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194171 G52k A As Al AR &4 gafelch, AME AulA] A Fof A
A g Ago] FarFo] Edid AR AW dA=HHA 1847 BRE A3
FIE AAH EFA e aFE0] For Huwcoh 1789 Zax¥wo] FoFd
Az AXA 5 P A2 AAH 252 vFde FEotn T84 Aolqiv
w Eol] AL whA Qlzte] 9fdle dEH i FAEHE Aoy mrke 2 AAd A
3t FHe 9dte S ol vk 939 ol = 1751 9] 750%ke] A 1831vd el & 1, 650
wtoz, A3 QAE 17851 68,0008 4 1980w ¢ 75mtEo®, HEQAE 1838€9]
500=td ol A1 10w F gl 1848l & AL AME FF3a st

oleigt Wizl E ok ol A 2 AAE FolE F gle UFuUE A2E Aolgiy] #
ol 279 FHE AL oldldy 2 ddg HA & F v EE AFTH F Ay od
A A o] B FAEA gk AFEE AAA AHe AAA FHHA Al ot
Qe 7147t Af2E EE8E ARE F ' EE A AAze Akl o#d A
i e 11*-*174 Wk 4 o dhele AasA EHglen, 18417 459 A
A AFFYE o HE AdA ade] AdH A AT F U F, AFE FHH
Vg ol BE Adonye deln, MY A - A - A4S B3E] 4]
A Ao e Hxge FTrtEHgle] A7 " ¢ ke AAdolrh olfd zAA
AfFe] ARE AL JHRLTA, o3yt Al A A=, AU, AEA
F% 2 A Ede] AF TR ZEHA, AAHorE AART P G 3l
A BE A e A 3dFY g A4S Y2 gdH A Ay A9A
S Esbe) RA4AE St 18329 A (Reform BilDah 35 2 FdAFe] 3 ¥
FANE Fal g 1846119 59 (Corn Law)e] d7]= 43 Af5-29 444 Adolzt
= % 5 A

g&H AdEd o ol Az wekd Frle) whel f AN E A x}aw; & gk
2 FAAHANA A AR Y& FrEE AR AR dRd st dgoH, 1840
dele] EofXdAE AAS T4 48 A AdAE Y B5g sHFelsbr] AF
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Seh A Wb BA B de] AT, AdH ATz, A9 AR zEd
Agle) A A A Yol AE WaE fdatn glgor, odg Wk TRE
ATAE aFsh gdgeh 3 4ddue] 2] s00d ke FEG
o AFRoT =AHE =EA4 AR FRF 4B, 24 A% oplHE A
BAEE A2 A4UAFAY B Sl AE 428 S dE A4 Aos dAHA AF
et

£ AAA AYe SRS AAY & Y& 34 5o
- s o) Age) WG AT olde BLE B 3
Aok FAAAReznEe) dwolsti AP P 2w £37 AeAde AAHe
2 e} FA 2uee) solobs A3 Afde mael 4ss 9w, Al

TEAA Mae F24e Bzew iy A TR I 8L
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1947 GFAstel Geld Az Foke WEgel @ =oe el 1947 Sao
A3 A g A 2HE 4 Qi) [EX %o A3 FA9 =% ((Two Treatises of Government,
1683~1689, 1690)ol4l Hi= 4312 Ao 2HE okl Aolhs FAA of&e ¥-3
A, AA Az o] 298 AFF G5 AAdE Aol A s # 9] (social compact)o]
A g2 gadl, 1A ATA G QAL el A4 A AE LAE Fabd

dereh. A9 A E wrel AW AP B Fooh 9 Fak A9y o

Adgeol Al wE A Ael oaal e el el b elsl, o
A At Aok A el Al Ao, 9wl vlele) ke W% EFd ok ¢
ool ek ool A melvhiz Awtel AlE Aclel S50 WA Fa9) AW A4 )
o g 20 =l AR FEA el BE S 2 A4S Ao afd
tho=ES FaA 2 2 g A4 ggen shfons, 2 ade 2 A4
G o] Heh? wiba 9] kEe) oot MG Aol A@ A AL E 2
g oM g Aol = A aek AR5 T4 sgelA & Alelel 2o AAA L AR

