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JEAL JACQUES ROUSSEAU, OR IS 4 FREX SOCIETY POSSIBIEY

harl Folamyi, Columbia Undversity

Opoosite interpretations of the paradox of frccdom divide our world
in two. They represent the horns of the Rousseamean dilemma - the individualistie
and the totalitarisn, Traditionally, they are summed up as the two meanings of
- demperacy: liberty and ecquality.
But Houssean's proposition was more than a paradox in the treacherous
field of popitical philoscophy. There was a substantive content to his system
for 4
which tranmscended i%s formal limitations. This sew—et becomao apparent shreusho
Fing, ab whoed o
i analysis of his bemms, nscessary ‘Semhathia=mm for a full comp-
rehension. For tacitly underiying all his conceptions was the vision of a new
hero whose atcession he took for granted not only in the Iield of polities, but
~ a thing never before conceived of - alse in the realm of 1life and culture. This
hero was the psople, validated as the representative of mankind. He acclaimed the
peorie as the bearer of all human values: fe pleaded for a popular calbturs, a civi-
N 5 : 2 T :
1ization cxpr&as&aﬂsﬂ the ssbusd 1ifs of the people. He Wsessrhd=d had found in

the people the feunt af the colisctive 1life ~ its emotional, imaginative and

religious mainspring. Iis also meant with him the rejection of emotional, ima-
ginative and relizious values that could not be shared by the people. He set up
L k:-"'. .-4&"-‘{;-'\-\.-7‘{;. fJ-l"'F -T’ :ﬁ-
{t7 " the people as the measure, and wanbeid it ssen cotablished as such. A culture
apart Irom the people, a civilization vested in ths few was Lo him a contradictiosn
in terms, The life which he ideslized was lo be a life lived by the paonle.
Thougn never explicitly stated, this vislon was a caré:-llar_ﬁr to the Soeizl
P : ; 5 moepatiile
Contract. It may yei be lound to lessen the gap bebween the semningl;?\in;o]ica—
_tioms ol Jfiousseauean democTecy. #ithin a popular culfurs - an entity to which we
all contribute - liberly and equalily may be principles not quite so antagonistic

as they mugt seem in purs logic, To this point we will hedkwsigr roturn in the end.

Admittedly, the modest cantonal seale of the Swiss background allowed Asussean
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to borrow solutions from the ancient polis thal were wsuitable to smefera dimensions.
::.'I',?" fle amoding wind.
f‘\1'*«31%3 phenomena of mass cxigtence prevall which are replete with Sul generis per-
Heove oty g i
ila. ﬁ'ﬂle eonditions of an industrial civiliszation give rise to unprecedented

pressures towards conformity, Helpless nillions pmegbe—lent—sd—smsibioma depend

hourly [or water, light and peace oh a switch in an anknown hands A namelesas and
| Lo oo
shapeless fear makes theom insist on the need for limiiless power in "ﬁ-EJGiLt-J'", i
Cotanidy Fhot [l r‘tq_w.e,c.,”
eiwer of latent panic oivrbae=ed=m] PR SR = gnforee a deadenings unl-

q fﬂrm:i.'t.;g' of views and opinions as the read to Ealﬁ‘binﬁ?ﬁ'ﬂlESE anxious gquestions,

the nighimare of our days, were still outside Hous: ‘ﬂa.uis purvier of the erb a1
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nf freedom. Tet the fundamental diiemma has been seb out by him in a manner

that can not be Uighlly challenged by any one. We will mesmmm re-state it in the

light of ocur own time in which a popnlar culture is actually eomine of ap‘i_

f——1iie will do so in slightly modernised berms, plainly identifying the General
Will with the survival of the group as such. It willl then appear that the manner
in vich naturalistic factors are combined by him with realistically treated
normative ones may point fto still unexplored lines of study of the body politic.

The paradox of freedom in society has not been resolved by Housseau, though

he provided modern ethics with the master formmla of the antonomy of the "}er\ew
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e : The tote l.,.tanan ﬂampnnmm ﬂaclet; derrms from the A=
tupalistic law of survival., This runs: .
i { Every human socicty behaves in such a fashion 22 to onours its survival,

| lrrespective of the will of the iﬁdividuals composing it
The jildiv:i.duﬁlis't;?gﬂmpﬂnﬂnﬁ ni predesBErL N sopiety derives from the nor-
native principle of natural law. This runs: :
very free or legitimale society basss its behaviour on the wills of the

T | persons rcﬁatiT'utin, g
‘ s e 1

This posges Mpmmam of politieal science: #% Is o free or Je-

citinate society possibile?




Heither of the two postulates can be invalidated. The first is borrowed
from the general science of society. It is universally regarded as the starbing mm
mogh point for the understanding of the behaviour of social bodies or groups as
such. The second postulate is one that political science mist ineorporate; in re—
linquishing it, it would give wp its clalm to deal with the principles of poli-
tical right and the sources of politieal obligation.

The muestion was first raised by the Greesk philosephers, Their answer was

the theory of the polis. Mubt by admitting slavery and by depriving menial occupa-

tlons of equal status the polis aveoided the erux of the problem,

ifter the great intermezzo of the Church World which knew neither city

oo B i
nor state Erdependentdy of the Christian Commonwealth, Fousseau was the first to put
e of the [ooll,
egain ErdisictlI=tg Jroblem,,‘ bes thic time in the fullness of its import. For the

oH & oAl
Church world hac disappearsd as a—sssdtte and had become no more than a Titerary re-
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collection; and Housseau was not, 11]{eﬁﬂr15tmt1a, SeestEEealr 2 Nenber of a slave

Soclety ¢ lherefore he was con-

ironted by the two postulates in all their rigour: the principle of swrvival and the
prineiple of freedom.

golpesr fhe Lz&i-:i—-hu r.rr“.’ ffnd Mfele o2 ly,
oy wer 3 : #ireby [he lorm of govermment in the

state must conform to the geographical and other objectively riven conditions.

Unless it does, the community can not survive, Hpesmds The cusbtoms and habits,

Uhe manners and morals of the populalion mist be correspondingly adinoted.
Unless they are, individuals ean not be expected to will that which makes the

commul by survive.
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no "best form of gmovernment'; bkes==S% no spon-
taneous spontanelty, no natural freedom which can make a society survivef Human
society is an art$fact, though of an art nsturel Lo man. Fresdom ia possiblea

only if the dispositions of the people are such that thay will spontanscusly




wori their institutions in such a way a3 to allow society to survive. This demands
I i ] : gical
that education be provided by the community, and that all the moral and psychologics
=] T ] 3 F
influencas emanatins from the community should tend to evole such a disposition in |
I

the people.

With this answer Rousseau reached the highest peinl yeot attained by
politieal seience. Or rather, with these theses he may have anticipated still un-

attained levels of its development.

et
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First among the moral problems Af:jrands that of the double quality of avery
individual in e=frms socioty.
In a free society, by definition, the people are the sovereign. They are the

I'ulur‘. dhat which serves the smrvival of the pecple is righte Svery member of the
= s ey Hertrs ras a porter —
community is part of thet ruling body. 4s a member of that ruling bﬂd}k no other will

is possible to any person than te will the survival of the commnity. HMHey—fer mmmahanm

3 reed Tower o peace—is—suby,bthemostion reans-this+ et
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This defines one aspect of the individual's situation.

At the same time every individusl is also ruled; he is subject to the law.
Asg

A5 subject to the law, it is he who will have to worl, (oerve, Tight, pevhaps—iw
sadwmed-or lilled, if he vebes few wary Thiz is the other aspect of his position.
Shatt
How srsemwd® he vote?
m**&q:bﬂz&aaﬁhe votes as a member of the ruling body, the body
that lays down the Lawry ‘ﬁc does not vote as a private individual, subject to

the law, Uncc he has understood this fact, he has grasped the meaning of the
;#—[Ii;mr-u,f the vifwe & e Wwan o peaee, Mo foeidatn,

Muestion he is expected to answer, B is, whether he as a ruler believes war or

peace to be @referable in the in‘f:.eres# of the country. It is not whether he as a




particular persen wishes Lo take part in war. His physical survival, in some

cages oven the imbeprity of his moral personallly would require that he do note

. ¥Yet zs lon: a£ he himself Dbelisves that war would serve the common good betier

gt this juncture, he would lis if he cast his vete againgt war. For the wvoter

nm L

there is no dilemna, The moral probem is resgived.

The will o .L:'u.r*r.i"i.rc Roue:ﬂea'u. ealls the General dftddm W11 (which, of course,
it is}i the perticular wills of the individuals he calls the Will of All, If the
volers are well informed on the issue they will be fa.uﬁd. to will very nearly lhe
same and proclaim the General Will, whetheor it be peéecs or war,

ie have reached the lmmesent conclusion that as long as the indiwiduals
express their own particnlar will; and are infarmed, in a free society the Will
of A1l muast come fairly close to the General Will.

Tn Housseau's words "If, when the people, beinz Turnished with adecuate in-
formation, held J..T.E- deliberations, the cibizens had no communicalion with one
another, the grand total of the small differences would always give the generzl

will, and the decision always be good.® {(Book II, Ch. 3)

ok
Obvicusly, zn importent problem arises. The Will of 411 will often not
c.t:-incidc witih the Ueneral Will. A mAnority vill vote differently from the ma-
dority. How does this affect political obligations?

-
Houssean's answer is consistent. Only if every individnal vobes as an

(N

sglated independent person, will il be truc that the commog denominator of

P ]

their particular wishes will tend Zo eliminate omall differences and prodace the

i 't b i 4 i : 3 : .
General Will. Chanes diverzences will cancel out and the comnon interest will




prevail. But if the persons have coamalated inte Factions, groups, parties, "in-
teresta”, then they are nol voting amy more as isolated individuals. Instead,

they have developad group loyalties. They have a small foneral Will of their owm

ot

rroup, sed-only. one papddoulae “anZheck bt e se—a wheles The

rumber of wehsmn voters is now veally only as great as ihe rumber of the factlions
or groups. Thers is mo reason S mMOIe to auppnse that the differences will can-

cel out, and the Will of All aporoximate the General Will. Roussean, therefore,
ot cacd 3 P e
deprecates the forming of presSsurs groups in a free spciclty. ¥Foltowmg—5EEs
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htl‘m French Hevolution, in 1799 dissolved all cor-

porabions; in 1791 smembership in trade unions was made punishable by law.

§
e Lo by

However, even in the abscnce of pressure gr‘oupahreprnseni@ sectional
intersstae, views neocd not agres. Upamimity is not the rule, even if informed in-

dividaals wvoba each for thamselves , a8 isolabed persons. fotually, Housssau
= Uﬂ‘dl-c - P + "
arzuss morely, bhat the wesdss will demonstrete the Seneral Will, the will of

the majority serving as an indicator.

Pre—sasdtien, thorefore, de—thi] These who have voled fur the lew are aw;
au? ane, [(lanefwe, }ku

conforming to what they have themsellres decreed, rJ\J:'r-;’c. in what sense is the mem-
ber of the cormunity free who has not vobod for the law?

