dealing with its citizens and
should also not make measures which will destreyfieedom of the citizens.
However, it could be argued that positive rights anportant for the realization of negative
rights. On some occasions one’s negative rightsabregated if there are no ways to realize

them. Positive rights are therefore necessary coems of negative rights.
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Summary for Study Session 7
In this Study Session 7, you have learnt that:

1. The general assembly of the United Nations votedgeu the title of Universal
Declaration of Human Rights, for the charter primalag the principles which should
animate the treatment of persons in all statehe@fworld as well as the actions of the
organs of the international community.

2. Human rights are rights held by everyone becausare@ll human beings. The notion of
right is discussed and Hohfeld analysis of righbmused upon in elucidating the concept
of right. The negative and positive notions of tigre examined.

Self-Assessment Questions (SAQs) for Study Sessibn

Now that you have completed this study session,cauassess how well you have achieved its
Learning Outcomes by answering these questions.céoucheck your answers with the Notes
on the Self-Assessment Questions at the end oSthdy Session.

SAQ 7.1 (Tests learning outcome 7.1)

Examine the concept of rights

SAQ 7.2 (Tests learning outcome 7.2)

State the active and passive rights of Feinberg

SAQ 7.3 (Tests learning outcome 7.3)

Examine the liberal old fashioned rights

Notes on the Self-Assessment Questions (SAQS)

SAQ 7.1

The concept of rights has always been viewed am@aertain relationship with claims which
people have against others and these claims makédigatory for others to respect the claims of
the right holder.

In other words, it is the duty of others to respia claims of the person. Thus, there is a
correlation of rights and duty.

SAQ 7.2

Active rights are “rights to act or not to act ae@hooses*while passive rights are “rights not
to be done to by others in certain wayZActive rights, according to Feinberg, can be refeo

as the “rights to liberty*® While passive rights can be characterized as ‘sighsecurity”.
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SAQ 7.3

The old fashioned liberal rights which stress niegatights you're supplemented by positive
rights. The liberal conception of rights which éms to civic and political rights but positive
rights pertain to social and economic rights the¢ aorrelated with the duties of others
(essentially the state).
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Study Session 8: Freedom

Introduction

In social and political philosophy, however, younstiue freedom as the as the absence of any
constraint which is either imposed by the statéyoother individuals or citizens in the society.
In other words, it may either be physical or soc@istraints.

In this study session, you will learn about thea=pt of freedom, analysis of freedom by Isaiah

Berlin, negative freedom and positive freedom.

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 8

After you have studied this study session, you khable to:

8.1 Explain the term concept of freedom.

8.2 Discuss the analysis of freedom by Isaiah Berli

8.3 Define G. C. McCollum negative freedom and fpasifreedom.
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8.1 Concept of Freedom.
There are various ways of looking at the conceptreédom. In a purely philosophical way,
freedom means that one is not determined. In #mses you are using it in a metaphysical way
and what it means is that you have free-will.
In economic terms, what it means is that in theketayou have free access to actualize our
preferences and needs. In other words you aredreleoose.
In social and political philosophy, however, younstiue freedom as the as the absence of any
constraint which is either imposed by the statéyoother individuals or citizens in the society.
In other words, it may either be physical or soc@istraints.
min.......... terms freedom is regarded as the markedrevtyou have free access to actualize
our preferences and needs.

(a) Social

(b) Philosophy

(c) Metaphysical

(d) Social and political philosophy
o (d) Social and political philosophy

However, what you have just said is simply the nbastic formulation of what freedom is in the
social and political realm. Freedom or liberty, elilother concepts in social and political
philosophy, is an essentially contested conceptlaadefinition of it by any social theorists will
depend on his /her ideological persuasion, bubif want to give a sort of logical structure of the
concept, you say Y is free to do X in order to teeffrom Z.

In other words, freedom in this sense means tleaethre no constraints one is free from those
constraints. In an analysis of this séiteedomto is not complete withoudteedom fromlf you
have freedom to education e. g. you are free frgnorance. In other words, the two basic

logical structures of freedom are equivalent tchaatber.

Box 8.1: Definition of freedom by social theorist.

Most social theorists, however, view freedom in $k#- regarding sense i. e. you have freedom
in so far as you do not have any constraints thamposed on us either by the state or| by
individuals in the state.
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In this sense, one is free to the extent that thezeno limitations to what you can do. This form
of freedom is that you have a right and this righto a large extent not limited in so far as it
does not conflict with the rights of others.

J. S. Mill in his book entitledDn Libertysays that freedom or liberty should be regardesiich

a way that one’s liberty stops at where anothesqes liberty starts. He formulated what he

calls “Harm principlé€.

Figure 8.1:J.S. Mill

Source: www.sevenoaksphilosophy.org
You have liberty in so far as it does not do angrhto others and this liberty does not give us
any license to engage in any acts that is detriah@éatthe society. HoweveMill's conception
of liberty is self-regarding. In other words, henceives liberty in a negative way.
Negative liberty is basically conceived or viewed as a form of dipehat is individualistic
oriented. You are free in so far as no constrawitatever is imposed on us. In this sense, you
have a right to exercise certain basic freedongs fee speech, free association, etc., in sodar a
this sense of freedom does not infringe upon teedom of others.
In this conception of freedom you do not concehett bther limitations could (whether physical)
prevent us from exercising our freedom. Howevemedheorists have argued that negative
freedom is simply a formal one.
You may be free but you may not be able to exerntiae freedom since there could be some
material constraints that are not imposed diremtlyus either by the state or other individuals but
there could be also certain constraints broughtiaby certain societal arrangements.
For instance, you can be free to buy certain thinghe market but due to material limitations,
you might not be able to exercise that freedomaBse of this, some theorists have posited what

is called positive freedom. Before coming to gripth the notion of positive freedom,
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8.2 Isaiah Berlin (Two Concepts of Liberty)

Let us look at an analysis of freedom Isaiah Berlin who is one of the most influential
theorists of freedom.

In his seminal work, Two Concepts of Liberty’Berlin claims the idea of negative liberty
presupposes an absence of constraints, as ear@rkedIn this conception, one Bee from
certain restraints or constraints which could beemally imposed or internal as the case may be.