1) John Loéke, Two Treatises of Government, Cambridge, 1960, Ch. 3, Sec. 19,
2) Ibid., Ch. 5, Sec. 31.
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2 gl ool Adel A WA AATH o Aol YA AL AR Fei g Folh
AL Aw m oA 496 el FES A s el ok, whebd ojm
AvE AAA ez of AWA AAE tusA FAE ¢ gk
2o A E Azl RAH o AAm gt AT 44 wEel AP 4)
¥+ 9ok v AFES 2FelA Fold AQM AAEL weh EHHoR

23S Aoked AGE Sotel A A94% A AL, F AYE F4h o A
& FE A A AN AR Aol oh)m AfER B 5D ﬂmr S EDEEES
Fololnl, 2 Aokl FUF EAE Aol Aste] AAANA A5D 4B} Afoh A
g waahed ek Y AHAGE AAFLEA 2EL BE AFE Aol FESHE 2
o ohich @A Aol et TEoA ol YA A% A 4E LEA Ashe]
Do B3 QYA AL ZAY FEE AY Polth A¥o Aokl sl 3
2 Qesh 2 WA deidl W 2 AGe shlge, web 1 ¥ AL
oleig AAol A FEAL A 440 ostel FFW 4 Wel el sk AL
B AL BAEE] diolnh maky San AuTFAAE WAsdEA, qHTEAE
MY aEse e Ars YA

o[ ol el AHNAYA Lelold el olvl AFA 4F A%FAE SN E
F A 54 Aol AFWAE A8 & Ak Shbe Aud, Bead 94, 99EF
AY FA4L FaAA ZdE A Agd AE $94, F AAFIY FAelH, e
st Ads 2o A E v fEA wees) AAAE 44T A9 ¥ 9s
Hohe AWA AT FHaE PR Aol Bk FEAY ol a Aol
A FAeleh 2o 1847 A $Ae] etz 49499 AYAIARA F29
A GUE DA AU 29 A G2 FAAR G FEA 9L I8
FAGE A 20 A9 el ¥R Aoz WAHD 9k el F Fae g
o4 Al Aol AL Aol el AGeAl A Aolch wd A A
AzA S FEAY oABAE AR Hedol FHA AL < vl fleh obwt 2] 29}
ol B AfTOI AL 2 Fo| HAE BE AQle] AAg 1A% FFHEE e
S AsAen BEA AN AL FAHE A0n AAw Ak F A% BFA
o 99 A= Aol EAE F e A A el ol m ek,

2gv Fa AAFod AAATE AEAGE QR Adnst Adg Aol B
A9A BAL PRI AT fARE R AL 2l AL AT
e GHAAE Fak $e9 b e WA a6, St Al Sk
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3) Ibid., Ch. 9, Sec. 124.
4) Ibid., Ch. 7, Sec. 90.
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RE AL oA Age) TAsA felske Aol ek A% WAl el AT
Ade ENZ & A4 099 ewq AL g gon waAEd, Sae) A3d

S oo AT A EY AWE HAY F dbsh obHe FAR AR
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TRAon el R Saske 99 JYFe 4Ad voh AARD Fol ¥HA
velER 2 FYF E SolA F20) AW AW AT, QP L A3 A 5L
Ade AHF QA2 F SolAE £5F 5 Qeh mebd 2A0] St 1T
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Ao @ FA obd @ WP AW AHE 9

S Qv olgs Rgtg o a0 AdFe Fzo AYH AL 4 Adsrhn oA
142 AFA olalBAF S5 A3kl FAAYY 2z
B AW FFA $E F O 1847 ez FelE