The answer is supnlied by a fundamental considerdtion baged on the meaning
1':4.4\.4._'.-{1.'!9 P e

af freedom, . The cpposite of fpoedon 18 slavery, the condition of being lorced
-

or compelled by an alien will, He miwm who obeys 2 law which be has himseli

ordained, is free. In following the rules of a game of baseball, in folluwing

the rules of a collepe we have joined, in following the laws of our countyy to
; s o fdlin Lt et =g ety o= i
wnich we adhere, in following tine ru#a:ﬁs#',‘our parsonality ws -hsws-regpensibly

pstablistudy we are ivee, This ia the meaning of moral liborty, Fhen we do—whal.

o I‘r{rb\.iﬂ i IF{I-I?‘-M i'—t.;’ }L\iﬂ-ﬂ- /rz:"nLl-r-vL-rﬂn_-._‘,‘l m‘_] X a 1o -l"ul.m:"' M_,._c‘_,‘ tm_’p"__]'
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He

ﬁrma&eta-m{——:%?nﬂm who imagines thal he is free, when he is free only to dia

t |||r "" "'*_r T .t_fl |_-\. £

what he likes, ‘:m.; nevar yel wished to do a;ngﬁﬂhq worbi wal 1z, Lt Fiige. e
-c-f-.'c

oagsa ho wonld }mo*.-a' ol dagr——s

I have digresced into a dlscussion of personal morality, where after ail
a&.}i'.f_ W'cm{ v r'f‘_n.i i (ato :hpﬂq:u..otu.‘u gl i r.:{r_.,_”?
freedom can be defined on different levelsy, E o
d'ﬂﬂﬁﬁ‘nr Aty ﬂ'f&m ]&H-f‘ﬂnu o, e pral f-\.:_(,ﬂiﬂm = m,gq_ﬁ,w._ﬁfzg
: ey 2t 2y Lugibe, leither the liberty off the wild ass in the desert,
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nor the liberty of the freshooter on Lhe high seas, nor the liverty of the small

or big racketear in the interstices of society has anyihing Lo do with freedom in
soeilsty. Thoy are free from the law, which i= either absent, or ;;S not such ag to
hindsr or hampsr thems they sre not free under the law. They are free betause they
ars pubside society, not Cree through society; tihey have liberty apart from soclety, |
not in society. They may have a romembic, o paychological, or commercial aspeal

ta an immatore impcination; morally thedr ireedom: ds of no valuey it is drrelevant. -

Fven the problem of privete enberprise has nothing to do with morzl Ireedom.
dohnm Stuart Mill in his essgy On Liberty - the lecus classicus of weme liberalizm

- laid it dowm that howsver strongly one may believe {as ke himself did at that

time) in free enterprise on its merdits, one ‘*}'IGUJR not confuse free enterprise

S

with a fres »DLlF":tj'a,ﬁ"?lnu form of trading & pespls 'bcl*:@ﬁ has no boaring on

,{*"Bcdougmua frake — x4 ?&r W teied e derec. lfa-u; - &LA-‘HL‘A'{:_LC?
.-m-,mh:! fhs Mf4m¢5m,h cg r‘ﬂa..,..:.?

How let us reburn 4o our suestion: In .’11*11} "ara:r is an J_nui\rldm." free in .}

obeying = law he has not voted for? Foteuman o e

hi“e&d%;m setawer  H juented 15? fhe sevnee o Lo roumt (e

Every member of the state 15 a member of the Sovereign pesple, and slso a
member of the subject body. He is riiser and riled; he 15 governor and governed,
This 1is meant by the social tie which is the sowrce of all pelitical obligation.

Hmey—be—thovsat-ef w5 comdagAinte-being in the {ollowing wayry

MEach of us puls his porson and all his I{}DWF‘I"' in comenon under fths supremns

— =t Sl ¥ _—




\ SHc, - rata espacily, we receive esach
direction of the general will, znd, in our corporabe cg Ly,

: = r Y
mamber &5 an indivisible part of the whole." {Book L, Ch. 6)
In concrebe termss IT the slightest part of the terzifory ol our coumiry
ig attacked, il tihe most modest man's progerty ia threatenec by cnomy action,

R T S S e i R
all 'h‘r:e people of the country will in all their might rush e the suppor

that single man,
RE PRI 8

The socizl lie is the sdmede—+evies which describes lhe double role of
e 5 : Lia Sy

i thi i : TaL: Ll amad
e g e & everythineg o the support of all,
gach aduli citigen, 3= pledping his everything WL

o : : -I'"r i
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does not mean that human beings ever actually existed vubside Society, and that
socliety was founded hy their eoming togethervone day and deciding out of the
blenitude of their wilis that such a thing &= soclety shonld exist. O such
naivets Housseau was innocond. He used the construct Social Conpact or Soeial

Cortract as any seientist would use hypothesis - and said sq - merely in order

o a:{p'lain the iaf;ua‘ &mmmhmmﬁﬁmm
mwmm—bw fhat the Social Compact device does for s

iz not to cxplain how soclety was crested - Houssean confesses lhie does not kmow -
bat whab 10 ic sctualls Yike: T+ @685 fot show the origins of tha : Thing, but

he describes it as it is. Tt answers tho chief question Tn what situation dges &

5

person in a free society find himsglf? The davies of the Social Compact sorves

tiat, D‘I.l""pt:lh"—" part ectl;.
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The chief characteristic of the secial tie is itz conprehenzivenessi) He—w

pssasmabie—tivey M who was o concrete and whale person before he entersd the
5 s
eantracst, J@a:ﬁ eriber/society complely and wholly. First, because cbiherwise he

eould not expect others to do zlike.
HL‘, ILMJ f_ucﬁ? Pl et e vu i ﬁ;‘.,_'y' ey
i b = e S sepbackn—mertEg lor his sake, if he

hinself, overtly or covertly, made reservations mm to the pact? This would be
Dﬂn'bfarj to reason. Secondly, if rescrvations wers made, thoy would ciamgt
socisty, for nohcrc*.,;,r vould kow how far anybody was commitied. The members of
society would be lookins to soms third power to decide bE'b‘i’.’G-’:‘ﬂ.ﬁlEﬂt erd the athers
what the true limits of thelr obligations were. Such a condition of zffairs
would foil the whole purpose of the tie and be, therefore, contrary te rsasen.

Az Roussgean puts it: YIf the inmdividuals retained certain rights, as there

would be no common superior to decide between them and the publle, each, being

on one point his own judge, would ask bo be so on all; the stabe of naturs would
thas conbinue, and the association would necessarily become incperative ur ty-
rannical.” (Book II, Ch. &) This being so, the soclal tie as a scurce of political
obligation, r:(‘.-'..l.!{,i-l)E} conbrary Lo reas n unless egach inslsted on mitwality, i.¢.,
o .e?er“_.rhmi}‘ equally"putting his parson and all his powerin common under the sup-

rame dirsctisn of the Gensral WH11 .,.0

Put "5 =ach gives
himsell abzolulely, the conditions are the same for a].ilf.,'_ anc, thiz being se,
no one has any intcreﬁigin mekcing them burdensore %o a].j.- ¥

But how burdensome exactly will they meke them? In giving ourselves up to
socleby, mast we expect speciebty to swallow we up sltogether? VWhat zhout the '"na-
Ttural rights® of men which are ot the baziz of Housseau's system? iihet shout the

private person whose 1ife and liberty , in wousssau's phrase, "are naturally
independent! of the public person, the all powerful Sovereign, the people? ‘if"““;
(e g A ey Howr oy de beflots fonibins eavel - O mm‘? e b ac
Venly  frorea wﬁ-r;‘;:.nmm-:"]’ Mo it N Fead R pe i, 7
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@ wiib Ranssanes Cprastootss 2 lame &s dirnval ouwd frsccon,
Frmotitiesk-aekmms socloby is conceived of in the dual (erms Espen
r ok I&u% J'{.t-u 7 ﬁ.ru-u;l e fodma A, I,{A_Lp:':t’ﬂ_q A e ﬂ%f{
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unite what _ﬁight sanctions with what is prescribed by Interest, in order that
Justice and Weility may in no case be divided. "4 tl:éury of zociety which can not
stapd the test of these dual terms has failed. In producing = system that stands

the test - izperfect though it olbaeryise be -~ Housssau es tablished politiecal
& anad ah&*’“?“'ﬁﬂ" ' ]

science as distinct from sociolofy, which dealy with society in other terms
mwd.-{’

than those of Eighdy law,

In resopnizing political sociely as real, l.e., subject To laws indepondent

- e " & I ’ = . - e -r- - == - -
of cur whims and wizghes, Houssean seb limits to(ydshiul thinkirgjsse iilnsionsd. a—j,

It BOEty & an Wi §i Lol Pt haisne o a st o bk,
*‘-"fa“fV‘i’ r:..m.‘ e -J?..a({ra] freg el .:;u.q,;] Flad ooy oliis wels -rﬁm-.{mcm-rﬂ_‘.
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Fustesd, corotjine beca Ve -
tlons which Bouvsseau eatablished for a free socleby argdaﬂ—:bh?ee—«di—:#ﬂrmt—lﬁa%

FéFEtC}ﬁ“ﬁie institutions themselves must be adjusted Lo conditions. mall
aﬂa larss, populous and unpopulous, lropical and non-troppicsl, poor and rich
rourtbries demand Jdifferent institutions, differont forms of povermmenti; only
small and poor countries, cege, Can have an ideal - simple and Zireet - democracy.

T fonsmdy Mien miat be sducated, treined and irnured Lo the kind of life their
forms of govermment require; the nmotion that any visky whim, fashion, mood, spen—
taneity, emobional pattern can find its vent in a "free E}?‘Uiﬂt}"” iz an iliuzion.

cﬁ Even Jo,

+
: - -

LS a free society can exist oniy if
ilbs cilizens are public splrited, disinterested, givern to civic virtues and
grepared to sacrifice all and eoverything in the service of their country and 1ts

free institutions. :
T ttg Tt miioet the imH0nl weieal bo fovead L5 be poar




Tt must be adoitied that on the purely normative lovel the raradox of freedom

in society remains unresalved.

