B e e o e i

; ik _ n societies are made up of
different religious, ethnic and cultural groups (what we Can'termr: X
fact’ of multiculturalism). Our task in this chapter is to think ab:)\ft
 what, if anything, we should do about this fact.IModern western polit-
ical thought has been dominated by liberal fesponses to the core
features of politicﬂln seeking to eradicate arbitrary inequality among
itizens and to establish the political conditions for freedom liberalism
has argued, in many forms, for the recognition of universal, individual

rights.\Every citizen must be treated equally and this is more easily
=tone if we ignore differences between people or discount them as
“morally irrelevant. {On this most basic reading of liberal principles it
does not matter if you are black or white, male or female, of any par-
icular religious faith or none, just as long as you are treated equally
ore a legitimate political and legal authority. [On the face of it this
as much to recommend it. No one should be discriminated against
ecause of his or her race, or ethnicity, his or her gender or his or her
'However, a series of challenges to the basic principles at the he*iart
iberalism has recently come to the fore. The fact of mtllti.cu\tu:alxsm -
ought us to question the viability and desirability of liberal sol,u-} .

to the fundamental questions of political life.
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the injustices of the old world o.rde}‘ began to push for ‘the rights of
man’. Slowly the idea that each individual could be. guaranteed free.
dom and justice only by virtue of equal membershlp, or citizenship
in a nation-state gained currency and credibility. If each individua]
was subject (on equal terms with his or her fellow citizens) to the same
set of shared institutions, which were neither subject to the arbitrary

| whims of some group within the state or anyone outside it, then they
’»l were free. In this way diffeﬂrgrﬁ}_ge_hsi _Q‘f _wealtb! c,lasgﬁ ,_e_t_f}_niCitY and_reli-
Sion were o be subsulped_under a universal conception GEUEE
=mbodied in a unitary conception of citizenship. The core idea here s
hat both the Enlightenment conception of an undifferentiated or
unitary citizenship and the principle of sovereignty were developed as
solutions to the problems we faced in the seventeenth and eighteenth
centuries. These ideas and their institutional and legal manifestations
are still massive features of the political landscape today. As poliical
innovations they have had the most profound influence on modern
an_d contemporary politics. Your lives are structured by your member-
ship of a state (or perhaps the lack of one). Your lives are governed
by laws designed to reflect the idea that every citizen is equal before

the law.
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(d) Civil society and the state are artificial institutions created by individuals
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their orders from individuals on the condition of fulfilling this function;
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ex}:;rrll igct: ooth: hand, utilitarianism stands for ‘greatest happiness of the greatest

number’ where interest of the few may be sacrificed in the ix.lteres.t of the r'.ollec.t-

tivity. Happiness is defined as the balance of pleasure over pain derived from van-
ous goods and services, acts and policies. Founder of this school of thought,
Jeremy Bentham, has observed that nature has placed mankind under two sc‘we‘r-
eign masters: pleasure and pain. Human behaviour is guided by an urge to ootain
“pleasure and avoid pain. Moral principles and state policy should aim at promot-
ing ‘greatest happiness of the greatest number.” Bentham made no distinction
between qualities of different pleasures. He insisted on maximizing the quantity
of pleasure. But John Stuart Mill pointed out qualitative differences between dif-
ferent types of pleasure, and thus recognized the variety of tastes of different indi-
viduals. Further, he prejected the liberty of individual as the highest value. These
modifications in utilitarianism tilted it toward individualism and transformed its

basic character. Mill also pleaded for taxation of the rich for the benefit of the
poor, and thus paved the way for the welfare state.

Neo-Liberalism
: | : |
Neo-liberalism, neo-classical liberalism or libertariani
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| second half of the twenticth century these thinkers realized that
 theory of welfare state was inimical to individual liberty, as it involved the forced
transfer of :&SOWS_ from the more competent to the less competent. In order
to restore individual liberty, they sought to revive the principle of laissez-faire
,notonly in economic sphere, but also in social and political sphere. In a nutshell,
(ineo-liberalism upholds full autonomy and freedom of the individual. It seeks his
iberation from all institutions which tend to restrict his vision of the world,
including the institutions of religion, family and customs of social conformity
apart from political institutions. Philosophicallybit repudiates the deterministic
outlook of human life, and maintains that human personality, character, thought
and actions cannot be construed as an outcome of his circumstances. In other
words,(it treats man as the maker of his destiny. It is, therefore, hostile to all
social and legal restrictions on individual’s freedom of action. In the political
sphere, neo-liberalism particularly insists that man’s economnic activity must be
actively liberated from all restrictions to enable him to achieve true progress and
prosperity.