The idea of positive freedom, on the other handamadeing free to do something.

Figure 8.2: Isaiah Berlin

Source: www.eilatgordinlevitan.com

Berlin goes on to define negative liberty or freedom @s area within which a man can act
unobstructed by others; in other words, freedorthis sense consists of a space of unimpeded
actions.

In defining negative freedom so much as the obssaghich obstruct or impede freedom — laws
or social circumstances, one needs to add thatnBeas been criticized on his view about the
distinction he makes between negative freedom asitipe freedom — that is dsee from

something and dsee todo something.

8.3 G.C MacCollum (Negative and Positive Freedom)
In his paper, €, G. C. MacCollum maintains that the difference betwdege toandfree from
is just a confusion of language since each casheofreedoms can be described in both ways.

Being“free to” to gain education entails beinfy¢e from” ignorance.
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MacCollum goes further to propose a value free conceptegfdom: X is free from Y to do or
be Z. In clarifying the notion of freedom in thisayw MacCollum helps us to think about
freedom in number of ways.

In the first place, it suggests that the appareddgp question “Are you free?” is meaningless
unless it is clearly specified in what you are fieen and what you are free to do. You may be
free from one obstacle like, physical assault lmut gre not free from others, such as laws which

specify that you cannot assault other fellow ciisze

... maintains that the difference between free nd &ee fromis just a confusion of
language since each case of the freedoms can bebdekin both ways.

(a) Richard

(b) Rawls

(c) Mac Collum

(d) Isaiah Berlin
o (c) Mac Collum
Similarly, you can be free from the same obstaclentthis instance, the law to do one thing-
smoke tobacco, - but you are not free from anoliker smoking cocaine. Finally, it helps to
clarify how people disagree about freedom.
In most common cases, the disagreement turns dvatr stiould count as an obstacle to freedom;
in other words what can count as Y. For instandeijensome would take physical or legal
obstacles as restricting freedom, others would teek of material resources or social
deprivation as the cause of unfreedom.
Let us turn tgoositive freedom in Berlin’s analysis, is concerned with, or refés autonomy or
self-mastery; it is concerned with the question ‘&hor who, is the source of control or
interference that can determine someone to dogathis rather than that”.
In this case, it is related to the idea of whattatles are placed on the individuals which make
the realization of his/her freedom impossible. losincases the obstacles are imposed through
the social arrangement which can be removed.
In effect, positive freedom stands feffective powerself-realization self-mastery, or autonomy,
or moral or “inner” freedom. This freedom consists not merely in being left iouhaving the



PHI 305

effect power to act, shifting attention towards tbeportunities available to each human
individual.

Positive freedom in this way is essentially conedivas the ability to do certain things that
enhance one’s freedom. In this sense it is ottgarcked. What is basically essential about
positive freedom is that there should be certaitena facilities provided by the state for people
to exercise their negative freedom meaningfully.

In other words, this conception of freedom is mowacerned with the distribution of material or
economic resources. The argument is that you cae Famal freedom without necessarily
having the means to actualize the freedom.

Thus, it is canvassed by certain social theorisist thegative freedom should also be
supplemented by positive freedom.

Most of the theorists who embrace positive freedm of radical persuasion. However, some
theorists of conservative inclination have congdeit as the antithesis of negative freedom in
that if (re) distribution of material or economesources is carried out this will infringe upon the
freedom of others.

Although, this point is true, it could be arguedttbn moral grounds, there is the need to help the
needy in any society to enjoy their freedom and tloiuld only be done by distributing materials
or economic resources to cater for their needstirerofor them to have freedom that is

meaningful and will help them to have self-realiizat

Activity 8.1

Time: 1hr
The notion of freedom is not a license for unresad freedom”. Discuss this in relationship to

negative freedom.

Summary for Study Session 8
In this Study Session 8, you have learnt that:

1. In social and political philosophy, however, younstue freedom as the absence of any
constraint which is either imposed by the statéyother individuals or citizens in the

society. In other words, it may either be physaradocial constraints.
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2. Berlin goes on to define negative liberty or freedas “an area within which a man can

act unobstructed by others; in other words, freedoitinis sense consists of a space of
unimpeded actions.
In defining negative freedom so much as the obssaehich obstruct or impede freedom
— laws or social circumstances, one needs to aaldBérlin has been criticized on his
view about the distinction he makes between negdteedom and positive freedom —
that is adree fromsomething and dsee todo something.

3. MacCollum goes further to propose a value — fraeept of freedom: X is free from Y
to do or be Z. In clarifying the notion of freedamthis way, MacCollum helps us to
think about freedom in number of ways.

4. In the first place, it suggests that the apparedigp question “Are you free?” is
meaningless unless it is clearly specified in wtat are free from and what you are free
to do. You may be free from one obstacle like, ptalsassault but you are not free from
others, such as laws which specify that you caassault other fellow citizens.

5. The concept of freedom is explored in this chapiée notion involves in its original
conception means not to be restrained by anybodlgeostate in the pursuance of one’s
plan or desire.

This notion is that of negative freedom. Therel$® d@he idea of positive freedom which
is examined. The conclusion is that both negativ @ositive freedoms are relevant for

the realization of freedom.

Self-Assessment Questions (SAQs) for Study Sess&®n

Now that you have completed this study session,cayuassess how well you have achieved its
Learning Outcomes by answering these questions.céoucheck your answers with the Notes
on the Self-Assessment Questions at the end oSthdy Session.

SAQ 8.1 (Tests learning outcome 8.1)

What is freedom?

SAQ 8.2 (Tests learning outcome 8.2)

What is the difference between positive and negdtisedom.

SAQ 8.3 (Tests learning outcome 8.3)

What is basically essential about positive freedom?
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Notes on the Self-Assessment Questions (SAQS)

SAQ 8.1

The notion of freedom denotes to a certain typpadbtical empowerment. It refers specially to
equal liberation. In a nut shell, a free societgng with an equal distribution of legal rights and
in which each and every person has as much leyéleges as possible.