T et
It rothing might have ever been heard of lousseau as a political selentist

outzide of a ¢ircls of scholars and studonts, but for that other side of his

geuvrg which was rol concept, nol thought, bul intuitdve discovery of a uwnique
B WP =L

iinds FEe had & vision which selessy had before. He identified himseld with some—
Al - ol :

thing: wobedy else cared to touch. “e had become the zernm of a movement of sur-

paszing importance. 1 have of course in mind Housseau's discovery of the psople:
not as a politieczl term meawing the multitude; net a3 an econowic term, meaning

the poor; but the people as the repository of culture. Implicit in this was the

ol o e ;...,.,E'{:' AtecfidD if-u-—-d{ﬂ-l} P !Cr"-u.,E, ﬂqﬁtﬂvﬁu
r:c}rrv'lc't.imldtllat a cullure not shared by the nesple was eohedetl. -

The Contrat Social proclaimed the soverelgniy of the people. How just as
the Uontrat Social itself wms an old ides, =o was the sovereignty of the peoples I
If you will, Hobbes - counterpole to Houuseau and cefender of dsspotism - had
stood for both., but such constructions meant very 1ittle. dhe simple reason being, i’
that whatever the poii’t’.ical regine wonld be, nobody illoﬁghL of the humen reece in
any obher terms thah those of a hierarchy, the best being at the top, =erk tha

‘.- .

weakest and most numerous at the bottom. That did not mean that the pecple had
baan aver‘lm}{e;llﬁ. ihe Chureh undertook to care for thair seals, snd, ceccaslnnally,
one ol their ranks might even become a pope. The schoolmen ndght think of educating
them and one or another might risc to be a prince among scholars. The memmfac-

turers might make productive use of them and once and again they might becoms "o

rich mon thamselves. But they wers invariably thought of as materiel out of which 5

somebiing diffsrent from themselves siould be made; a level from which to elevate;

a darkmess which was Lo be iliiwminated; maybe o roumh diamond to be polished. Bub
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as for what they were, namely the common poople, they wers io Volbaire "the sourse
of all fanaticism and suspicion®, "bhe canaille®, +o Holbach the "Bﬁupid popul-
éme" , to Diderol "the most dense and vicions of all human beings"; to "unpsopla!
Lhe peoplé LR aéid._, isr Lo lmprova Ghem, i5 ons and the same t'r.'Linrr,..-"'IZrms the

leaders of the Enlightenment. e A il T

Roussean's was a breathteldng recognitlon: wl:mt the people felt, thought and
did; the way they worked and liwved; their traditionsz, thelr loyaltles were valid
and sound. Thelr faiths and beliefs were deep and inspired; thale native vigour and
moral sense , bhelr patriotism aad natural religion made Them the 2iuflf of COod's
creation. In its positive aspect it was a r]isc.c}ver;.r of the people's creative role
in human eulture, In its nepative aspect it indueced later penesrations to reject
a culture that did not comprise the mass of the peaople.

Rousseau's politieal philesophy, togethervwith his discoveryof the peopls
in the [lesh, is transforming the history of the race. Implicitly, it was through
this ideal that the French Havolution, the American Revolution, the Russian He-
volution, Secialist Britain, were made posszible. E;or what democracy means to the
world at .J_a_*-'-ge, is essenbially a way of 1ife in which the people themselves and
not thelr betiers or superiors set the measurg.

When all is said, Jean Jacgues Houssean indissolubly linked the concept of
a free society with the idea of a porular culture. The contradiction between fres-
dom and equality which the polds hed only partialiy resolved wes bound to come to
a head in any communibty larger then “Car Tovm", Englandg Awerica, France, Russia,
China and India mean by democracy very different ways of 1if'e. Dot what separates
then equally from the ancien regime and its aristocratic puf;.‘lor:-k is the fact that’
they take the ldeal of popular culture for granted. The shape and mould of their
partieulsr caltures is far from evolcing ontburats of mutuval admiration. Tet fun-
damentally common to them all iz the pestulate of universality te be approximatad
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in their ways of life. In the sbstract realm of lgaie r‘J~:1E.-:lm:t::.I':a,c:y'3 endeavour to
L%

fulfil itself must ever be docmed to frustration owing to the inherenl amlagonism
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between the ideals of freedom and equalit;ws £t 'is in the concrete medium of

WEEEe cultures , however muech they differ, that liberty and scuality may

coexist and should seek simultanscous fulfi]_mmt.




JEAN JACGUES ROUSIEAT, Gik IS A FRIZ S0CINTY POSSIBLE?
farl Polamyi, Columbia University

Qpposite intérpretatds:ms of the paradox of Ireedom divlde our world
in two. They represent the homms of the Housseausan dlilemma - the individualistice
and the toteiitarien. Iraditionally, they are swwsed up 35 the two mezmrings of
democracyt liberty and equalidy.

But Soussemu's proposition wes more than a paradex in the treacherous
field of poliitical philesoply. there was a substantive conbent to his system
which transcended its formal limitatioms. This may nobt become apparent through 2
mere logical analysis of his terms, necessary though this be for a full comp~
rehension. For faciily underlyimg all his conceptions was the vision of a new
herg whose accession he took for granted mot omly in the fiald of politdes, it
~ a thing never before concelved of - also in the realm of 1life and culture. Thisz
herc was the people, validated as the representalive of maniind, He scelaimed the
peopls as the bearer of all human values: He pleaded for a popular culiure, a civi-
lization expreszive of the actual 1ife of the people. He thought be had 'i‘q.;mnci in
the people the fount of the collsctive 1life - its emotional, ilmapinative and
religious mainspring., In all of these he set u;}.'t.hﬂ necple 43 the measure and
wanbed it seen esiablished a8 such. The good life which he idealized wms the
life of the people,

Though never explleiily stated, this was a corollary to the 3ocial Contract.
ihe discovery of popular ¢ulture may have lessemed Lhe gapﬂha‘bwem the seemingly
inconpatidle implicetions of doussesuean democracy. Within a popular enlivre - un
envity to which we all contribute - liberty and equality apeear as princéples sum
less antagomistic than they seemed to be to the culture of the sducated classzes
in the niveteenth century.

Admittedly, the modesi cantonal scale of his Swiss backzround allowed fousseaw




to borrew solublions from the anclent polis that were unsuitable to modern dinensions.
llere phenomena of mass existence prevail whiich are replete with sul generis per-
ilg. The conditions of an indusirial civilization give rdse to unprecedsnted
presoures lowards conformily. Helpless milliens, meybe tens of millions depend
hourly for wetar, light and pesace en 2 switeh in an woknown hand, 4 nomeless and
shapeless fear males ther Ingist on the vesd for lir:'ﬂﬂ&ﬂﬁ power in socleky, a doct-
rina of letent panic, by virtue of which they themselves anforce a deadening unie
formity of views and opinions as the road to salvation, These szpcious questlons,
the nightmere of our days, were still oniside fousssau's purview of the rroblen
of frecdom.

fet the Dendamental propesition itself has Heen set cut by him in 2 wmanmer
that can not be lightly challengsd Ly any one. We will re-state its cleomenits in the
light of our own time in which a popular culiwrs is actually comins of aga. |

1

The law of survival is selfegvidant - 1t is the postulate goverrdng the
life of any cmmunitr; To s@y that a nation is a commnily, 1s to =gy that it
has the will o suwrvive: that he who nagates this 'Erill, nezabes the communitys
and that he who rejects the behaviour fmvolved in this acceptance, rejects the
comaunity. These sve identical alabements,

Aecordingly, every human socieby stands wunder the law of survival - it
behaves in such a fashion as to cnsure ite survival, irrespeetive of the will
of the individuals composim it.

fet every fres or legitimate soclety bases its behaviowr on the wills of the
persons constituiing it.

I this 1z o be more than a plecs of sophistry or make-believe, we are
faced with the erueial problem of political science: How is a free or legibiuste

soclety puesible?



lioither of the tw postulubes can be invalidsted, The Pirst is borrowed from
the general sclence of seciety. It is Justly resarded by zaclologists s the une
assailable starting point for the understandlng of tie behavieur of soeial bodies
or groupds. The second postilate is that under which political science is egtah-
lished. To .mliﬁqui'sh i it means to give wp the elaim to the possihility of
political sclence as the selence of the body politis, dealing with the principles
of political right and the sourves of politieal obhligatien,

The question was firsi raised by iwistotle, His answer was the rolis. Dub
by aduitting slavery and banning mamusl labour from sitivenship in his ideal state,
he svfoided the erux of the problem.

After the greal imbermeszzo of the Chureh World which knew neither edty
nor state indepandently of the Christian Uommomwealth, Housseau was the first to put
agaln Aristoile's problem, but this time in the fullness of its import. For the |
Church world had disappeared as 2 realily und had become me wore than a literary re~
collection; and Rousseau wes nob, 1like Aristoﬂa,; speaklng as a member of a slave
soclety, when he asked: How is legitimate society possible? Thorefore he was con-
fronted by the two postulates in all their rigour: the prineipie of survival and the
principle of freedom,

His amswer is of startling realisme First: The Zom of ooverment in the
state mast conferm to the geazraphical and other objectively given condiiions.
Unless it does, the commmity cen not swrwive, Second: The custome and habits,
the mangers and morals of the repulation must be corredpondinely adjusted.

Unless they ave, individusls can not be expocted to will that, which makes the
communi bty survive.

In other werds: There is no "best form of government"; there is no spon-
taneous spontanelty, mo natural freesdom which can make a sociely survive; hunan
spelety is sn artefact, 'I:.I_mugh of an art natural to man. Freedom is possible

only if the dispesitions of the people are such that they will spontanectaly



work thedw mirtitﬂ;im% in sueh a way 2s to allew cpclely o swrvwive, This demands
that eduecstlon be provided by the community, and $hat all the moral and psychological
iniiuences enspeting fron the commndty shovld tend Yo svele such a dispeosition in
the peopla.

With this spswer Fousseaw reached the highest point yet atéained by peli-
tdoal science. Ur yalher, wiih lhese iheses he beoams the founder of modern politi-
cal scienpe. Like every true snseer in ccience, it raises mers questions than it

answers, but not insolublie ones.

2

Firat among the moral -woblems shands that ol the double quality of every
individual in a fres socleby.

In u free sociely, by definitleon, the psople sre the sovereimn, They zve the
ralers. Thabt which sexves the survival of the people is wight, Every member of the
comrunity is part of thei rulling body. As 8 membor of that mdin- bedy no obher will
is possible to any person than to will the swvival of the commmity. If, for dmsdemmo
instance, the decision between war and pesce is pub, the question weans this: what
will at the prezent Juncturs serve my cowntyy's survival betier, wor or pesce?

This defimes one aspect of the individual’s situation.

At toe same time every individual is alse rulad; he is subject to the law.

As subject to the lmw, it is he who will have %o work.' serve, fight, perhaps be
maimed or killed, if he voles for wer. This is the other au?eu'h of his positione
How should he vole?

Oue thing is clear. He voles as & mewber of the ruling body, tie body
that lays down the law. is does not vole as a private individusl, subject to
the law, (nce he bas understood this fact, he has grasped the meaning of the
question he is expected to enswer. It is, ‘mhev’mar he a3 a ruler belioves war ov
pesce to he wreferable in the inborest of the country. It is not whether he as &




particvlay person wishes to take part in way. As a particular person, perhaps
for wost honourable roascns, he may wish otherwise. But this is eaphatically
not the guestions The cuestlon put Yo hinm is, what does he belichke to be, nob
hiz gwn particular interest, but the Interest of the country. As long as he hime
self believes bhat war would serve the oommion good better at this juncture, he
would 1le i he answarkd the question with "ne®. The moral prebles is wegaivo-
eally resolved. |

The will 1o survive Rouscesu calls the Gongral iddm W11 (which, of course,
it ds); the particulsr vdlls of the individuals he calls the W11 of Al1l. If the
voters are well informed on the lssue they will be found Lo will very nearly the
same and proclaim the Semeral %ill, whether it be peucs ov wer,

fle have reached the iﬁ;.mr‘t-am; conelusion that as long as the individuals
express their own partienlar wlll, and are infiomed, in a free seclety the WL
of All must come falrly close to the Genersl WH11.