WA ALFIE B2 52 4459 ANARL A2e A%A =20F daz o

. HEtn Az Za|se

a9 459 A4 A4 s} delgd A4y FolAte 18477 AW
A QRPN TREANE AEE FTo 25S AN SAE ARy LHoRRH 3x
A o AT A as e ¢ FasE vE A4 AFeR 42F e A
Eol gt At 28+ £3] g (Jeremy Bentham)& z FA A2 A stz ¢
uh, s #gFe) At FEFY sFREL oln] 1847 9 o T Za]l ~2E g (J. Priestley)
v Zea9 ol e ¢2(C.A. Helvetius)ol] o sted Alwts ggich Wge 3505 B
ot AASe e T HAS woh FHYE Y QY ARolden IR
529 AfFe Azl el kel WFoldAoly AYFH AR nrh ¥

ke A EdE AFsRs, 234 dozM AAdAS AHEY £gEold 3
HEl 19417] 2wk o 5he) "Ao] Wiet AfFo Ao A4
wWigke) sfere] A st FElFole Ayl ot mAEE A" A9

A7 st A= & shvte] d2, § A AT AAFeEzA Fa9 AfFY AE
& FAA Yol dwte] FeomRH A HA, FA MY AHE FEHezm, AF
AR FAAd AEE T F2 AhFe FAL ol & 5 Ak FHA
o A& AAAd 2AA AfFe FHon B o AFE 1947 £ 4FY A3 AEH S
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FEG A FAF £FY ALedom, o $Eo] AAR W, A, A Hoke] A
o AW ARel AHAA A F AAGGTE MBE AT ol F A% FAFYAEL T

5) George Sabine & Thomas Thorson, A History of Political Theory, Hinsdale, 1973, p. 490.
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D49 gHolobnz A G Rl FFAA] Yol Ag £H4F HA
& Gud E 4 QE FUT PAA QAL wgleh whebd 15 wet o g4 B

A o] AL 4AH A AYA] ek A 44 ¢ QA ) A 2
=& P44 4AL AR A BAede] obd £ Atk Mg AL 600] @ w7A
B ARl B Le ¥, 29 B} o 27 A9 AW FEIA WEa A7

3 gete AAGAE o] He ¥ua =gk

1789 7td T=E st o) 9l Wee FE 3o Aate AeA EPL A e
2 gieh e o374 Fel4e QA4 Edsted A8, #218, 2m 4IGe A9
g glek. 2 4 AR Folel A AGFIA A 2RY 2wt ‘AL
AZE #HYst wBolets F Feo % ofd FYow”, of F FUAEL “$EHi YF
sha, wbeta Asted o] BE AE FAESC Y Age ol 43 st A
A A7 SR 282 ahets mEe] Hd Ao gl AE 2E Foldehg WA
A, st 5L BE Abgte] 2¥A maE wtE aesA HE A e 3
T g B4, £ 24 v 4y 5 BF Ao pFHt ze wwe
Ao g delshal e gale) gl Aol b o2 g AT ANg Euz 8

o A3 el FE&A 2dd F e A9 AE¢ ARsed Yt 2E Y% 2
Fubo] “$e7h g dlof ¥ AAAE BAFm St YA FEFS AANE BAF
B hm akgbeh, & shebst mEL BE Q7 419 AL 55 ATE 5 AL ¥ ot
el A9 Aol Ak A ES A AT shte] AdolA FAd gHeln], n
F& oo Adola, FAe A sAeldh. szt 4, wEFd e g Aot 2
B shghst Aol 2 Aojghdl nHH FAE 94den AsFA gEd dgrvkshd A

2 A WE, F AL FTE 2E, F IS d9aEn o] dEent. =94
A7l g EE A AT FFa oS Aol A o ge] ohe} weh
B shg mi A B o)y wWiEel, mat AbbEe] A Fo] @4 oledt T x|
RFHE AL ohys] dield wheld $o YEFES AT 23L& EAAAE R,
L% AR
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fAolry. “old AL el gl FAA AL H P HT] ‘At F9o) vt e
3L, Tdeha A 013’— vk g HE Vol o]d) GatAI} Aqle)ehel whA & &

Mol e A yojv], ZAo] FEAel A 4o TFEA ALY A
HE7} sefof gvh

6) Jeremy Benth'im, An Introduction to the Principles of Morals and Legislation, New York,
1948, Ch. 1, Sec. 1.