SAQ 8.2

According toBerlin, define negative liberty or freedom as “an arethiwiwhich a man can act
unobstructed by others. While he defines positigedom as being free to do something.

SAQ 8.3

Positive freedom is essential when certain matéailities provided by the state for people to

exercise their negative freedom meaningfully.
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Study Session 9: Alternative Theories to Liberal Thory

Introduction

Feminism is the fundamental belief that women agepfe.” In other words, feminism is a
obligation to reaching the equality of the sexesisTessential view is not limited to women:
men, while promoting from being the dominant selspahave a pale in overpowering the

preventive roles that withdraw them of full humanit

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 9
After you have studied this study session, you khable to:
9.1 Examine the term feminism.

9.2 Define Communitarianism
9.3. Discuss European history and the history wiifiesm
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9.1 Feminism

Feminism is a movement that agitates for womemjists.. It started in the nineteenth century but
it became much more intensified in the twentiethtes). The whole idea of feminism is that
women have been subjugated or oppressed in agzhitii or male dominated society from time
immemorial.

They claim that if you look at all society’s wombave always been dominated or their history
has always been that of domination. They claim thatugh these domination women'’s rights or
freedoms have been completely suppressed or adtas the case may be. They further claimed
that in male dominated society women have alwags Iseippressed.

They have been debarred either in the family ofip@phere and allowed to operate only in the
household. It is this form of oppression eithethie family or public sphere that the feminists’
scholars and activists have campaigned that woimeuld be given their rights.

They believed that women have been dehumanizedssdch their being has been completely
suppressed. They become the other of the menalsiscontended by the feminist that women
have always been demonized by men and have beem ésksexual objects. In any sphere of life
women have always been relegated to the backgriouhe patriarchal society.

The agitation of feminist scholars or activistssisply to erase these forms of suppression of
women in that women should have the same righisess

They claim that this oppression of women has begmnralized; that is it is as if nature has
ordered it that way and men have always alluddtiitoas a natural order of things that women
should play the second fiddle. However the argurgees, it is a social construction.

In other words the basis of all these oppressignsimply man made construction which is
culturally embedded or put in another way, whicls lheen given a kind of blessing by the
culture or society.

One of the claims which have been disputed isghatomen not rational and that they are given
to emotion. Hence the irrational element is muclrefronounced in their activities and it is
believed that this is a natural thing, whereas arenrational and are such that rationality makes
them to be much more superior and this is grourmadedature.

It is all these claims as earlier pointed out thatfeminists’ scholars and activists have disputed

or debunked. They claim that women are just liken mpBysiologically although there might be
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some anatomical differences. But on the whole tienm@o much difference between men and
women.

There are many versions of feminism: conservativéberal feminism and the radical or the
leftists’ feminism. The liberal feminist does nai tpo far. What they agitate for does not go too
far. They agitate that women should have equalk eglshould enjoy the same freedom as men
either in the public sphere or family.

They claim that the constitution of liberal demdraociety should be followed to the letter by
granting or enforcing the rights of everyone in stege.

So briefly stated the liberal feminist anchor thagitations on the rights of freedom for the
individuals in the state which include women.

The radicals include socialists, marxists, post enogts as well as anarchists. What they are
saying is that capitalism is the root cause of worappression in that in the capitalists system
the state exploits and oppresses all classes mitishmuch more pronounced with women.
Women are not given many roles in the public sphere

They are therefore disempowered. In a nutshelldesmi is a movement that has been able to
empower women and have their voices heard in tidigparena and they have also made us to

rethink some of the conceptions you have about wiome

9.2 Communitarianism

Communitarianism is a philosophical idea that heenproposed or embraced by some group of
philosophers. They believe that the liberal ideactvihas been embraced by some philosophers
like Rawls and Nozick in terms of their social justtheories do not actually do justice or
capture the notion of community which shapes tkéviduals in their attitudes and behaviors.
These philosophers likalex Mcintyre , Charles Taylor, Michael SandelandWalzer argued
that the liberal conception of justice has focuseastly on the individuals as being autonomous
and as such constitute the focus of social justice.

They argued further that the liberals have missedmportant dimension of how justice should
be conceived and their own position is to bringkb#te community into the picture. They
believe that liberalism emphasizes atomistic dinemef human community that it focus mainly

on the individuals and in doing so the individuale seen as being separate from each other.
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They argue that this is a wrongheaded approachrésrepointed out. The individuals have their
being according to them in the community and th@maoinity shapes them in terms of the way
they look at life, attitudes and morals.

Hence the community is an important element in fEegdife. The individual being is not a
solitary person but has its own life in the comntyimi which he or she lives. The individuals
are embedded in their community and this makes tharhand parcel of that community in
which the individuals live.

It is therefore a wrongheaded approach for therdils in their social justice approach to
emphasize the individual as an autonomous humangbkving like a Robinson Crusoe
marooned in an island living alone.

These communitarian philosophers believe that vehatuld be stressed is human solidarity
rather than atomistic dimension that the liberaigleasize. They contend that because of this
atomistic dimension individuals are lost and wha §ind in Western societies now is alienation
of people, alcoholism as well as drug abuse.

They argue that the virtue of the community that yiod in Aristotelian Philosophy should be
brought back. In conclusion the communitarian gofghers have attracted the liberal social

theory of justice on the ground that the commuisityot the focus of that theory.

9.3 European history and the history of feminism

The study of European women's history can add fi&ggni understandings to the exercise of
kind and, therefore, defining feminism for curreetiders in other settings. As Americans, a
comparative historical approach forces us to broade viewpoint by examining carefully from
a different, though not solely unaware, angle miheth we take for granted-namely, the political,
social, and economic context in which so counttéssur own ideas originated.

Thus, it permits us not only to improve and divithe usual and dissenting opinions on the
organization of societies, which are surroundetbhisally in the Western debate on "the woman
guestion" but also to search the political dynaroicthe interface between these views.

In the 1970s, generation of American historiansabetp examine the history of European
women and their women's movement; we understoodinfemn in a rather basic and
straightforward way, according to a merged Englésiguage definition then found in most

American dictionaries.
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A feminist was, defined as a person who advocagaeirfism. But what was feminism? The
dictionary definition (in composite) read almostf@dows: a theory and/or movement concerned
with progressing the position of women through soedans as attainment of political, legal, or
economic rights equal to those established mengimpyhasis).