In Housseau's words "If, whan the people, being furnished with adequate ine
Tormation, held its deliberations, he eitizens hed no comwmmication with one
anothery, the grand total of the small differences would always give the genaral
will, and the decision always be gooda" (Book II, Ch. 3)

3
Obviously, an dmporbant problem arises, The Will bf 411 will often not
eoineids witi the Ueneral Will. & mdoordily will vole diffsrently from the ma-
Jority. How dopes this affect political obligationa?
Houssean's anower 1s ceonsistent. Only if every individusl votes as am
laglated independent person, wili it be true that the comsop desominatar of
their particular wishes will tend to eliminate swall differences and pmciﬁue the

u 5
Gemeral Will. Gnance divergences will cancel out and the cosmon interest will
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prevall. But if the pepsens have esagulated into faclions, groups, parties, "in-
perests®, then bhoy are not voting any more as isolated individuais. Instead,
thay have developed group loyalides. They have a small gemral will of their ovm
group and only one partloular will in respect to the commmnity 25 a whole. The
maber of mokese volers is now really only es great ss the muwber of the factions
or prouwos. ‘There is no reuson any more to suppodse that the differences will can-
col out, and the Will of 411 epproximate the General Wills Housseau, therefors,
deprecates the forming of pressure groups in & free soclety. Following tais

din inspdration, the Prench Hevolutienm, inm 1709 dissclved all cor-

porationsz; in 1791 membership in trade wnions was made punizhable by law.

L

However, even in the absence of pressure groups representing sectional
interests, views nsed mol agree. Vnanimity is not the ruls, even if informed i
dividuals vobe each for themselves , n# izolated persons, fctually, Rousseau
argues merely, bhat the votlng will demwnstrabe the Genersl Bili, the will of
the majority serving as an :?ﬂndjpua'bar.

The position, thepefors, is this: Thase who have voted for the law are
conforming bo what they have themselles decreed. Dul in what sense is the mem-
bar of the commnity fres whe has not weied for the law?

The snawer is suppliad by & fundaments]l consider@tion based on the meaning
of fresdoms The oppesite of froedom is slavery, the condition of being forced
or compelled by an allen will. He mwm who cbeys = lsw whieh he has himself
ordained, is free. In following the miles of & geme of baseball, in following
the rules of a colicge wo have Joined, in foliowing the laws of our country teo

vihich we adbere, in following the rules of our personality we have responsibly
estahlished, we are free. This iz the meaning of moral liberty. When we do what




we truly want, what we feel io be right. believe to be laue, acceplt as our per<
ﬂmﬂality; we are frec. For in esch case we obey a law ordained by ourselves, i
In be sble %o do what we believe to be wrong; weaningless, chaotic, dictated to
us by nomentszy moods or passions wideh we recognize ourselves as a shameful
irruption into our true selves, is not fresdom, bul licence. It iz not freedom
to behave Go;'.rtrary to our own stendasde. There is no froedom to act despleably in
one's own eyeas no freedow %o be & coward; amd shove all, no freedom to escape
freedom, The pergon who inmagines that he is free, vwhen he is free only to do
what be likes, has never yol wished to do anything wrth while in his 1life, be-
‘cause he would know that once you wish for something worthwhile, you are not
free to do what you like.
I have digressed Into a discussion of personsl sorality, where after all
freedom can be dafined an different levels. In sociely no other freedom than
moral fresdom is concolwvable. lieither the ].:lbe;t'ty off the vild ass in the dessrt,
nor the iberty of the fresbocter on thg-. high seas, nor the liberty of the small
or blg recketesr in ihe interstiees of society has amything to do with freedom in
soclety. They ave fres from the lew, which is either sbsent, or os mot such .a.s o
ninder or hampar theny they sre not free under the law. They are fres because they
are outside soclely, not free through soclely; they heve liberty spart from society,
not in sociely. Thay may have a romantie, a psychological, or commercial appeal
to sn imuatare imacination; morally thelr freedem is of no walue; it is irrelevant.
hven the problam of priveic emterprise bas nothley te do ?fiﬂl moral freadom,
dJobn Stuart Hill in his esvay On llberty ~ the lecus elassicus of true liberalism
= laid 1t down that however strongly one umay belisve (0s h; himself did zt that
time) in free enterprise on its merits, one showld mot confuse fres enterprise
with a free sociely; what form of trading a pesple believe in hes no besring en
freecdom.

The same is true of sn-called Tfreedom of contrast. On this subject Pro-




fossor Felle Fpight - like 11, a beliver in free enterprise - says there is
no mors agresious confusien in the whols wddled science of politics than the
eprifusion E;éthwen ‘freedom' and *freedon of combract'. Freedom refors or should
refer to the range .nf choices open to 2 person ... Freedom of comtract, on the
other hand, mesns simply sbeeonce of forwmal restraint in diaposal of fonet's owm'.
Ih may mesn, in faet, the perfect antithesis of freecom J.n-t.ha sense of power
to order one's own 1life in weoordunce with ope's desire and ideals.®

liow Jot ue robwm to owr -uestion: In what way s an individual free in
cbeying 2 law he has not voled for? loussean answers the guestion In its vhole
breadiiis

Every member of the stale 1s 2 sesiber of the Jovereipn people, and alse a
meriver of the subject body. le is rvler and ruledy he is governor and govarned. fis
Thia is meant by the social tie which is the souree of all peolitieal obligauiion.
It may be thought of &8 coming into being in the following wayt :

ach of us puts his porson and all hie power in common under the supreme
direction of ithe general will, and, in our corporsts capsecify, we receive sach
member as an indivisible part of the whole.” {Book I, Ch. 6)

In conerete Yerms: If the slightest part of the territery of our country
is ghtacked, if the moot medest man's property is threatensd by enemy action,
all the people of the coumtry »ill in 211 their sdght rwsh to the support of
that single inan.

Tho social tie is the simple device which describes the double role of
sach adult clilzen, as pledging his everything to the .Ellj}-_.‘:'ﬂ"l'ﬁr of a..ll, and

-

receiving the same pledge from all, in exchange.

5.

To telk about a Sociel Comtract or Compaet {rom which that tie originated




does not mean that human belngs ever actually exlsted outside soclety, and that
society was founded by their coming together-ome day and deciding out of the
plenitude of thedr wills that such a thing as society should exist. OF such
naivete Poucsenu wug imwcent. He used the construct Social Compact or Soeial
Contrset as any scieatist would use a hypothesis - ond said so - merely in order
to explain the facts. When = chemist describes molecnles as conatituted of atoms
or atoms as belng constituted of a mcleus snd a nusber of electrons, he does
not thereby lmply fhat any of them existed before and apart from the mgeh system
wiilch he is attempting to describe. dhat the Social Compact device does for us
is not to explein how sociely was crsabed - Housseau confessss he does nob know =
but what it 3s actuall, like. It does mot show $he origins of the thing, bub

he deseribes it as it is. It answers the chief mguestion In what situstion d;:aa a
person in a free sociely tind himself? The devies of the Serisl Gompact serves

that purpsse parfectly.

5

b the theory of the scelal tie is alse reslistic in another way,
namely in its assumpitions in respect to men and laws; as Aoussean said in
his famous prearble: "men being takem as theoy arve and laws as they might be.®
dan, 1t is assumatl, acys secording to his intemta, but thase imterests ars
swayed by ewotions, passions, customs and habits. Lawg, 1t 1s assumed, might
be good, bub actuslly are often bad.

Aecerding o the principle of self-praemervation the #ar*ﬂtam:a of soeclety
is reasonable, LI without Ll men would porish. Houssesn says: "I swrose men o
have reached the polnt at which the obsiacles in the way of their preservation

in the state of madure show thelr power of resistancs to be preater than the

resources at the disposal of easch iudiﬁ.duai for hic ualntensnee in that state,




10

The primitive condition can than subzist no longer; and the hman race would
perish unless it changed its menner of existence.

The chief characteristic of the social tie Is its comprehensiveness. Tt is
reasonasle thal nan who was a coutrete and whole person before he entered the
contract, should enter spoiely complely and wholly. First, because otherwlse he
conld nol expeet others to de alike. How could he eipect evexry single perssn o
risk his life , indeed, perhaps, oven go to certain death, for his sake, if ha
himself, overtly or coverily, made reservations mm to the pasct? This would be
contrary to reason, Secondly, if reservatioas were mada, they would disrupt
soclety, for nobody would inow how far anybody was commitied. The mewhers of
soclely wouls be lookdng to some third power te declde bebween them sad the ethers

what the true limits of their obligations were. Such a condition of affeirs
uould foll the whole purpose of the tie and be, therefore, contrary to reascn.

43 Rousseen puts it: "If the individuals retained cortaln rights, as thars

would be no comnon superiar to declde betwesn them and the public, each, being

on one polabt his awn Judge, would ask to be 55 an all; the state of nature would
thes continge, and the ssoscistion sould hacessarily become inoperative oy tye
rannical." (Book 1I, Che &) This bedng S0, the sooial Tis as a sowrce of politiecal
ohligabion, wonld be coutrary to ress n unless ssch insisted on mrtuality, i.e.,
on everybody egaally“pubtting his pervon and all his powerin common under the zup-
rems direction of the General Will ..." for nebody would voluntarily alienate his
righls to the whole comuinity unless obhers did so 1ikewige. Bt "as each gives
hinself absolutely, the conditions are the ssme for all; and, this being s,

Do one has eny interestin making them burdomssme ts a11."

But hov burdensome exactly will they nake them? In giving curselves us to
soclety, must we expect society to swallow us up altogether? Uhat sbout the "nge
Wural rights" of men which are ot the basis of Bowsseau’s system? what ahoud the

private person whose 1ife and lilrerty , in Reusssau's phrase, "are nsturally
independent” of the publie persom, the all powerful Soversign, the pegple? -




Here we come to the lawe which we sheuld regard ac they might be, not forgetting
that often they are bad.

foussean’s answer goes down to the root. "Eash man alicnates, I admit,
by bthe socisl compact, enly such purt of his powers, gaods and liberty," he says,

"as it 1s important for the comunity te ventrel: but it zmst olso be granted, tlmi;

| the sovereipn iz sale Judge of what is importent."(The Joversign, of course, is the
people ), "Hvery .sarric-ar a cii;i;au ¢an render the Jbate he cught to render as soom
45 the Soverelgn demands it; bub the Sovereipn, for its part, can mot impose upsn
itz subjects any fetlers that are usa].aéa o the commnity, nor can it even wish
to do sp; for mo more by the law of reason than by the law of nature can anything
occur without cause.” {(Bosk IL, Ch.k)

In this answer to the question What Limits ara set to the powers of the 3tate?
Uiren peints should be distinguisbed. SLrst: The soeial tie is basic., Hothing rew
meing outside of sociely. Obhervidse the state of nature would continue to exist,
and seelety would be in pervenent danger of dbssolvine into chass and anerehy,
Secondly: The social tie is shverned by reasom. It has o piurpose, Only that which
iz needed for its purpose is involved. lo unnecocessary fetbers should be put
by the Sovereign, the peopls, on the members of dovdety, and nome will bey since
they would be doing it unto thewselwes, Thirdlys fhi;r the General Will iteelf can
be judge of what is and what is not important for the commnity o control. That
may change according fo technological conditions, mum:im Lo new Hﬁ&dﬂ and |
wants, new dangers and perils, new socisl aims and ;m‘puaas.