7) Ibid., Ch. 1, Sec. 1.

8) Ibid., Ch. 1, Sec. 1, Note 1.
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2 S Y Eo] MY FFL LAY LEY FUL PBags Aelex )
d =54 et g Abe shbe] sla) feld 4 gl wl gy g %9 ¢e A
FA oz FAHE 4 glojokul gk, ulelo] 9)3te] A okz] = | #@A| A (hedonistic or felicitic
calculus) & s} &3} %2 FFoa ehfo] AAdozs wu4 sched AdAd €34
Yol g ARelth shhel G5k #ERE AR BE, ASA, A4, T
A4, A4 292 2508 A2 oo Adshd A we el Age AEeE J
G7b & e WAl A Be 9 2FL AFAE WA L 28 P 53
G7k oldl AT D Wl A9 A AT ool = Sje 7 Fo] Frun.
% st @90l okl GEnE ARES £, F WA = shtel AEel weh,
& AgkEol olelg W HA o] Joted AFAE AL 1Y AT AAE PopFol
= vk 53 & NS el 22 AT ¥ sl g Aole] ojd AAQ 5
o) Q4B keh “shEe) oFo] 7] WEe] F414e AwrE £& Aoleh.” (Pushpin
is as good as poetry)eHz M) WL e wd AA o] el BE A 7}

A 58 Aoz 2z Qlly] diel ol it el g Ay Tl sh5sl
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e Sl A elEE Kol e A xpA FA e A9 el EA gk 94
o glelAe] ofd] FAAE A on FEAol Al TP 9HL ojEA A
EHEt? 1Y f A A Bel skl A= a}»}sq S W el Ehslch
AL TARE AdEe] AT ¥ Fvh Asle AR sEsA 7] dstel AR g
Fol gahete] webal FEALY olaFAT T “2AL FAE AA TAL old A
o §el Edteh. whebA] Qi A Fa7E T84 Fue vt dEE AL 2
A5 e FAsE A5 A A PRe FRFL ov)aE el orleA &
A 529 AT A o] Wrte st A Yz AP de As Fa
& £ 9k F BE Aol 2o FEE 2T FAAA U2 W TEAL ddHesn
A drhe Fav av)zd] Age] FEAe] 148 Sex
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22} SelA wgEel B4 AL wdA Aol opy Ade e Lo
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PA iy =

gtk AARES AehAQl el mrh 4A o] FHH 4 on, zed PEL THAHL
2 254 A48 429 FFL 4247 & Aeh AQA AGE FEA Al AL
S} 262t AARF0] FFA 94 AdAelw  Adwrel A wE “weA
GE £76) QA AL F GE Aol i WL TEA Z Adchrd A ne
AT AAAE T AL ANH 0w 29D & dejok Gbn g on, olFel

W st o] A el dm 4 A3,
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AN el AT A ste oA R A% B4 AHY o FelA 4 A
19 AFel FHE Aot Ak WG AgA o] )9 Frae) AgFfA & & gl
T oRE LA A%TAD A% @r) AdAE e AT B ol B A
Aol R AL S 4 A 54 Pl Aok el B4 U3
o) £Fsh: A YFL o] etst b8 Aol A% A5gol FAE Aol okt
A dgeleh 2evh el o] dald B4 4EE YolgdE AL A4 A%A 4
FHo] glekx ¥ 4 gloh, GE Awe o] Aald Se Fre FA4 gL ¥
ettt AL AT deietol ohirhe Ax yeeieh Awo] AAse A= A T
£ A4 (benevolence)ol 4 $-el vk 5B £g5 3 glek. zelvh 29 3 @A ol o
Aol Az G A olAA Akt olehd ol FEE + Unte AL Adeln
2 FEAY ARE AAAE T A 5% o)) FE) @ 24l Base
2 olelq 239 AT FASE Ao] YU ARelw. Fol e AN TFARE
)