This was also the viewpoint carried by the bestwkmdistories of the American women's
movement pub-lished prior to 1970, in which fenmmisfficiently began in 1848 at Seneca Falls
and the focus was on votes for women.

The key idea here is the means to the end of "aswaent": "rights equal to those granted men."
Notice the level to which this legalistic definti@f "equal rights" suggests the standard of male
adulthood as the norm.

It is a definition that is conveyed in a vocabulafy'rights" common to the Western tradition but
developed most clearly in the political theory gmdctice of Great Britain and the United States,
which has so long engrossed on expanding the rights freedoms of male individuals on
grounds of principle.

For women, the vote, the accomplishment of legakrob over property and person, and entry
into male-dominated professions and institutiorraleos became the symbolic questions. Those
of us in European history soon revealed that tmgliEh-language dictionary definition of
feminism did not serve us well;

we found its descriptive power insufficient for tlaecruing indication about the goals and
activities of women's supporters and women's mowsnen the European continent during the
nine-teenth century and before.

Even though questions of access to male privilegepwer were unquestionably essential for
women and men in the European past, they requitteel goals as well. Besides, the ways in
which Europeans conveyed their claims looked tonghagreatly from the Anglo-Americans:
Europeans focused as much or more on explanationsraanliness; they distinguished sexual
difference rather than comparison within a framdwof male/female complementarity; and,
instead of seeking unqualified admission to maletdated society, they attached a wide-
ranging analysis of the society and its institusion

Summary for Study Session 9
In this Study Session 8, you have learnt that:
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Feminism is a movement against the oppression ohemoin a male dominated society and
different strands of it were discussed. Commuratasim is against the atomistic liberal theory.
It stresses the communal aspect of the individuals.

Communitarianism is a philosophical idea that heenproposed or embraced by some group of
philosophers. They believe that the liberal ideactvihas been embraced by some philosophers
like Rawls and Nozick in terms of their social josttheories do not actually do justice or
capture the notion of community which shapes théviduals in their attitudes and behaviors.
The study of European women's history can add feegni understandings to the exercise of
kind and, therefore, defining feminism for curreetiders in other settings. As Americans, a
comparative historical approach forces us to broade viewpoint by examining carefully from
a different, though not solely unaware, angle miheh we take for granted-namely, the political,
social, and economic context in which so counttéssur own ideas originated.

Thus, it permits us not only to improve and divithe usual and dissenting opinions on the
organization of societies, which are surroundetbhisally in the Western debate on "the woman
guestion" but also to search the political dynanoiitéhe interface between these views.

In the 1970s, generation of American historiansabetp examine the history of European
women and their women's movement; we understoodinfem in a rather basic and
straightforward way, according to a merged Englésiguage definition then found in most
American dictionaries.

A feminist was, defined as a person who advocagecirism. But what was feminism? The
dictionary definition (in composite) read almostf@dows: a theory and/or movement concerned
with progressing the position of women through soedans as attainment of political, legal, or

economic rights equal to those established mengfmyhasis).

Self-Assessment Questions (SAQs) for Study Sesstn

Now that you have completed this study session,cayuassess how well you have achieved its
Learning Outcomes by answering these questions.céoucheck your answers with the Notes
on the Self-Assessment Questions at the end oSthidy Session.

SAQ 9.1 (Tests learning outcome 9.1)

What is feminism?
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SAQ 9.2 (Tests learning outcome 9.2)

State the believe of communitarian philosophers
SAQ 9.3 (Tests learning outcome 9.3)

Explain the view of American Historian in 1970.

Notes on the Self-Assessment Questions (SAQS)

SAQ 9.1

Feminism is a movement that agitates for womemjists.. It started in the nineteenth century but
it became much more intensified in the twentiethitagy.

SAQ 9.2

These communitarian philosophers believe that vehatuld be stressed is human solidarity
rather than atomistic dimension that the liberaigleasize. They contend that because of this
atomistic dimension individuals are lost and wha §ind in Western societies now is alienation
of people, alcoholism as well as drug abuse.

SAQ 9.3

In the 1970s, generation of American historiansabetp examine the history of European
women and their women's movement; we understoodinfem in a rather basic and
straightforward way, according to a merged Englésiguage definition then found in most

American dictionaries.
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Study Session 10: Power, Authority and Legitimacy

Introduction

In political philosophy, the concepts of power @udhority are intimately linked together. In our
everyday language, you associate the two concegéther, and this has seeped into social and
philosophy.

In this study session, you will learn about theiomd of power, authority and legitimacy,
relationship between the concepts and concepgdirtete authority.

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 10

After you have studied this study session, you khable to:

10.1 Examine the notions of power, authority argtilmacy.

10.2 Discuss the Weber contribution of the notibaughority

10.3 Explain the concept of legitimate authority.
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10.1 Notions of Power, Authority and Legitimacy
In political philosophy, the concepts of power audhority are intimately linked together. In our
everyday language, you associate the two concegéther, and this has seeped into social and
philosophy.
Consequently, one of the fundamental problems dfigad philosophy is that of the nature of
political power and political authority of the neguof thede factoand of thede jure— and of
their relationship with one another.
This of course, has been one of the most contraleasd frequently discussed problems in the
history of political philosophy or theory, espetyakince the time oflJean Bodin who is
generally to have broached the problem in conneatiith sovereignty and made a systematic
and sustained attempt to delimit the two concepts.
But Bodin and subsequent political philosophers never resligceeded to delimit the two
concepts clearly, nor did they recognize the inmeisBnk between the two of them. There are
two errors to be avoided in discussing the two epis:

+« One is to avoid identifying the two concepts togeth

+« While other is to sever them from each other tgtall
The two concepts are so important in politicallggophy because there is an interest in the
concept of authority now, for the mere fact thaheasocial theorists are lamenting the loss of
authority in the modern age.
They are of the view that there is an eclipse ohaity in the modern age, and, therefore, these
social theorists assert that the modern age iwithuthority as it was in the medieval period.
You shall first examine the nature of power. In Germanic language, such words as ‘might’
andmachtand the Romance language such words as ‘powerpaundoir have long been in use
as designations for the phenomenon ‘power’. Theevgipectrum of meanings conveyed by the

words is understandable.