The answer is realisbic. I allows every and any reservation in the laws
or constitutions without inducing the erroneeus notion that the resarvations
limit the soolal tie itself and wesken it, maling non-society out of socieby.

lake Ghe Instence of the spmcatied BI1l of itights safeguard under some
constitutions. Have the individuals .jeiz_'m-:i umiai‘gr under the reservatien that
they remain outcide the ju risdiction of the Gensral Will in respeset to the




pis

frecdom of the preasa, speech, assembly, petition, and ao on? That they so to
gpeak, resexve themselves the right to ¢orumume with Hatare, hold their assemblies
in the ;’m.:wm_'l forest, make apeeches at the birds in the trees, and patiiion the
siy for rain? Net 4% all. They heve loid down these rules of governmemt as the
rulers of the cormmonity, as members of the Sovereign body, which ordained the
Constitution, thereby creating trﬂe sood 1ife for which they covenmted, ¥he "na-
tural rights" of man are not rights of man in ihe stale of nabure, they are con-
ditions of the good life for the safegusrding of whiech soclety was devised, and
which may moreover be desmad netezsary in arder Lo reveni Zovernment fromcde-
tordorating and the General Will frem becoming inoperative. iaws exist onily in
society; they can not come inte exlstance ouicide soeiety, Constibutions like
other lows are biading only 1i we asclnowledse 2 source of pelitical obligation.
Safeguards included in Constitutions are positive acts of the Gemeral Will
ﬂx;ga;'ﬁ.zi.::g life in =z definite way; they are acts of the ruler, net of the riled;
they are aols of _t&ae general will of the peaple 28 poverner, not of the partisular
wills of imiﬂdﬁ&lb ag governsd. let us ask purselves whether the lollowling
words would carry any mesnlng and conwviciion but fer the Dundamental princinles
of political right discussed above? They wers solemnly adopted on July lth, 1775,
in Fhiladelphia, and run: “We hold these truths o be selfe-evident, that all men
.a.re created equa-l_, that they ars endowed b;sr the Creater with certain unalienshle
rights ... That to secure Lhese rights, Govermments sre instituted among ien,
deriving thadr just powers from the consent of the fr{::'w;:mpa, That whensver any
form of government becomes desbructive of these s, it iz the right of the
people to alter or to abolish it, and to institube new Government, laying its
joundation on suwth primnciples snd orgapising its power in such form as to them
shall seem most likely to -ffect Ghelr Soafety and lappiness,®

: Thus did the Aserican people lay u‘mm. the foundations of its govermment '
in 1787, The obstacle to the clear weslization of this is that there is still
oo much of the sighteanth century subjsct mentality about, and too little of



that of the demoerstic Boversign. We must lesrn to think of the people as rulers,
not a8 maled, as governors, not as governeds ¥We will then not mistake the Bill

of Rlghts for reservelions mads by panicly and eowsd subjects, but recopgaize then
Tor what they ares the safeguards of free inatitutions deelared by the Sovereism

peoples

7

Taus has yra-ﬂ.‘& Jacques foussesn established %he principles of politieal
right and obligation.

In poiiltieal sciancs socieby is conceived of in the dual terms of pover
and law, inberest and right, survival and freodem, exigency end morality, uti-
Lity and justiee. Roussean declarad: "In this incliry I shall endeavour alwaya to
wnite what right sanciions with what is prescribed by interest, in order that
Justlee and utility may in no case be divided."4 theory of society vdﬁch ean not
stand the test of these dual torme hes failed. In producing a system that stands
the test - duperfect thouph it otherwise be = Rpussean established politieal
selence a3 diotinet from soolology, which deals with saciely in other temms
than those of right, law, freedom, morality, and justice.

Such & delimitation of palitical science axclmiaa the seelolegistie or
anthropolégistic approach. The latter might accept as Mesitimate power” other
power than thet based on the will of the percons consbitubting society, as long
as it 5 "recognized as legitluate" by & substantisl part of the population.
Yoral Sresdou, a term derived from ethics, dems mot enter into this definitisn
of legitimate power. :

4 recogaizlng politdeal sociely as reai, l.e., subjset to laws independent
of ouwr whims and Hiﬂa‘.ws, Houssaay set 11:&#*' tra wishful t&linl-:ing and illusions,

4 recognition of uimost significance emewped: It ia sn 17lusien to believe that




1k

freedom 15 e principle on which soclety can be paturally safely besed. The condi-
tions vhiech Roussean established for a free society ore on three different levels:
. First, the institubions themselves mst be adjusted to aaﬁditinma. Smalil
and large, populous and unpopuleas, Lropiesl and non-tropical, poor and rich
comntries demand diffarﬁt institulions, &ifi‘w:tr forms of covermment; only
small and poor couniries, e.ge, can have an ldeal - simpls and direct - dompcracys

Second, men st be sducabed, trained and imered to the kind of life their
forms of government require; the notion that any wish, whim, fashion, mood, spon-
taneity, esotionsl pabtorn can find its vent iu a "fres soelety® is an illucion,

Third, given the first two conditions, a free society can exist only if
its citizens mre public spirited, dlainterasted, ghven ta. otvis virtues and
preparad to sacrifiee 211 snd everything im the service of thelr combry and its
free inatitutions.

Some writers have deseribed duch e docbrine as romentic, seniimenbal s
illusionistie, L% 1o inm a1l respecis the opposites. (e of the sources of its

effectiveness lay precisely in the rubhless realism by which it was inspired,

&

Tet wothing might have ever been hoard of Toussesw us a political seientist
outside of & cizcle of scholars end ctudents, bub for that other side of his
oguvre which was not concepl, not thought, bul intulilve discovery of o unigee
kinde He hsd a vision which nobedy had before, He identilied hinself with somew
thing . nobody else cared o touch. “e had become the germ of 2 movesent of sur-
passing inportanae. I have of tourse in omind Hewssesu's discovery of the people:
not as a politicsl term meandng trha.;.:fu.‘lti‘tm_ia; zmt__aa an economic tem, meaning
the poor; bubt the peopie as the repomitery of culture. Impliclt 4in this ama ithe

convietion that a culture not shared by the saople was inmvalid.




The Contrat 3ocial proclaimed the soversignty of the people. How Just as
the Contrat Social itaself was an old ides, so wes the sovereignly of the people. £
if you will, liobbes - counbterpole to lHousseau and defender of deapobism - had
gtoed for both. But such constructions meant wery little. The simple reason being,
that whatewer the politicel regime irqulci be, nobody thought of the human race in
any other terms that those of a 1‘.i!3'.l‘E.I'Gl-W_, i?hg best being ai the tﬂp, snd the
weakcest and mosh nmerous a.t- the boltom. That did not mean that the peeple had
been overlooked. The Church undsrtook to csre for their souls, snd, occasinnally,
one of thelr ranks might even become a pope. The schoolmen might think of educating
them and one or ancther might rise to be a prima amng scholara. The memuface
turars night make productive use of then anci once and again they might become
rich men thenselves. Bub they wers invarisbly thoughi of as maberiel out of which
sometiing different from themselves siould be asde; a level from whi£h to elevate;

a darkness which was %o be iliuminated; magbe o rouph diswsnd to be polished. But
as lor whul they wers, namely the comnon people, they wers te Vollaire “"the sourse
of all fanaticimm and suspicion™, “the canaille”, to lolbach the "stupid popul-
ace’, to Dderot "the most dunge and vicious of all hmnn beinge™; to "wnpeopl="
the people , he sadd, "er te lwprove bhem, 15 one and the same thinge..*Thos the
leaders of the Bnlighlenmant.

Housceau'ls e o breslblalcing recopnition: In its posibive aspect it was a
discovery of the psople's creative role in humen culture, In its negative aspect
it imspired whole generstions to produce 2 culbure thab van be shared by the mass
of the psople. What the people fell, thought thought and did; the way they worked
and lived; thelr traditions, thelr loyalifes were valid m" sound, Thelr faiths and
beliefs were deep snd inspired; thelr native vigour and morsl sense y their pat-
riotiem and patural religion made then the stuff of God's ereation.

Houszesn's political philosophy, together with his dicovery of the peopls,

iz transfomwing the history of the race. Implicitly, it wes through this idesl




that the French Hevoluilon, the dmerican fewolution, the Bussisn Hovolution,
Socialist Britain, were made possible. For vhat democracy means to the world at
large; is essentdally a way of 1life in which the people themselwes and not thelr
betters or swearders seb the messure. When all is :sﬂd. it was by Housseau that
& free sociaty was indissobubly linked with the ideal of a popular culture.
It is ;m this ldght,we subndt, that the dllemms of dempersey should be viswed
Lometly .
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Full text eof the lecture glven by M, Farl Polanyrl at
Seanincton Gollege, Miesday evening, ApPil 2¥6h, 13435

Tobthing sould be more Approrrists 14 4 modern way Ehan fa
eorngider ths foundstiong of erpanized human sommanity,. & »eanle whao
do rot belisve in fhely society and have not been Sawcht to fizht
for it eanncot uldtinmstely win ix dtotel war, However wealthy kthey be;
however hwsenitarisn thair ilpstitutlions; however gophiaticated fthelr
intellsctunl habitas, they will finallwv bLreak, or perhaps only Lend
Yoo mueh, lose taeir identits eid be relopated to Gecond or third
rork in history.

Howewer, thers iz also aW“anr rodgon Why mr sgubjoect is
congenial to the tlmﬁﬂu Folitical scisnce 1s bether underztend:
durirg a greet war than during bthe long strsbches of peace, In
wor=time sven the dumb end Indilleroenl gainm personal insizhl inko
the first pastulate of soalal selencs whish is the prinsiule of
survimal., [uring & wer it iz evident thet the belwwior of the com-
murity =5 m whols iz dlirected towards this ene supremne and, In tims
of war thet prinsipls renls z2a an akaolute,  To deny 134 mesns to dany
tha rigkt of tha eemmunity to axizt. To rafude to accept it for onats
mersor, means to dissociste one's self from bthe cnmruﬂiﬁy. Te judg-
mert, noguastion of right or wrong is invalved, It iz posgl sgibla to
gerny FHe right of  the community L6 existy Thare Li_}0|1031 = nc+h1nb

%= frevert ome. But 1t ig not possible %o de so without Ge&s_dﬁ G

-Ee I¢ﬁ_jcm.,a.“ T 38 pooaibia t¥ Tetuse e mccept 1% Tor onats oWh
parscn; Lhere is logieally nething o rrnvtn+ ong, ot isined
pessible, d8 to o g0 &nd net therely dizdcoiate onsefa sel” From

e s comminl by a

The law of agurvival ther ls gelf-=evident: it is She postn-
late goverricyg htihe 1ife of eny somrpudity, Tn terms of our example:
o day that the fwmerican nation is & ocorrianity, is Te zay thet is
hes the will o surviwve; thaet he who negates this will nepntes the
pommanity; and thsat e wWhe rejeets the benavior invelyed in this
aooeptance, re’ects The Anerican sommunity. Thesge a¥e ldesnwiesl
statoments .