Sk AT T T4 A E FAAA n@AA) 93 YIHAEE
TAE TARA R o171 FA Y} o g A e Alelo] & F YE THS
X vk F AiAsE wbEA e, F oole s el ofdte] Aol Aol K
AL ok WA F5e A% & ARRve b 3 B AgEdA 9l Ao
o o Ad 5L F% 7 3 v g weld. FEAY oldwtAE
& 2L TAse AN TALY olal gAY Fiolr] we] BE UL FEAY A
ol Z-& FAAE A 5 el glr] el v

2 FEAL] AdFAAdA A AHFE Aol FE 5L AT 2 FE
ZRQTE Aol ¥ E |, 2 FAol A MUY FE As FA4E 5 Q= o)
TAE A @& 7 ol 2L F o5y EE d8d AAQY PE At

.
#2039 5 odvke A & Bed 98 249 493 ¢ 4 AE =94 548 A4
A EE Aol ol g EAlel AW WH $HE o EH AFL AHAE BE 4 gl
ohoozAd sk el Ad wws A4 RAe AdHow 4FY FEAY 44
¢ AT AAA Pust A9 AFecE A e A Yo AGL ANE 9

2E AxA FA2) AA A5 Asich Wl 29 Yol & B RelFE 3
o] @ BAE b2 olA G Aol A olsislelok Gk WHe] oA Fue) A
AL A 2 Aducks 39 48¢ Adse 399 oo dgd Aol
MR AdFoe] wEE £ AFF gAde ARHeL ¥4 98L Boid
web we g Aesh Y] 4¥e sk AN FEE AHFomA 9T A

F% ek MFA gPen AR 2 Adegon, 2o AAFde) vhgg

9) Ilnd Ch 5, Sec. 10.
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FH AFF AL AU} FEAY FAT AF=AA A
3 YA Ao Hrhd & ol gek H3) AGEP QAo
i AR s Ao Awlste] wASte} win e EA ol AUH
TEA AA EAEAE SR, olgd Ae mevA &g F wlshch
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AfE ) Fo}
“I+ A" (prescription) =
REoF & 57 Sl Heloh we]art vl T3t kAl Hr g A At
259 AEA Asjrt TRl etel faART Aekn wgy] @Eoj gL
2% mgs 998 WAtk 3 xgad A9 St 244 geAFe) A F
st AFA AAA, T2 z2HI AN BA7E ko= Sl L“ri’— 1okl W ol e

AdlolAl Held oA AQA Aol wa Fo shalA vAE v wrelEo]wAl,

T e 2
o = s
Jo mL B
o

o
2

AR F7 99 FFE wgkwl Aolvh. AMA Fob ool AL ol Ak Aol
ol 714 Frlo] o &stE Aol ozt AFES wg