10.1.1 Power
The word ‘power’ is applied in divergent ways, rastly in common parlance, but also in the

various fields of learning, such as mathematicgsjas, law, philosophy and theology.
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But the word power designates in general termsatiiity to bring about something. It could
also mean influence. But in the main, the word “poWwdenotes the coercive method employed
by those not entitled to our obedience.

Unlike power, authority does not involve the coeecmethod. Thus, the robber may accost one
and coerce him to surrender his property. The nobae power but he lacks authority. Authority
is usually backed by laws which give the persorr@smg authority some form of legitimate
power to carry out the function he is performing.

It may be objected that the police man arrestiograinal uses coercion. This may be true, but it
does not mean that authority may be coercive; wthdbes show is that the police man has
authority to act in a way which is legitimate arfdstincludes coercive power. Authority
therefore, implies “force exercised or capablepeing exercised with the general approval of
those concerned...”

Most theorists who have treated the two conceptsauthority and power have clearly
distinguished them, and have mostly emphasized d@b#tority does not involve force or —
coercion as in the case of power.

10.1.2 Authority

Authority, it is generally argued, does not imptyde, and as such it is an alternative to the
concept of power which relies mostly on force ogrcion.

Authority in the political sphere occurs when thése“willing compliance, and a power to
command and enforce obediencéhe power of an authority is based on a generagmton
that those subject to the commanding authorityabecause it is based on rules or well — laid
down regulations.

There is, therefore, a clear demarcation betweenctmcepts of power and authority: in the
former case, it is simply based on naked force)enini the latter case, it is rule- governed, and,
therefore, obedience to the authority is not sintplyhe personality concerned or premised on
the use of force but it is based on the acknowlesgmof some rules which make obedience to
the authority obligatory. Hence, authority carnggh it some suggestion of legitimacy.

It will be necessary at this point to clarify twoportant notions about authority which will make
it possible to clearly understand the nature ofatity.

The two notions of authority are

< “in-authority”
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< “an-authority”.
In the latter case,

1. The notion of being “an-authority connotes that pleeson in the garb of authority is an
expert in his chosen field. Hence, the notion @fitimacy may be involved since the
person concerned knows what he is talking aboutisnfield and he can legitimately
make statements or talk about his field with theviction of an authority, and expect to
be believed or his statements respected. Thismofi@uthority implies power but it is a
sort of legitimate power.

2. The notion of being “in authority” implies that tlaeithoritative person has the right of
obedience from those concerned in view of the fhat it is based on some rules or
regulations and these rules and regulations casdare sort of power on the person
issuing command.

This form of authority is impersonal, and it is ilkel the first concept of being an authority. The
two cases of authority, though different in naturen involve each other. In a sense, if an
authority can sufficiently muster his influencetive society he can turn this into in-authority.
However, there is a clear difference between the ¢ases of authority. The case of being an-
authority involves production of knowledge. But tine two cases obeying the authority is
premised on the authority giving reasons. It is just a blind compliance to the authority’s
command.

Carl Friedrich has noted that being | authority involves givingod reasons for any action
taken in the public sphere, but, in the last anslifse reasons have to be in consonance with the
rules and regulations guiding the public sphereiaiwdthis fact that gives the actions legitimacy

in the public sphere.

10.2 Weber Contribution of the Notion of Authority

The notable contribution dVeber to our understanding of the notion of authorityldohelp to
illuminate the differences between power and author

Although Weber was concerned mainly with the notion of authotiitg explication he made of
the concept could help in bringing out the relatitip that exists between power and authority,

on one hand and, on the other hand, the relatipashese two concepts have with legitimacy.



PHI 305

Weber trifurcates the concept of authority. Theaglitional authority, charismatic authority and
rational-legal authority. In the case of the triadil authority, the authority is simply based on
the tradition, customs and norms of the societyceamed.

In this case of authority the authoritative commémat is issued is respected simply because of
tradition, customs, etc., and the authority ispremised on rules or regulations. In other words,
it is not rule-governed in the real sense of thedwit is simply like Tonnies Geimenschaft
society.

The charismatic authority is based on the achiemerné an outstanding personality in the
society. It is closely related to being an autlyohtt the major factor is that the charismatic
authority is related to the personality concerned ot to his knowledge.

The charismatic personality has authority, eitferause of his/her outstanding achievements, or
because he/she has some grace attributed to time.d8omeone likélkrumah, Kennedy and
Jesuswere charismatic leaders.

The last is the legal — rational authority whichbased on rules and regulations. It is an
impersonal form of authority. Its continuity is gaateed because it is based not on a personality
for its operation for it is simply rule- governed.

Hence, there is obedience to this form of authaiityply because there are rules and regulations
governing it. The legal-rational authority deriveslegitimacy from the fact that it is predicated
on rules, and it is not based on force or coercion.

Weber’s three-fold classification has the disimttof showing that certain aspects of authority
are not based on force, and that their legitimaesivds from certain sources which | have
alluded to.

But, he argues that it is the legal-rational forhaothority that is best because it is based on the
legal system, hence its rationality. He advocates the other forms of authority be made
routinized or regularized along the line of ratiblegal authority because they could degenerate
and become simply based on coercion or force, amdehcould become illegitimate. Let us at

this juncture pause and examine two concepts biaity.

Box 10.1: Distinction betweethe factoandde jureauthority

There is a distinction that is usually made betwaerfactoauthority andde jureauthority. It is

contended by some social theorists datffactoauthority cannot exist withowte jureauthority.
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It is further argued thate factoauthority is simply based on force or coercion. M/de jureis

premised on rules and regulations.

The mere existence de factoauthority shows that the authority no longer cdsttbe situation,
and that the obedience of the citizens is got ftinobrute force, rather than by willing
compliance based on some obligations to obey th®odty because it is based on rules or the
legal system.

