John Locke

Tell your partner
seven things you

remember about
Locke’s liberalism.



Syllabus content
 criticism of hedonism
 Freedom

 integrity and self respect
of the individual

« self regarding actions

« other regarding actions




Mill In a

nutshell




criticism of

hedonism







"It IS better to be a
human being dissatisfied
than a pig satisfied,;
better to be Socrates
dissatisfied than a fool

satisfied"




freedom

liberty =
political

freedom




The only purpose for which
power can be rightfully
exercised over any member of
a civilized community, against
his will, is to prevent harm to
others. His own good, either
physical or moral, is not a
sufficient warrant.

Mill, On Liberty, 1859



An individual’s liberties
should be respected and
protected unless their
actions...

cause
(tangible) harm
to other

infringe on the
liberties of
others




Two types of unacceptable
restriction

paternalistic if it is done
for the individual’'s benefit

moralistic If it Is done to
ensure that the person Is
moral rather than immoral




integrity and
self-respect of
the individual

iIndividualism

Freedom from
dependency on
others

Freedom to self-

rely and self-fulfill




The term duty to oneself,
when it means anything
more than prudence,
means self-respect or self-
development; and for none
of these Is any one
accountable to his fellow-
creatures, because for
none of them is it for the
good of mankind that he be
held accountable to them.

self-respect



self-regarding

actions

one that (directly)

<: State can’t

affects only the Intervene

Individual him- or

herself.



Protected

liberties




other-regarding

actions

one that (directly) <

affects others.

State can

Intervene
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=x4Pt7TF1w2c



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=x4Pt7TF1w2c
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