A, o vt & vhebel digk At F4 A

+ 7b5A Be AL AEH o Aas Al o8 #A} okt FFA
wFolvh ol2d A wig glolis FEAE E5F F gk sk AAlle o4
2 AAE v FE Ao EaEly] wEolvh uvkE o]l g o] f =R Wiz A o9
A FAA RG-S ARG er, 2o FdE utR o]t F45 Wi 99y 4y
< A& Axe]7] wie] AHE F ol g& Ao A Aol
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oleh Aol BAA g MY A¥AH $HE BN F= AL ‘b A 29
A ¥ A, F ge AdE L dgdn ddd @ TFA A AFH
245 T3t AAd Amsk AL AFeleh ol AFE w3 Y' Ao ¥E AW
olf, ol g &o] e A #UE AT 230 LAFL EHsg e Aol
2 A SvmtenE S EYPe BE g9ddoz TASE A Y g8 $97F Fuad
wolae] ojstdd Fsbgk AEAolm ¢apd APl obd “Azpder ewk oz £4,
TR AR gl AFA oldTels] AEelth 2R A4 FTEA Fold 4F
A%, 2z Ange 294 AA 3 Ed delA B2 AdS AdE A
A FAR Aoleh wheba Frksh AW Fule AT a9 gl uhet Aoz
A= e ok ek, AFt AFE ool W E Ade ohvith 2349 A% AL
F7re R1ES At o o] diAlete o] FAAl EFojvh. de gl vejal
Eyo wad,

o

e

=

“Melg ozl Mk, Aleigle]l g Este dFx ofel Aol el % Z(species) & @A sy, 8=
] ‘l\l‘ Fo} Z] 12 3:5] % Q& g Ak }%7“ \53 %fg}r/}_ »l1)
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A9 2% FANE o2 g3 Raste AL noZd A4
e AN Dozd, T FEA A4gosd vEs 29 Aol Aot Eue A
9 afgol o)z FEAY afFolth o TEM) 2T AUL WEL £,
s, e, BEe TeeE FEe9 A2l e HE Aol Welad gad

0%4

“EA%E wheom ATHAG Gk AEhd 23 w5 9AR)m A BH FEA &
AE A BA A% AG AR Eel ol wEolwh 2AL ZE sag Afold, BE
ool AFols, wd LE U3t A4 AFAL At 2FF A FEE o AUE F
2% 94" 4 9o e, 278 BA delgE A4 ﬂ+£ 4014 A §nke] ol Aetgly A
HE, FL Aba‘a e gow dold ARHE Aolel Adeleh B4 Frkel Ate §34 A3
o Wzm Fu WD 9@ A 8 2l ~—a+s}v}

o9 gol IAFYA HAL FTe| AHAHY APk oA FUAR BEE
A A% uck 2% KABAE A2 ok mas do] AW ddlA 20 AF
of A A, olde] A FAe) $IE 1847 F FUAE, 59 SARFIA SE)
AFste diFel, FAFY 2en 1T 0T oA FAM A Fol
A& ALeE AW 4 gor], o chepat AL 1947 2 AAY BN g3

10) Edmund——lﬂ-ke, Reflections on the Revolution in France, London, 1971. p. 359.
11) Sabine, o0p. cit., p.55990 A1 ol &,
12) Burke, op. cit., p. 368.
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@ AASE 2A Aek 2 vl ae] A4l vhehbe G Fe)AY) wgFel
WEL ARES ol s §yol FAo] sz LAY A3 AAA F
BewA Anagon, 18153¢ AFsel oA 45T A2} #Hge] oAk 2l
4 4B 944 A Mool AEE 2 Ao Ay FAAT Astel 498
WE FAT NS 244 Azt @ A Az BrelH, Waket ¢4
FEom Qs FEAL WAL wrk AT ARel F ¢ T AL FRe
Ae4e) G Azl E Gk welas) FAFE 2w (Coleridge)st A AUS.