However, what has been noted is that a firm deriarca&annot be drawn betweele jure
authority andde factoauthority as some social theorists have averreg.férm of authority has

to be socially recognized and the social recogmiigbrought about through socially recognized
rules and regulations that are essential for tlegli@nce of the citizens.

In thede factoauthority it is force or coercion that the authpeixercises, but this force issues
out of the legal regulations or rules in most casesther words, it is not a naked force or
coercion.

It has to be mentioned that if it is ordg factoauthority that exists in a social system or state,
then that authority is based if it is not as welhjpined withde jureauthority on naked force or
power. It could therefore be inferred tliw factoauthority is naked power de jureauthority
does not exist along with it, and to the extent th& is the case, authority is not a legitimate
authority.

From what has been discussed so far there is ebbhkeen authority and legitimacy, and this
relationship affects the concept of power. The pw@rthat authority has to do with rules in the

system and these rules confer legitimacy on thieoaity in that system.

10.3 Legitimacy of Authority

The legitimacy of authority therefore depends om lggal system, and this legal system spells
out properly the line which the authority has tddw; in other words, any authority has to be

instituted along the line enacted by the legal esystand it is this legal system that confers
legitimacy on the authority. This legal system colle, using Hart’'s notion, patterned on

primary and secondary rules.

The primary rules are those that state what atepgable and what are not, in the society; or

what the society requires of the citizens. The sdaoy rules are those that give the primary
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rules their basic foundation in that they govera grimary rules and give them theirle of
recognition.

This is to say that the primary rules issuing froemtain sources, custom, norms, contracting
parties, courts, e.t.c are binding on the citizditne secondary rules are, essentially there to give
the primary rules some sort of binding recogniiiothe society.

This discussion so far as shown clearly that aitthand power are not necessarily the same.
Authority is rule- governed, while power is nakearce, and if this is the case, power is
diametrically opposed to legitimacy because legitisnpresupposes that an authority should be
based on some rules which confer it with legitimacy

However, it must be noted that authority has tdo&eked by force if it is to be effective or, put
differently, there should be a fair guarantee of@oto effectively function in the society. So, in
some sense, power is necessary for effective atythblowever, authority cannot be based on
powerper sefor if this occurs then that authority is not kkgate.

There is a point that has to be clarified with thst statement. The notions of authority and
legitimacy have normative dimensions, in that ifaanhority is a legitimate body, the sovereign
body or authority has to be predicated on rulesthase rules confer legitimacy on the body.
The sovereign body cannot just employ power oreait the time. But again, our obedience to
the state or the sovereign body or the authorityaisitual; it is not a matter you think about, yet
this does not distract from the fact that you obegovereign body or authority because it is
based on rules.

There is a truth in the point that a governmentaathority that is rule-based derives its
legitimacy from this fact, but it could be conteste argued that this is not all that matters. The
most important thing is that, a government or adth@an be said to be legitimate in the proper
sense of the word if it provides certain basic sdedthe people.

The rule-based ground of legitimacy of an authastghimera if the basic needs of the people
are not catered for. In the final analysis, thdtiemcy of any authority revolves around how
these needs are catered for. Even in the so-cd#etbcratic society, the main issue is simply
how the government can cater for the needs ofdbiety generally.

In conclusion, you have gone through the entiractdpm state to sovereignty, to power,

authority and legitimacy.



PHI 305

These are kindred concepts, and therefore be d@iddirom each other. But the upshot of our
discussion is that the notion of power or forceaadefining characteristic of state, sovereignty
and authority cannot be defended.

You observed also that if power or force is tharde§ characteristic of these concepts, then the
legitimacy of the sovereign body or authority idioubt.

I have not attempted to locate where sovereigrgg in the final analysis, but from the
discussion, it might seem that the rule governestesy or, properly put, the legal system is
favoured. But again, a qualification was made that legitimacy of any authority, in the last

analysis, depends on how it caters for the peoplessc needs.

Summary for Study Session 10
In this Study Session 10, you have learnt that:

1. In political philosophy, the concepts of power aadthority are intimately linked
together. In our everyday language, you assodi&dwo concepts together, and this has
seeped into social and philosophy.

2. Consequently, one of the fundamental problems ditigad philosophy is that of the
nature of political power and political authorit/tbe nature of thee factoand of thede
jure — and of their relationship with one another.

3. The word power designates in general terms, thityabo bring about something. It
could also mean influence. But in the main, the dvpower” denotes the coercive
method employed by those not entitled to our olrexdie

4. Authority in the political sphere occurs when thexéwilling compliance, and a power
to command and enforce obedience

5. The legitimacy of authority therefore depends am ldgal system, and this legal system
spells out properly the line which the authoritysh@ follow; in other words, any
authority has to be instituted along the line eeddty the legal system, and it is this legal
system that confers legitimacy on the authority.
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Self-Assessment Questions (SAQs) for Study Sessidh

Now that you have completed this study session,cayuassess how well you have achieved its
Learning Outcomes by answering these questions.céoucheck your answers with the Notes
on the Self-Assessment Questions at the end oSthidy Session.

SAQ 10.1 (Tests learning outcome 10.1)

State the relationship between power and authority?

SAQ 10.2 (Tests learning outcome 10.2)

Examine notable contribution &/eber of the notion of authority could help to illumieathe
differences between power and authority.

SAQ 10.3 (Tests learning outcome 10.3)

What makes an authority legitimate?

Notes on the Self-Assessment Questions (SAQS)

SAQ 10.1
The concepts of power and authority are intimabelyed together. In our everyday language,

you associate the two concepts together, and #siséeped into social and philosophy.
Consequently, one of the fundamental problems dfigad philosophy is that of the nature of
political power and political authority of the neguof thede factoand of thede jure— and of
their relationship with one another.

SAQ 10.2

Weber was concerned mainly with the notion of authotity explication he made of the
concept could help in bringing out the relationstipt exists between power and authority, on
one hand and, on the other hand, the relationshgse two concepts have with legitimacy.