. I anm, of conrse, meking use of the war in order=to ezteilizh
my &tarting poinmt whieh is precissly this:

'T"erv bumnn socdely stands under the law of survival - i
1lor S 'ISIR: ":'lﬂﬂ'l.l“"ﬁ J.'tu E‘LlI""i"l"i." J‘"I;,-E]“I'IGth"l.TE} 4_‘.!

the {ndividuals canposing it.




Teb svery fros or legibimate 2021 isty bases its behavior on the “
wills of the persons songhibutiag 5 e

1 Lhis is 4o be mers than a plece of gorhistry or rale-believe,
wa are Taced with ths erasinl qrub1em of politieal meisnce: How 12 &
free or legitimate sool Lty ﬂmaﬂ1hla

vat nelthner of thess two nostulates can be irvmlideted. The
first iz korrewed from scciology, or whatever ons wighes %o oall the
seneral scisnce of sooietys 16 is regardec. by gooislopists ag the
sqnzsailahie stariing point for the gnderstanding of the behavier of
snsial bodies or groups. The sesomd pogtulate is that under which poli-
tical solencs iz established. Tt rnns* Legitimate or {reoe sooiely
Toros T5s Lehavier on the wills of the perscns censtituting iv, To
rhﬂtqulaq 1%, means to give up the r1&1w to the posszibility of politieal
seience na the sciance of the hfdv relitie, dealing with the princginiag
of politicnl right anc the scurees ef welitienl obligalicon (taking
Wholitical® in the broad classiec sense of the way of lifa of the aenbers
off ths ]:C'li:il:l.

The gquesbicn was first put by frdistotle. iz snsway Wesd
simplified = and made from & Christian point of view less relevant =
by the limitaticns of a slave accisly. He helieved sluvary Tc he

inevitakls ard thus aveidsd the orux of %he guestion

Afser the preat internezze of the Chureh werld which lmew
neither O3ty nor Biats 11dﬂrnndent of bthe {hristian Gum;onwcalu“,
Fougsesu was the firss to raise &zain Aristotlels. problem, bt shia hims
ir the fullness of i%a import, For the Chureh world as e reaiisy he.d
disappeared and had heecma no rore tnan s 1iterary resgollecthion; and
Fousseau was not, lika Aristotle, spsaXing us o member of a slave soniatre
When he put the guestion How Zs legitimate sosleT) poss ginle? he was con-
fronsed by our Hwo postulates in all their rlger: the zringiple of
survival and the prineipie ol freedom,

o = i L

Rousagan's angwsy is of startlizg vealismg

First: The form of governmen £ in the atats must senfarm o y
the geographical and otner obiechively ziven ponditicng. Unleas Thaw f(f

do, tre comnity cemof survivTes ‘iﬂ
i 1

Second: The custons and _habits, bhs sanners ané merals of the
e UL L i

pepnlation mmst he corres nrndLnblw addrshed. Tnloss they are, indivi- |
dugls eanmos; hn FA““PE A &0 will €t wFich makes Lhe ooppanity survives J

In other worda: 1, There is no "best from of goverrment;
by o Dapwes iR WO srnn+a1aoas snpontansity, no ratural frecdom whish can
malke a soclety survive; human socisty is am arbefect, though of an ard
mnsural to mane Freedom i3 pessiblas oniv if the dispositlons of the
peoole are dguen that they will sponbarecusly work their institutiens in [
such a way &g to allew seclety to survive. Tiz demands that education

Prouten,




s

be provided Ly the community, end that all the noral and psysholegieal
influsnses eranating from the community shoulsd tend e sveks euch &
dispogiftion in the peopls.

With this arswer Rouszcnu roached the highest polnt yet
attained bv pelitical seiemses Or wathsr, with thase theses ke besame
the founder of mederrn political scismce, Iike svary Hrus szswer in
geimnes, it reises more cusstions than it anawsrs, but ne irmscluble enes,

I,

Firg: among the moral problens stands that ol the doubdle
quality of svery individual in 8 Ires zosisty.

Ir. & “rac society, by definition, the pecple ars the
gevercigr. They are the rulers. That which derves ths survival of
the peowle iz right, Every member of the cormunity iz nart of Shat
ruling beody. A5 & member of that ruling body ne othar will is possible
te any person then to will the survivel of the commmizy. 717, for
ins%arce, the decision betwsen war ond peace ls pub, tha guesflon msans
this: Whst will at the presert Juncture serve my country's survival
better, war or peeco? This defines ome asnect of the Individual's
situation.

£% ¥he spme bine every individeal is also ruled; he is
aubjeot to The lew, As subjsct te the lay, i% is he who wllil have
to work, =erve, ficht, nerbaps be maimed or killed, 1P ha wvobes for
way, This iz The other aspecti of his posiSicn. How should e wote?

One thing is elasr., He woies su a member of The raling
body, tha bedy thet Zaws down the law, Tle dres “Uﬁ_ud‘__ﬁﬁ B privaba
indiridial subjsct o the lawe I 2o haa understood this fac t n# has
algo graaped The mesnmong ol Ghe gisation ha is expected to ansesr. IE
i5, whether he as a ruler believes »my ot seace.to be proferable In the
intersst of the country, It ig nat, whathars he as & particzular psrson
wishes to taks part in war, 4s s partieular cerzem, papasns for cosh
honorahle reazons, he may wish otherwise. Duk fala iz smphatically
weh the cguestion. The quosblion put te him ia, what does he believe to
be, net his own particular injScrcet, but &hs inberast of the souniry.
he lemg &8 he hWimself believes thet war would servs tec cormon zood
better at this juncture, he would 1iz if he anaworsd the question with
oy The moral problam is wncenivocally rogelvad,®

The will Lo survive Fousszean calls the denseal ”~11 {whigh,
of ooursa, 16 lz}; the partioular wilis af ths iduals he calls
411« I Tac veobtars ure well informsd on the lssuc thoy 1
“1 found to will wery nearly Lie sans and proclaim the Ucnﬂrmfj
[§

Wil weesther Itihe meaon of Wor.

¥See Meilklejohn; Eduention hetwsen twe worlds, Book 1XI, 1944,
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Ws have reached the impertant conclugion thet as long as
tho individweals expross Sheir owa particular wili, and sre informed,
in & frzz sociedy Bhs Will of £11 must be fairly identical with the
Fznsral Will,

In Rousseau's werds "If, when the pecpls, being furnished
with adequate information, held its delibesraticns, the civizsng bad
no sommunieation with one another, the crand tolal of The smell
differsncss would almys cive the general will, end iks declsion
always be zood ® (Ak. II, Che 3)

I1T.
foviously, an imporfant problem arises. Thke Will of Al]
wiil ofter not poincida with the General Will, A wminority may vota
. _ y e =
511 "-nflf frem the majority. liow dess this alffsct politieal
1 rations?

Rousgesa's answor is scensistent. Orly if every individual
yotes gz oer dgelaled indepsndent perscn will 3% be frus that tha common
dencmirabor of thair partiouler wishes will zexd fo eliminats zmall
diffarences and produce the Genersl Will., Crance divsrpexces will
pancal aul mnd the “G“Fﬂﬂ imterest will wprewail, But if the persora
have soasuleted inbko faehisns, sroups, pariics, Yintereste™, then they
are nob robing ary zore as isclated individusls. In“feai, thay hawva
davelopsd groun loyalties. They have e small ganeral will of their
ommL_group & and only ops particulay will iv rnupec+ to tha cuannitv £8
a whole. [F8 ﬁhﬂhpr ef woters ia row reglly only as sress sg th: number

of the f&qtlnrq or Froups. Thare ig 0o Foason any mors he supposs Lhat
the differsnces will eancal cus, aswd $he Witl of "7 appreximate the
Goneral Will, Roussesu, thzvoiore, ccrreﬁa+ﬁs the farning of prassure
croups ir a frees sooisty. Following this Ivepiretion the Tronch
Hovolution, in 176%, dissolved all ecyperatloms; in 1781 menbership 1n )
trade mnicong was mads puniaskeble by law,

I3T.

Howavayr , oven ir. the absence of pressurs groups reprosenting
gactioms] intersets, views newd oot agréee. Unenimity s not the ruls,
syen if informed irdividuals wobte ssch for themselves, as lsolated
nargons. Actually, Rovssean arzuss nﬂrclv thet the voting will demon-

brate the Gewarn) W11, the will of %he majority serving as an Tnatoator.

The pegition, theveflors, 15 this: Thoss who have voted lfor
kle law ars conforming ko whet LH:% heve themselves deoread, IDut in
what zavza 1z tho member of £xe comemnifsy free wiho hag net weoted for
tha law¥ .

The arswer is supplisd by & Tundemental censideration baseod
arn the msaring of frecdem. The opposlte of freodem ie slavery, She




e

sondition of being ferced or compelled Dy an alien wille He who obeys

e law whish he has himsalf ordained, is freee in [ollowing the rules 2
of & rame of basetall, in fellowingz the rulss of a cellege we have 4 :
5 5 (Jﬁ B D o
joined, in following the laws of our esuntry to whish we adhere, in Lﬂﬁf;;"
following the rules of cur persenality ws have rospongibly established, ///Eiﬂ”’

e

we ara Prese This is the meaning of moral liberty. When we de what
we_truly wanb, what ws faal to bs pizht, bellawg ; i b
our versonality, We Aro Froae For in sach case wg obey p law grdaincd o
by ourselves, To be able to do what we believe to be wrong, meaningless,

ohaotic, dictated to us by momenbary mecds or passicne which we recog=

nizes ourselves as a shameful irruption inte our trus selves, is not

frecdom, but licences It is not freedom to behave conmtrary to our

own standards, There is no froodom to not despicably in one's own eyas;

no frasdom to be a coward; and above all, ne fresdem to escape freadom.

The porson who imagines that he is fres, whon ho is frea only %o do what

he likes, has never yet wished to do anmything worthwhile in his l1life,

pecause Then he would know that onee you wish for something wortlwhile,

you ars not to do what you like,

T have digressed into a diseussion of perscnal merality,
where alter all fresdor ecan bo defined on diffsrent levels. 1In scoisty
no other freedom than moral freedom iz conceivable, Neither the
1iberty of the wild ass in the desert, ner the liberty of the frecbooter
en the high seas, ner the liberty cf the gmall or big racketesr in tho
interaticcs of society, has anything to do with fresdom in gociety.
Thev are froe freom the law, whieh is aithar absort, or is not such as
to hindor cr hampsr thom; thoy are rot fres under the law., They ars
frec bocause they are outside sociasty, nob froe through societys they
have liberty mpart from society, net ir seciety, They may have e
romantic, & paychological or commercial appeal to an immature imaginstlon;
morally their frecdem is of nc value; it is irralavant.