All neo-liberals believe in the primacy of the ‘spontaneous order’ of human
relationships as exemplified in free markets. They deplore any politics (notably
socialism) which pretends to have definitive knowledge of human needs. No
government can have such knowledge. Human needs manifest themselves through
the myriad unpredictable transactions between individuals living m a free or
open society. If government tries to regulate these activities, it would amount to
curtailing their freedom without fulfilling their genuine needs. It would therefore
be advisable to transfer such decisions to the market which will maximize their
choice. In the economic sphere, market exemplifies a genuine democracy. In the
political sphers, market represents a model of genuine democracy, where votes
are traded against welfare benefits, and the cost is borne by the most productive

members of society.

A Critical Appraisal

Liberalism is, no doubt, a dynamic political philosophy which has responded to
the changing needs of time. However, like any other ideology, it has failed to
redeem mankind from its predicament. In fact, liberalism has clung to capitalism
so firmly that all its new ventures appear to be new devices for sustaining the

capitalist system or justifying its existence.

Liberalism Retains Its Bourgeois Character

Liberalism arose for the protection of the interests of the bourgeoisie (the capitalist
class) when political power was wielded by feudal interests. In its early phase,
liberalism stood for limiting the power of the state in favour of laissez-faire
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ason’. Since this process was started by the new middle class—the
)‘ merchants and the industrialists—they were the first to benefit from this change;
feudalism was replaced by capitalism not only in the economic sphere, but corre-
| sponding changes were brought about in the political sphere as well. This had
some evil effects also. The condition of the working classes deteriorated with the
success of classical liberalism. But once the process of redefining social relations
from the point of view of ‘reason’ had started, it could not be stopped from reach-
. ingits logical conclusion: the rise of socialism. Socialism sought a better deal for
" - the working class on the same principle of ‘reason’ which was initially invoked by
force. Liberalism, therefore, did not hes-
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o caveats, let me propos

1 “liberal” share the -followiﬁg five fundamen

1. A commitment to the idea that people in a politiCalf,society must b
have already noted, the concept of freedom can be understood in a
variety of ways, some 'highly individualistic, others more cbilechwé

5 commitment to equality of the people in the political society. Agai’n’ the

f equality can be understood in a number of ways, ran’gmg o

o the mere denial of natural subordination to the affirmation uof‘ ‘ :

ocedural equa}lity_for all people to the insistence on substan-

ure pr
tive economic equality. _
3 A commitment to the idea that the state’s role must be defined such that it en-

v pances freedom and equality (as defined by that theory). As we have seen,
different liberals disagree quite severely about how the state can best
enhance freedom and equality—some maintaining that it can do so
only by taking a very minimal role in the society, others maintaining
that it must take a very extensive role. This disagreement relates in
part to different understandings of what freedom and equality are.
Despite this disagreement, all liberals tend to agree on the following
three general theses about the state’s role and structure. .

 3a. The state has the best chance of securing the freedom and equality of its cit-
izenry when it is organized as a denocracy. The idea that democracy 1s
central to the construction O

f a liberal polity has been largely un-
challenged in recent times. And alt

hough this commitment 0
democracy tends to go along with a commitment to certain proce-
dures that a liberal state must follow in 1ts legislative and ']uc\icia\
processes, such as habeas corpus, in general liberals in different lib-
eral societies have disagreed about what procedu.i#«%s and practices
best implement the democratic ideal.

s 3. The state can ensure freedom only by pursuing policies that implement tol-

. erqtion and freedom of conscience for all citizens. As we shall see, for the-
- orlsts such as Rawls this is a particularly important feature of liber-
; mm' But again, how toleration and freedom of conscience are best
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The fourth tenet of Jiberalism focuses on the importance of ind; rempts €
consent in the legitimating of a political society: ~red witl
4. Any political society must be justified to the individuals who live w‘ith,"‘ : are "‘bas