SAQ 10.3

The legitimacy of authority therefore depends om lggal system, and this legal system spells
out properly the line which the authority has tddw; in other words, any authority has to be
instituted along the line enacted by the legal esystand it is this legal system that confers

legitimacy on the authority.
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Study Session 11: African Political Thought

Introduction

The African political thought aiming on individuglolitical thinkers/activists and start with
indigenous African political though.

In this study session, you will learn about thegioriof modern African thought, Negritude and
African Personality and Africa socialism.

Learning Outcomes for Study Session 11

11.1 Discuss the origin of modern African thought
11.2 Explain the Negritude and African Personality
11.3 Examine the African socialism
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11.1 Origin of Modern Africa

The sixties in Africa were a period that becamel webwn for one form of political thought or
the other. This was a period when most African toes became independent from their
colonial masters and as such they were proposiegam of political idea or the other which
was against colonialism or which rejected the callodeology that justified colonialism.

Before then there were people of African originAmerica who had rejected slavery, racism as
well as colonialism. People likEredrick Douglas, Alexander Crumen and alsoEdward

Blyden and lastlyDubois.

Fredrick Douglas. Edward Blyden

Figure 11.1: African Americans

Source: SchulPortals Inc. ©.

All these African Americans rejected slavery asirgstitution which is simply anti human and
which goes against the grain of liberal values eislg that of equality of human beings and
liberty.

There were also conferences that were held in iBréad other places before independence
especially in Manchester in 1945 which rejectedwhele colonialist ideology and called for the
independence of the African people.

These conferences were spear headed by African iéanepeople of African origin living in
America especially and the Caribbean. From allé¢hdsological writings came some ideologies

like negritude and African personality.
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11.2 Negritude and African Personality

Negritude as an ideology was peculiar to francoph@frican thinkers as well as Caribbean
thinkers. It was mostly propagated lbgopold Sedar SenghorandAime Cesar. The whole idea
of negritude is that the black race has certainmataristics that set them apart from the white
race.

The negritude movement became a rallying pointafbfrancophone thinkers in Africa and in
France likeLeo Damas, Allione Diopand these people had a journal caPeesence Africaine.
The other ideological persuasion was African peaibn It is not different from negritude. They
were counter discourses to racist’s ideology ardmnzalism.

What is of importance is that they were protesbiogies and they emphasize the humanity of
the black race. These two ideologies became aabézifplatform for what came to be African
socialism.

... is an ideology was peculiar to francophone ¢en thinkers as well as Caribbean
thinkers.

o Negritude

11.3 Africa Socialist

African socialism was espoused by most African kéis in the 60’s. There were so many
varieties of socialist thoughts in Africa, rangifrgm Nkrumah’s conscientism tdNyerere’s
Ujamma (African Brotherhood) and Cabral’s socialist thbugvhich is marxist oriented. What
unites all these thinkers is that in African sogighe community was revered and African

societies were communal in nature.
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Figure 11.2: Africans Socialist

Source: blackhistoryheroes.com

In Nkrumah’ s socialist thought, he believed that in Africaaditional society, what was most
important was communalismNkrumah believed that before capitalism was introduced by
colonial masters into African societies what wascpiced was something akin to socialism.

He believed that there was the need to reinvenicd\dr socialism in modern day Africa.
Nkrumah claimed that there were three major traditionsAifnica that have shaped the
continent: traditional African thinking, Arabic tiking and lastly European thinking- and what
you need to do is to fuse these three sourceshegtd get what he called consciencism which
will emphasize the African traditional thought aligical system.

Julius Nyerere’s Ujaamais also along that line. He argues that in Afri¢eaditional society,
everybody was his brother’s keeper. In other wohdse was something like brotherhood. There
was the communal behavior in everybody and the camiyn binds everybody together.
Everybody was cared for in traditional African sigi

There was little gap between the rich and the pbence it was an egalitarian society, and
everybody was equal. Equality was the norm rathan exception. In all, those African thinkers
of the first wave of socialist generation who hamphasized African socialist thought claim

that traditional African societies were socialisticmmature before the advent of colonialism.

m...... and ......... are African socialist.

o Nyerere and Nkrumah

In addition to Socialist ideas have been in Afibbedore the advent of interventionism at the turn
of the nineteenth century. African socialisms meamerous mergers of African thinkers,

politicians, and activists' interest with and refoguring of nineteenth-and twentieth-century
European socialist thoughts and practice.

The basics are multiple, from trades unions andambrwith European workers, to unite with

European political parties, and through contacthwian-African (West Indian and African-

American) radicals. Most African thinkers and moesits have known with many components

of social democratic and Marxian forms of socialisearching for to indigenize them to Africa.
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The upsurge of African socialisms as a movementesponds with the early stages of
nationalism and national development, the greantpof which was the non-nonaligned
movement and Third Worldism. African socialism asagtice started with the first self-
proclaimed socialist-nationalist revolution in Adal, Gamal Abdel-Nasser's(1918-1970) 1952

Officers Coup in Egypt; and intentional with gloization meeting South Africa's dissatisfied

redistributive social democracy.

Figure 11.3: Gamal Abdel-Nasser's

Source: mbouffant.blogspot.coms

All African socialisms shared corresponding stroesuthat provide bases for nationalism and
approaches to postcolonial development and natiddibg.
< First, was a combination of state ownership, amghtfill distribution of wealth, and
increasing citizen welfare?
+«+ Second, was the sincerity of leading underdevelopneéd "catching up”;
« Third, was providing important non capitalist itstions that would form economic
growth; and
« Fourth was providing well-balanced social relatiips of citizenship that could found
union between people and the state.
Proceeding to the 1917 Bolshevik Revolution in Ryssocialist ideas and practices were make
known to among sections of the African middle aratking classes. The Sierra Leone Weekly
News in 1913 connected union-based socialism instihl Europe with the imaginary hallmark
of an indigenous socialism, African "hospitalityfdreseeing in opinions (and myths) then

appealed by African Socialist-nationalists andtpmal leaders.
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Striking labourers and clerks in Lagos in 1897 Inatther socialist ideas nor organization to
gather them against low wage labor policy for Adne, yet African socialist movements’ state
with the development of a current work force.