Even the problem of private enberprise has nothing o do
with moral froedom. John Stuart Mill in wis esssy On Liberty - the
locus olassicus of truc liberalism = laid it down thet however strongly
one mey beiieve (as he himself did at that time) in free enterprise on
ite moriks, onc should not confuse frec cnterprisc with a fres soclety;
what form of trading & people belisve in has no bearing on froadom.

The same is trus of so-celled fresdon of eontract. On this
gubjeet one of Ameriea's ominent thinkers {and, incidentally, another
strong believer in free entorprise), Profossor F. H. Enight saya thero
‘s ¥no more egrepions confusion in the whele muddled sclonoce of
polities than the eonfusion between tPragdom! and 'freedom of controctls
Fresden refers or should refer to the range of chelees open Lo a person
. . . Preedom of contract on the othayr hand, moans simply absence of
forme] rostraint in dispesal of 'ona's own!, It may mean in Tact thae
porfoet antithesis of freadom iz The scnse of power o ordsr ona's Wi
lifa in ascerdancs with one's desires and ideals."®

#F, H, Fuight: Risk, Uncortainity and Profit, p. 351




fow leh 38 return ke our guestion: - In what wRy iz an
tndiTidual froc in obsring a law ko has aet veted Jor? Roussesu
ansmors the gasstlon ln its whols broadbh,

Trory mamber of the sbabe is a membar of ths Soversien
naoole, aad alac & mombor of Lhe subjeet bodye o iz puler and
rulsd; }c ia gov:rnor and eovernsds [Mis iz meart by the sceoial .
tie waieh 33 bho oearco of all politicsl chiligaticn. Tf way te
Tacuzht of as comdng inbo being in the Pollowing wo:

"hech of us pubs his person and all his power in comnon
undsr the suprems dircsiion of tha gensral will, ard, ir our corporate
supuelby, we receive ocach member 45 an 4Lu]V;th1u sert of the whols",
(Bica I, Ohi E)

In voncrotz tersg: IF the slivhbost part of the territory
of our courdry is atbaeksd, 1L the nest nodsst men's propsriy is
tareationsd by enemy anskion, all the psodls of fhe country =i 11 in &1l
thoir misht rush to tno suppert of thed sirglc man.

The GPDﬁLl tiz iz the sinple devise which Azseribes the
dounle rols of oach adult citizsn, @a pledzing his everything to the
suppert of &ll, and recciving $he same pladgs from all, 1n cxchange.

Te talk about & Social Jontract or fompacet from which that %ie
aricinated doss rod roan thet RUABR boings ovor assua_ly exisded mu*&:dv
soniaty, arc that rnclw“w wna nuﬂdad Ty theiy porizg dosothor one oy
and dosiding cuft of the plani of their wills thal such a thing as
aneiaty should cxist. OFf sueh na_'wtf'ﬂnuﬁﬁﬁa: was inntasnts He used
tho construed Soeisl Germact or Seccisl Conivact se any selenuish would
age B hypothesis - and seid so - morely Lo order to explein She Zacta.
Whon a eckepist doseribes noleenles as cozstifubed of atoms er asoms &g
boing corgtitihed of & nuelous and a numbsr of eluvlrens, he doss not
therety imply that any of %nom exlatod befere and apart from che gvitem
whiek he is sttombing to deseribs, hat the Sceisl Compact devicy
deoag for us iz mot do GFp]ain how gaciety was orsatoed - Roussaal confcgscs
ke deoss noet Ymow o« bud whet 4t s aekunlly liks, 7% doas not ghaw the
origing of the thing, Lut iﬁ ¢550Fibca ities 1% 8. b Bnswmars the
chief guestion In what sijuabion doos & sorson in a Mraa ancisty find

himszlift The doviss of Sho Sceiel Jompaey gorves that ouepnse parfactly.

L 5 Y
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3ut the theory of the sosizl tie ia alss realistis in sncther
fay, aemaly in its sssumplions inm raespect bo wan and laws: as Rowsgoid
suﬁu in hig famous presrmbles "men being teiken as thoy ars aed lews os
they might be.® Fan, it is sgsumed, acts accordiag te his intsrosts,




but thess interzsts are swayod by smebions, pesaions, sustoms and habits.
Taws, 1t is assumsd, wight ko good, bui actuslly are often bad.

Tot thoso ﬂuSUHﬂﬁlOﬁﬁ suffics te shew that the acelsl tis
(which is the ossenee of political *cslutyJ is according ¥o reason, bath
in 1ts eripin and its ccnmqit.

As to arigin: Aecording Te the prineiple of sullf-preaservation
the existencs of aneinty ie reagomeble, I wilhout it mon weuld perishs
Reusszan says; "I supposs mevw te heTo ffﬂfhbi the peint &t which the
cbstoglss in the way of their praservatien in the atalc of* ndFars show
thair power oi' rosissancs te he greotor Shan the resovurees at the dis=-
nesnl of gach individuzl for his malntenanes in that statce The orimi-

tive comdition can then subsist pro Zonger:; snd the human race would
[+

perisk unlssge it changed its manuer of oxistenrno,
Thig, again, is not mesnt histerieally. Human beings heve
almays lived in some kind of scololby, ovel *“"—n‘wm they may hase hoon
somesimey = woe deo net knew for cerdnin = resirieted Lo small, mare or
loge Secloted families. But, than, it la doubtful whether we should
pnll sush suh-scoiedios in which ne divigion of labor cther than bebwssn
+tho sexce 15 prosenk, soeicties, Jewerer, if mlcse at littls differsnce
tn enr argunent whather we Time ths change carlier or latar = sarlier,
when mAn noves from no-gocicty fu subesoclety, or latur, when as
mevsg Prom aub-sociesy Un secisty, Trom bhe realistlic poiad of Tiow
Tousgoan's justifieation of sosicty is ralional, sines it makas
ealfenregorTation the prime caunsc of zooioby.

As %o cenbant: Tas sooial tiz alse ia an cutcome of mants
roaBomn Ory-iepat kb another way-of man's rnowE nebiare,. Ths ghict
sharacseriasie of bhe sceial tia is its eomprehensiveness. How, it iz
roasonnbla that man was was a sonorsks and whele person bafore ho
arsarad bthe eontract, shoald esntor socisty eomplotely and wholly.
Tirst, boeanse otherwise hs sould not expect others to deo alixe. DHow
gruld hs sxpoeh evary singlo person ke risk his 1ife, indead, parhaps,
aven o to certalu death, for his saks, 1f ho himsslf, ovsrily cr
povenbly, mads rescrvabions Lo ths pack? This would bo contrary te
wangon. Soaoadly, if resurvalicons were wads, thoy would disrurt
gocicty, Cor nobody would lmow how far anybody wns committed. The
mombera of socieby would he locking bo soms third power te decids
potwoen tazn and the othars woast Lho Srus Iimdits ef their cbligetions
weraes Sush & coaditior of afPairs would Ceil ths whele purposc of the

tia, and be, therslors, oontrary to reason. Az Rrussoau puts it

ILT th: imdividusis watoirad coprtaln rights, s lharc woTd he no common
sugerior to deeids botween theor and tha mullio, zack, belng en one poind
his own judze, would ask to bz se en alls the shele of natuva wotlid
thus conkinue, ond the associabtiecn wenld paesgsarily becoma ingpsrallive

or tyraanieaiM. {Tk. 'I, 33 %] This %Woing o, tha sooial %ic =g &
source of nolitienl obliseticn weuld %o comtrary to resson un iless , each
nzistzd on wdtdahltv {e0s o0 averyvody ecually “putbine kis norsen

1

ard all his powr 35 cosmen urder the suprems <irsetien ef tha fanaral

Will 1

« o » " Por nchedy would volunbardly alisnBtc his rights %o the




whole compmaity unless ethors did me likowises [ut "oz cach gives
himgolf mbselutely, the condifions ara +ha sams Per all; and, this
heing 80, N0 Une has sy iotepost in ma¥irg them burdensoms to all",

Fub hMow burdersems cxsetly will thow meke themt In giving
mursslros ue to moolety, must wa axpact gasiaty to gwallow us up
eltopathar? What about tho Mpatural rights" of men which are at tha
Lasis of Rousseauls systom? Whot atouk the private perscn whosso L 51k
spd Jiberty, in Boussesu's pornsc, Yore maturslly independent® cof She
public parson, the £1] sousrful Sovorelgn, the naople?  Hero wa come
to ths laws which we should ropard 8 they pight ha, net forge
thedt oftan they are dud.

S 2

Sougesnuls answer puees downm o Ghe rook, "fach ran alisnzses,
T admit, by the soeial ecommeet, caly sash part of hig powers, goods and

liberty" ho says "mz it in imporbant Tor the commamty to conbtrol; but
TE Tmss also be grantod thet the Sovareiga is sola dudgs of whai is
important.™ (Tho Sowercizn, of cenrae, ls the LEomles )  TEVOry gorvies
5 gitizom can rondsr the 8tatec he ought to render as scon &3 the
Sovercign domands ity bt the Severaign, for its part eonnod gh 15 elab L
oo ibs subjecta any fetbers that mrs uneless to the communlty, nor

= Lo o e T

ann it sven wish €0 Ao @o; for no mora by tne lew of reason ther by the

Lo of BATarg esn anything occur wlthous causeM, {Fk. 1T, Che 4]

Ir this snswer So tho gueaticn Whet linits are szt Lo the

powars of the stute? Yares poicts sheuld be distinguished.

Firas: The social Lis is basic, WNething remaing oubtsidae of
sooistye Othorwise ths siate of mgture would asenbinue to existh, and

gaciohy weurld be v pormanent dumnr of-diesolTing ixte gheas snd anavashy.
4 T S L X

Srourdély: The aveisl %is is roverned by rsason, T hes &
nurpogse. Only thaet which 1s weoded far its purpose 1s invoelved. Ho
wrrooassary fotfors sheould be pat e the Barsreign, the paoplae, on the
members of pociaty, and mone will ba, ginee thev 'would be deoing 1%
unto thomsclvas.