¢ if that society is to be legitimate.” Or in other words, individuals sqmzl o
the ultimate units of normative political analysis, so that politic: mo::h 3
policies, institutions, and large-scale conceptions of justice must al- on :w
ways be legitimated on the basis of how each person in that ‘SOCEetS‘y | a.boua1 C
would be affected by them. - L tional ¢
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To use the terminology of Chapter 3, the liberal state must not only re- & | fionin
ceive the convention consent of the people, which merely makes it e 3 Itis
thoritative in that territory, but also their endorsement consent, which " (inclu
makes it not just a state but a legitimate state. Presumably, their s&ong, @ said t
consent is connected to their belief that their state is operating justly, oL the 1€
that this consent is a marker for the justice of the state. It cannot, however, ‘ conc
be considered an infallible marker, since people can consent (miStakenlys liber
to that which is not just. However, controversy surrounds this fourth 1 elat
tenet: How do we understand the individ Lals to whom the justification 1 ‘\ son
made? Are they real individuals in the society, or should they be appro- ‘\ bee
priately cleansed of bias, irrationality, and bad reasoning in order forthe | Spe
justification to be morally compelling? What form does the justification o
take? Does it have to be contractarian in nature, ot can a utilitarian argu- ho
ment be responsive {0 individuals in the right way? And does the justiﬁ; 9
tual consent, or does (::

duals respond with their ac
r fully rational counterparts suffice? Dif

ferent liberals have given a variety of answers to these questions. o
~ But all of them construct their answers in such a way that they take
them to be justified by reason. The birth of liberalism in the 'E‘n'llghten'
ment points up this “common faith” in reason that liberals have had:

cation require that indivi
the hypothetical consent of thei
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: n is the tool by ‘Which the liberal state e

ligious, moral, or metaphysical views éf‘it‘l%e ee?si i e
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~ pal argument and. reasonable attitudes, and the lepiti ogg_h ramo-
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 Implicit in this commitment is the idea that reason is common to all
human bgmgs—-—mdeed definitive of what it is to be a human being. But
liberals dlffe.r.on .the Datute O.f reason: Some have a Kantian conception,
others 2 Ut-ll-ltarl-a AR EOSNER .tl.on’ others a rational choice conception.
Rawls’s POhtlcal liberalism re_hes on a conception of the “reasonable” that
15 del_iberately meapt 20 pr(.)\-nde & cebtaus measu%«e of substantflv'e neutral-
ity toward competing political views, even while rL_xl'mg out views that
should not be part Qf any over%appmg consensus in a society that at-
tempts to T ealize justice. Thf%se different conceptions of reason are associ-
Sted with different conceptions of how morality and thus liberal values
are “based on” reason, some of which support moral objectivism and
some of which do not. So liberals hold a great variety of positions on
moral metaphysics. And that means there is a variety of liberal positions
on how we should understand the ”_truth” Qf normative prescriptions
about our political life. But although lxbergls disagree abogt what that ra-
tional capacity is and what it reveals, the idea that cve can improve our soci-
ety through reasoning, enab!i,11g us to construct a 1e.g1t1mate gnd well-func-
tioning political society, has been a fundamental hbe.rz.ﬂ behgf. .

It is this commitment to reason that makes all t?admonal liberal theor_xes
(including Rawls’s theory) descendants pf th'e Enhghtenmer\t.30 Bqt having
said this, [ want to be careful to distinguish liberals’ general commitment to
the idea that reason can reveal politically reh?v.ar\t truth from any particular
conception of how reason informs us of pohh@l truth. fc?r example, some
liberals have been committed to reason as superior.to rel}glous belief o(; rev-
elation and held the view that religion 1s mere sgperstltlon that goo rea—t
soning enables us to OVercome: This particular view about reason has nlo
been universally held among liberals; Thomag ]ef’ferson, ftor exar;q‘)hz,_
specifically rejects it By “Enlightenment llbgrallsm I do no r:x;ean‘ P
ory that would embrace such a particular view but ratber a -eo'ryd‘ &c\
holds there is a faculty of reasoning “common to the typical .tl.lelst and the
typical atheist” that suffices for working out how our Pohhcal‘so?it(:;s‘
ought to be structured.” This latter view is compahl.wle with a ho;lt oA}nd 5

ti ligi d religious revelation, both hostile and friendly.

ons on religion an 24 : ’ v ke

is thi | ; Articular stand on the relation be

is this latter view, and not any partl s i

son and religion, that has been the hallmark of all | L\Hf\\ﬁ Cdr)r/\-mitmem .
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ir cc itme human beings as free and equal,

reason and their commitment 0
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