Milo] 2% of ¢ ZA9A Wik vl Seln 44T AfFelel Jze] Aa ek

=

Band whEsl Alwtaae] el 2% dA4¢ st G A4y daMe 9T
Aol & A4S dA FAh 2 oA E £& AR B9A Asliste] FAol =2

I ! or] 1833def] o]v] Ay el

FAE T keF271L AAdE A% AAT =He] SR AX Apdelrh. 22 o]
FRZC AL A% g AAFeA Hel 1810dFE = A e

1A okl AAR ol& AbE] IR &

B57F QRS Al FE shEte AAE shA LA e, Aoy Adsed 2 51
Aol APwl zAA AfFd A iy 4 5
1867 AAY AA Jste] A x=EAI) Fiu 3\
TEA Hek AgFoA A T e BAd 244 AfFelst
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A &

Seyg AA4E fA7] AAAE PAAG FAA] A5 gAY, 53
AQle) Aft FAAg sl%ol hd TEA AAE 015471 of |z 1840 ee] &
AARA BAH AEBES A4F A0S Mill, 1806~1873)2} A3hx Ao AY L 4

dge 27]e) HeolT 4 FY A wde] AAG AT 4 FH Ao o
Do A Fege FTEFY AAoniE AzFzch 18639 w7k [FeF9 )

(Utilitarianism)ol 4 & WeHe) sjeols 429 324 94 292 Popgolm
et FAF0] A 49D AelolA W ol FA Wehw ek B m: AAd Y
99¢ £99 Ao PobFolir WEH PFL 2] AL FAGEWF &2, 9

%3t Ao AR E BIA Y ol AL 4o Fx

il 1 )
1 k=
Al FTE T olr 5o Aol ol g Mol Fxal gk drkabd “mu A o 2ol

13) JS Mlll Ut111tarnn1sm London, 1950, pp.9-10.
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A e adolsk ANA AAY HAFLE FaE o] ohix YA Aubel Hrjsels)
WEolth W o)A hEob T4 AAe = & Edelch zeu $E ofn] fef
A oee slgFela Az Fa4 94 Abelo] FAtE AFE AAUA o &A
S QA S @ HHF 42T T YHor oA @EdE AL B
AZ o Qe whE oleld S PNl FuA WL M TAFYE FrAA EelA
sRagen, o% Aud £449e FIAR nQd FeFe AdFea, o]s]F
94 4A% zEAez WAAAA sk

A F42 3 E Aol AF FolE AAartE Holh, WL s gAY
A4 Hol9) Qlgel Were] A7 Aok & Fol 4w AsF ACD Wk Lo
geba “owl Fio o] tHE Fiol wlshel wc wFA}E weh AAYE Aol ehe
AAE AARE AL TG QA o ke Ao] .Y BE e ated 2
AL WostaA Goa g2 249 & Bok oz A% @ 2dd 45 92
Aol AE mEHA @uchE A F9HA 9k Q7] FEEEE 27 4 dE
S o) 49 nrk e BAo gebs 44L A% Adolu, Qo] FEEEY 9%
SulA @Echi AL A s SArolel AA el sk ek Adel Ad FHoleh Wol
get “WEHE YA Ao nE BoEsE Qzo] HE Aol v, zgvhd 2
5 Apolo] $AE oFA AAAEA? T A AF FolA B ANE BF AYG A

Sol 2% e ARTTE, = 49" AL “wvh wFAF Aol 0 o) ‘o)
S AY m T BS ABE o D A%, AA4, AE == A 43
F e AL EFAAL Ak o5 e 4uA $949 AL FAAA? 2R
ARG AA S 2E A4S 2%A A @I 2WE RAA wmE @ ARA
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14) Ibid., p.16.
15) Ibid., p. 1.
16) Idid., p.12.
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17) J.S. Mill, On Liberty, New York, 1966, p.56.

18) Ibid., p.o.

19) Samuel Taylor Coleridge, Constitution of Church and State, R. Williams, Culture and Society,
London, 1960, p.6lelA el &,

20) J.S. Mill. op. cit., p.50.
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21) J.S. Mill,, Utilitarianism, p, 46,
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22) T.H. Green: Prolegomena to Ethics, London, p, 22.
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23) Ibid., p.159.
24) Ibid., p.192.
95) Ibid., p.193.
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The State and the Individual in the 19th Century English Social Thought

-—a resume—-
Yersu Kim

This paper attempts to .show how two points of view concerning the relationship
between the state and the individual—laissez-fairism and etatism—interact with each other
and with the forces unleashed by the Industrial Revolution in the 19th century England
to produce modern liberal democratic philosophy. This attempt is carried out by examining
the problems faced by, and the philosophical synthesis forged by a succession of English
social philosophers—John Locke, Jeremy Bentham, Edmund Burke, J.S. Mill and finally
T.H. Green.