Thipdly:  Only She tenaral Will itsolf can bz judge of what
15 u=nd what is nebt imporiant for bBas asmranity to controls Thas may
shange secording to feohnalapissl scoaditions, secording to now noocds
and warss, new danpers and porils, new gosinl alims andl purpizesa

Tho oagwar is realisbics It allows overy and vy ressrvation
sn khe lawas or consbibutions withoub inducing the srronscus nebicon that
the rescrvabionz limit Lhe sosial o itsslf and woaken it, makirg
rom=socioty ouk of soolelyfe

Tely the ingtanee of fhe gso-called Bill ef Rights
safspuardsd under soms consbituilicns. Tave tho individuals joined
gocichy under the rescryation tnat thov romain cutside the jurisdietien
~f the Genoral Will in respost e the freecom of the press, epaach,
nssambly,s petitior and se or? That thay so 4o zperk, resorve thomselves




tae rizht to eorpune with Mature, held thelr ssgembliss in the primoval
forsst, mekc apoeches ot the Firds in the trscs, and petition the sky
far rain? MHet st mrll, Thoy have lald down these rules of governnent
a5 thz rulsrs of the commmity, as members of tho Scvarelze bedy, which
oranined th: Constitution, tqorﬁhy oreating the geed life for whkieh they
aovenpenked, The "ratural rights" of man are not rights of mon in the
ckatz of Fotura, they sre cenditiong of the goed 1ifs for fths salee
zuariing of whieh sopioty was devisoed, and whilch may noreover be desmed
neassaary in owder fe provent goverasent frem deloriobading snd She
Fzaeral Will frowm hoecoming inovsrotive. *ahs axist enly ir scociely;
Ehev sannet anme inte sxlstencs onbslde scod « Consgtitudions Iiks
athar lawe are hinding only if wo aakncwldﬂb“ g source of pelitical
obligatinr. Bafoguards ineludad “n Cenatitutions wre pesitive acts af
the Senzral Will organiging life in a dufinita way; they ere acts of
the ruler, =0t of the ralsd; thay arc acts of tho goneral will of the
peeple as governor, not of ths partienliar wills of individuals as
gpovernod - az witnessaed in these memorahls words s ¥hich T inwite jou

ow to road as 1f wou had nover scor tham heferc, and ask ynuran1vhn
whether they would ocarry amy maaning and cenvietien, apart from the
fundamental prineiples of pelitieal ripht discuzesd sbove? They wars
solemnly adepbed on July 4th, 177¢, in Philadelphia, and rung M
hold these truths te be salf-bv dent, that all men sre eresated cquacz,
that they ars emdeved by the Creator with cartein umelicnnbdlc rights

« » » Thut te secure Lhose rights, Coveruments &rs institubed awmong
Mon, devivipe their Just powsra from the conssnt of the governed. That
whengver any foerr of goverrmernl bacomos destructive of these ends, 1%
iz the ri ht of the peopl: %o elter or Lo abolish it, and to insditute
mow Gnv&rhrﬁnh, laying ite {foundatien on sueh prineliples amd organ’zing
its powers in suck form as %o them shall seem most likely to effect
their Saiety and Hoppincss.”

..Ir

T+ is %thias people whe laid dewn the foundantions of its

over-ment ir 1787, The obstacle to the clary ronligation of this is
that there is 5till to¢ mush of the eighteanth pantury subject mantali by
abouk, and toc lithkle of that of +the demecrntic Soversign. Wo must
lsern to thirk of the people as rulsrs, nct as ruled, as governors not
as zoverned., We will then not misteke Lhe DILL of ?1ghtq far roscrya-
tienz made by pariclky and eowed sublochs, bub rscognlze tham lar what
thay era: the safopuards of froe institutlons ducLarud tr the ferereign
neoples

VIL.

Trus has Jewn Jocgues Povﬂscaa establizhed the prineinles of
solitical rizht and obligstion.

P

In nolitiscl soisnes socioty is soneeived of in the dunl
torne of powsr and lew, intesrest and right, aurvivel and froocdom,
exipency and morelity, ukility and justice. Houssasu daclared: "In
this incuivy I ehell endsovor alweys to unite whet right ganetiong with




10s

whit 18 preseribed by inbercst, in erder that justice and ufility =ejy
im no ohoe bo drwldaﬁ“ & theery of socleby whish oannet stand the test
o tncse dunl bowns tas failed, In produsing a sysbom that stands the

tagt = imoerlect though 1t othsrwisc be = Rousseau wateklishad politieel
soicenca as distinat from sceioleopy, which denls with socisty in othor
tarms than theas of rizhié, law, fresdom, mernlity, and dustice.

Such a delimitation of nelitical soismec sxeludss the
anoiclogistiz or arbhropelogical a[hrﬁarﬁ. The latier might accont as
Wlapitimetes powar? obher power then +hat basod an Eos will of tha
parsons consbitubing socisiy, as long es it ig "peecgnized as Jspitimete®
by a substanbial prrh of ths Icpu1a+1nr. Foral fresdem a fern derived
from ethics, doos ned snler inte this deffnitior of lopitimate povier.

Ta resognizing pelitical scelsty as real, i.2. subjact bo laws
independert of our whims and wishos, Tougaean set limits to wishful
thnglng and illusions. & racogribior of utmest snhrific&ncn emarrad
It is an illusion te bolieve Yot freedom 1z & orineiple on whioh sosisty
can be maturelly safely bascd. Thoe orniiTiong which Housseal @0BAblisned
Tor o Iroc scciaty ors or Lerue  ciffurent levela:

First, the irstitutions themsclves must be adjusted Lo
ponditions. Spall and large, populeus and unpopul lons, tropionl and
nen-tropigal, poor anc vich countriss dermpd different fnatitubions,
differert forms of govermmant; only small and peor countries, cegs,
sar hove an idsnl = gimple and divaet = dercericy.

Sugend, menm must be educated, trained and imired to the kind
of 1life their forms of goverrment reguirs; the notion that any wish,
wliim, foshion, mood, spuntﬂﬁe Ay, emotional patiarn ain find 1ts Taat
in & Yfrcc aceisty” 18 on illusian.

Third, given the firzt wwe ocnditienz, & frse scelst
sxist only il its oitizens ars public spirited, diginterasted,
civie Tirtuse nad preperad to sseriffige all and nvnr;tnlng in tha
gerrise of the'r pountry and its Troo insbitubtionse

o
e
3 S

Some wre boys neve deseribed such o dostrins as romantie,
septinantal and illusionistie. It ls Eoerersesesmcel thc cpposite.
Ope of the scaresg nf ihas ellsetivensas layv oraelscly in tha ruthless
raatisr by whieh i% was insoircd.

VIITa
L

Tat nething mi svar boon haard of Aoussedu 25 &
poiitienl seisnbiay 1utu ol & eirels of schelers and studants,
bt for ancthor gida of his ovuovre which wes not ooneeph, net theught,
but intmitive dissowsry of an unigue kind. He had a vision which
nobedy had befors. e identificd himsel? with somsthing nckedy slse
anrsd to boughne Fo tnd bocome tho merm of w wovement of surpessing
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tmportares, I havs in mind Reusgssauts disesvery eof tho poople, et us
a politieal term, memning the multitude, 2ot aa an sopaomie tern,
meaning the poor, but 2s the valid repregentativss of mankind. Mobhine
axacily alike had srer happoned in the Western werld balors.

The Qontras Seeial pr¢ulaimcﬂ an gowersiszptn- of the poople.
How juut &5 the Qonurat Sceial itssll v an old idaa, so wes the
aovaroignty of she people. If you 7-.‘-.1] Ackbbas = counbzreoole Lo
Fousseau and dsfendor o dognotlam -~ .’_-:..11 stood for both. EBobt such
conatructions mesnd very little. Tas sinpls roason bsing, bthat
whabovor She politisnl w&oims would bo, nobedy thought of the human
raos in amr obher Serms than thodc of o hlsrarehy, the heat being at
the top, and She wenkest andé most aumsroas ot the bettoms That did nov
mean, thas the peoopls hnu ween ororleookzd. Ths Church undertock to eare
for their souls, und, oesesisanlly, ons of Shsir ranks might swen
haeome o pope.  Tha 5shaolmaﬂ plgzat think ¢f sducating thom and ong
er anobher might rige Lo be = prinss amory scholaursg, The manmufacturers
might wale produetive age of tham and once and npain they might boeome
rich men thams=lvas. Hubk bhey wers invarizbly thought of as ratdriel
out of whieh somothiag differsnk Ceor thowaclves should e s "w y
level from which %o l_-"“.-_l_-‘."."'ﬁ"_'.i—'_l; o darinsss which wos 4o be """""1"1“1-‘"‘"
"‘-'lll}"-b?' u I'u:‘u{_-';h cilamand to bha ]‘__ﬁr':-]_"l,slhr.-:'l. Hot as for what '*‘_-hf:f:,' WSS ,
nonely the ecmon poopls, thay wers fo Voltalrs Mhhe aonrca nf oll
famasicism, and aaspisien”, "tho ecansills®, to Holbech tha “stupid
populeoea", te Didorot "the most denses and wieious of 211 human beings™,
o Punpeenlas™ ths poople, h:z said, Yer to improvs them, ls ons and the
game thing « « « e Thus ths lcaders of the Enlightonment.

I'.'] {'l

Reusdesy mads a hroathbaling recognition: Waat Tthe poeoplo
the peonle az they wars = Polb, thought and did; tho way bhey worked
and lived:; Ghelr traditions, thcir loyaltiss -~ all this was walid,
panuing, souwad,  That thalr faiths and bellels were desp and inspirecd;
Sass their netive viror ard moral scnsc, thelr patriotism and nstursl
reliricn made thsm ths very stoflf of Godts eroeticn, and sbove sll,
the only 20lid fomdetion of politics, Sueh wss hia immorbal discovery.

Khet we sall his romanticism ag well 28 the new eoncept of
poelitien? pan waish onsrezsd from his osuvrs wes duc to this wisicn.
Ze had not only scon man in the abetrret (Shat hed hanpensd before):
he showed aim ap in Bhs flesh., Man - thet wis fhe peonis. FHo had
found & Gore wao couid make hishtorye The Zroneh Jepolution was mads
possinle, og well as the sroctost confribution fmeriea hes made to
the history of humen eivilizetion: TFor whet fmorleonn democraicy meolls
te the world at larsze ia nobaing olsc bud & way of 1ifo Jdn whioch the
opeonle themssless, and not thoir bobbors or supsriors, ors the actore.

B e P R R N s R S e R O T Ll 2

Roags=ants politicnl philosoply bogothor with the discovery
of the people in th: flesh tracsforosd the hiskory of the raec. #Arxd
a5 loag 8 this pouvnbry exisba, ths sianturce Lo which Rcusssau roised
the ppople will nob eeglilly be ]'_'l""l'_iﬂhl_.-!l rom historye The idea of
Tras socizty was indigsolubly inkod by him with the governmernt of the
naonte and with the highest formz of patriotbism, Ko mers nesd be gaid

to ahow waat Honssexn means So fmsrionns todoy. .




i

Roussunu:  Jonfrat Seeiel. Pert I, Past IT; Ch, 17, 1762 {required)
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Digeourés on Politien
Ge Ho Subine: Histeory of Politics? Phoopriry  Chy AELVITT, I0DET,
Ge Do Mo Caloy "Introdusatics! +a Broeryman cdities of Ceortrat Sceiel, 1513,
Veughan: The Palitiesd Writings of 4y <. Rouscenu, 2 vuls, 1915 {(fer gtudy)

Melllajehn; Rdueaflon Botween Twe Worlds. Sook 11T, 1942,
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Tandslly Jonn Jeequos Reusscnu, Moralist
Joffding: Roussesu and his Philesophy. 183C,
Morley: ZHoussaoote 1875.

doacohsor: Joan Jasguos Roussoan. 1931,

Moma 5y Juun Juoequesz Reussenu. 1638,
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