The first communist party in Africa (and in the Araorld) was fashioned in Egypt in 1921,
where textile and transportation workers becamesthgect of communist attention after World
War I.

The common orientation of Egyptian Marxists andialsts was focused to the Arab world,
which would continue into Nasserism. Egyptian comison stayed small; having a big
influence upon intellectual Marxism, assessing msigpificant questions about socialism in a
backward country;

It had slight influence upon Egyptian politics ands incapable to progress a mass following
among a large indigenous working class, a well-ibgesl trade union tradition, and millions of
Egyptian peasants, or fellaheen. The party finabparated in 1965 through in-fighting and
Nasser's tyranny.

Till the development of the 1970s Afro-Marxist negis, movements promoting revolutionary
Marxism were non-existent. An exclusion was onelénge cosmopolitan, European controlled,
Algerian Communist Party, made in 1936. By the ®&Mhad humiliated itself by continually
placing the French benefits above Algerians'.

Two other exclusions were Sudan Communist Party taedSouth Africa Communist Party

(SACP). In the early twenty-first century the SA@Fnains mathematically strong, while the
large Sudanese Communist movement, created in a8dér the effect of Egyptian Marxists,
played a major role in the nationalist movementdimg important effect in Sudanese politics
before Generabafur Nimeri's brutal removals in the early 1970s.

Marxist inspiration would find homes within Afrinasocialism. Soviet and Chinese communism
were standards of socialism through colonialisnipnalism, and the formative years of national
growth. With few exceptions, like self-managememntAlgeria (1960-1965), alternative or
academic socialisms had little base in Africa.

If communist party creation was forbidden duringionialism, many independence parties
(especially in Francophone Africa) were displayedcommunist parties. Many African leaders,
even when seeing communism as intimidating, wergessed by the speed of its modernizing

attainments through centralization, planning, dreddne-party state.
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The Cold War also required locations on communismost African states chosen charting
unaligned vistas between it and Western capitaliSabral was a leader of the revolutionary
movement in Guinea Bissau. His own socialism isentboroughly marxist in nature.
He does not believe in the African traditional systas you have it in botNkrumah and
Nyerere. His analysis of Guinea Bissau’s society followattbf marxist thought though with a
little difference.
He believes that colonialism has disrupted theohistl evolution of African societies and
because of this, African societies have changedlyot
He argues that you should jettison some traditidtietan values which are not helpful in our
development, though some should be retained if éheyelpful to our development.
[ O was a leader of the revolutionary movement in GaiiBessau.

() Nkrumah

(b) Nyerere

(c) Cabral

(d) Gafur Nimeri
o (c) Cabral

Cabral's thinking is geared towards a socialist transforomabf African societies. In Franz
Fanon, you have another thinker who has been mélee by many ideological orientations,
though in the final analysis, his thinking has meoeialist element.

He claims that colonialism was installed througlolemce and it is through violence that
colonialism could be overthrown by the colonize@ge. The violence involved cleanses the
colonized people and as such restores their huynanit

The main idea that runs through African Americamkérs in Diaspora and the Caribbeans is
racism and the theme of slavery. In terms of Afrilainkers in the continent, the major idea that
runs through their political thought is colonialism

The post-colonial situation has thrown up anotlleaientirely because of the grim reality of
autocratic rules in Africa. The political theory wois about such scenarios as the

mismanagement of African continent and also coroapdf African leaders.
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Besides, you have economic failures in most Africaountries. These grim realities have
brought about another way of looking at Africa drave thrown up new political theories which

grapple with these problems in Africa.

Activity 11.1

Time: 1hr
In what sense, if any, could you say that Africhaught generally is a counter-discourse to the

denigration of the black race?

Summary for Study Session 11

In this Study Session 11, you have learnt that:

The origin of modern African thought is discussedl dhe African-American connection in
relationship to this is examined.

Negritude as an ideology was peculiar to francoph@frican thinkers as well as Caribbean
thinkers. It was mostly propagated lbgopold Sedar SenghorandAime Cesar. The whole idea
of negritude is that the black race has certainmataristics that set them apart from the white
race.

The negritude movement became a rallying pointafbfrancophone thinkers in Africa and in
France like_Leo Damas, Allione Diopand these people had a journal caPedsence Africaine.
Negritude and African personality are explainedrigdin socialism is discussed and the three

outstanding theorists of African socialisnNkrumah, Nyerere, Cabral are discussed.

Self-Assessment Questions (SAQs) for Study Sessidn

Now that you have completed this study session,cayuassess how well you have achieved its
Learning Outcomes by answering these questions.céoucheck your answers with the Notes
on the Self-Assessment Questions at the end oSthidy Session.

SAQ 11.1 (Tests learning outcome 11.1)

Explain the history of Modern African

SAQ 11.2 (Tests learning outcome 11.2)

Examine ideology as a Negritude
SAQ 11.3 (Tests learning outcome 11.3)

ExamineNkrumah’ s socialist thought.
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Notes on the Self-Assessment Questions (SAQS)

SAQ 11.1
The sixties in Africa were a period that becamel wiebwn for one form of political thought or

the other. This was a period when most African toes became independent from their
colonial masters and as such they were proposiegram of political idea or the other which
was against colonialism or which rejected the ciallodeology that justified colonialism.

People like Fredrick Douglas, Alexander Crumen alsd Edward Blyden and lastly Dubois. All
these African Americans rejected slavery as aritutigtn which is simply anti human and which
goes against the grain of liberal values especibfly of equality of human beings and liberty.

SAQ 11.2
Negritude as an ideology was peculiar to francophAfrican thinkers as well as Caribbean

thinkers. It was mostly propagated Ibgopold Sedar SenghoandAime Cesar. The whole idea
of negritude is that the black race has certaimatdaristics that set them apart from the white
race.

SAQ 11.3
He believed that there was the need to reinvenicddr socialism in modern day Africa.

Nkrumah claimed that there were three major traditionsAimica that have shaped the
continent: traditional African thinking, Arabic tiking and lastly European thinking- and what
you need to do is to fuse these three sourceshigai get what he called consciencism which
will emphasize the African traditional thought afligical system.
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