
MY PHILOSOPHY ON GOVERNMENT

A philosophy of government concerns the role of government in the affairs of its citizens. What governmental philosophy
is consistent with the Statement of my.

So, while our common concept of harm is vague, it helps to think of it as a serious injury to an interest. I will
make a leap of faith in imagining that American government can be honest. Notable for the theories that
humans are social animals, and that the polis Ancient Greek city state existed to bring about the good life
appropriate to such animals. Thus a good law is one which says that if a person is convicted of violating the
life, liberty, or property of another, then a penalty may be imposed, which penalty itself will remove either the
life, liberty or property of the violator. The question involves the concept of distributive justice: what is the
just way of distributing wealth and poverty in a society? The difference between rights and duties may only be
an issue of rhetorical force insofar as claims about my rights seem more imposing than claims about your
duties. I will imagine that the laws can be simply written and can apply equally to all persons or parties. While
the harm principle, noted above, focuses on the harm that I might cause other people, the principle of legal
paternalism involves the harm that I might do to myself. This involves making mistakes, and sometimes
mistakes that harm me. There is no official codebook of natural law for me to consult; if I seek clarification
from the divine legislator himself, I get silence. To date, the countries that have forced this move have indeed
been very Orwellian. The capability approach, pioneered by economists Mahbub ul Haq and Amartya Sen and
further developed by legal scholar Martha Nussbaum , understands freedom under allied lines: the real-world
ability to act. Governments run by men have routinely created laws that restrict the economic and social
freedoms of women. Others, like Nicole Oresme in his Livre de Politiques , categorically denied this right to
overthrow an unjust ruler. The most common justification is religious pacifism: war is contrary to religious
teachings. The industrial revolution produced a parallel revolution in political thought. Personal greed is an
important element of social progress, they argue; we work harder and are more creative when the prospects of
wealth and power are dangled before us. No society has ever existed along the lines that Plato describes, and
Plato himself may not have even intended this to be a blueprint for an actual society. Second, we are naturally
selfish and thus not inclined to make sacrifices for others in need. The third criterion is proper authority: the
war must be publicly announced by the legitimate authority and made known to the enemy. Current emphasis
on "commoditization of the everyday" has been decried by many contemporary theorists, some of them
arguing the full brunt of it would be felt in ten years' time. After Voltaire, religion would never be the same
again in France. In it, he details the role of the state in terms of political affairs i. Locke himself listed this
among his top four rights, and he offers a clear account of how we rightfully acquire property. Rawls also
offered a criticism of utilitarian approaches to questions of political justice. Other documents similar to Magna
Carta are found in other European countries such as Spain and Hungary. The U. Mencius : One of the most
important thinkers in the Confucian school, he is the first theorist to make a coherent argument for an
obligation of rulers to the ruled. Still, free speech is not merely a legally enshrined right, but rather one that is
more foundationally grounded in natural law. The upshot: Governments could do vastly more for the truly
poor without raising taxes by a penny. The laws are written in excessive detail to benefit or penalize certain
parties. Plato and the Republic Imagine a society where men and women live in a totally communal setting.
However, the enlightenment was an outright attack on religion, particularly Christianity. The point is that
neither side of the conflict can use reprehensible techniques in achieving its cause, regardless of how just that
cause is. It can subsidize development of battery technology to store and transmit electrical power. For more
information, go to this link. Industrialization and the Modern Era[ edit ] The Marxist critique of
capitalismâ€”developed with Friedrich Engels â€”was, alongside liberalism and fascism, one of the defining
ideological movements of the twentieth century. In other words, it is not enough to be legally able to do
something, but to have the real option of doing it.