Locke sets the stage for the dialectics between the state and the individual by tracing
the origin of political authority not to the divine rights but to the social compact
amongst free and equal individuals endowed with natural rights to life, liberty and
property. In order to circumvent the tendency toward a free for all due to inherent
greed and partiality in men, individuals enter into a social compact to create a
government with legislative and executive powers subject to the principle of majority
rule. Here the tension between individualism and rejection of anarchism inherent in
individualism which characterized English liberalism comes to surface. ‘As a 18-century
social philosophers concerned with abolition of absolutism, however, Locke gave clear
philosophical priority to individual rights. He sought the philosophical fonndation for
these rights in natural law. Such a view however was clearly in conflict with Locke’s
epistemology, according to which experience was the sole source of knowledge and
truth. As the 18th century advanced, it was clear that Locke’s individualism needed to
be provided with a better philosophical foundation.

The principle of utility based on hedonistic psychology was able to provide just such
a philosophical justification to individnalism in the late 18th century and early 19th
century England characterized by anti-metaphysical and empiricist spirit. While repudiating
the natural law of medieval metaphysics, it was able to retain the respect for the rights

of individual and the advocacy of radical reforms characteristic of Locke’s liberalism. It
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served in fact as the philosophical basis for the radicalist movement of the early 19th
century in England.

The principle of utility—the greatest happiness for the greatest number—together with
hedonistic psychology on which the principle was based, provided just such a philosophical
justification. By postulating the aim of government to be attainment of happiness of greatest
number of individuals, Bentham’s utilitarianism gave English liberalism a decisive push
toward greater democracy. It served in fact as the philosophical basis for a large number
of legislative and penal reforms in England in the early phase of the Industrial Revolut-
jon. The conflict however between the altruistic tendency inherent in the utility principle
and the egoistic tendency inherent in hedonistic psychology should not go unnoticed. The
hedonistie calculus requires that my pleasure and pleasure of others should have equal
value. Yet it is far from clear that the pleasure of others can play the motivational role
that my pleasure plays, at least to the same degree. It is the role of government and
legislation to mediate whenever conflicts among pleasures arise. It became increasingly
evident that the psychology of quantitative hedonism was inadequate to explain the
relation between individual and community, particularly in view of the emergence of such
social problems as urbanization and pauperization that concern not just individuals but
the community as a whole.

The need for a communal point of view found early expression in the conservative
political views of E. Burke. Basing himself on Hume’s destructive criticism of natural
rights, Burke advocates primacy of sentiment over against reason. Just as the liberals
did, Burke advocated laissez-faire in economic policy, but for entirely different reasons.
His position was based not on the primacy of individual rights and freedoms, but on the
primacy of community and state as concrete expression of tradition. Rights and freedoms
are prescribed by the tradition as embodied in the long development of state, and memb-
ers of that state are duty-bound to preserve them. Burke’s vehement opposition to the
French Revolution is rooted in his suspicion of abstract ideas in politics. French Revolu-
tion was an artificial attempt to put abstract ideas into practice. Such an attempt, accord-
ing to Burke, is doomed to failure, because a community cannot survive without love and
loyalty of its members, which can only grow in tradition. Burke’s etatistic view point
has a greater kinship with the idealistic tradition of continental Europe, particularly with
romanticism, medievalism and ethnography of the late 18th century German thought.

Burke’s emphasis on tradition and stability, however, was an expression of a need for a
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new synthesis in social philosophy that could adequately account for the changing relation
between the state and the individual. It finds its fruition in the more humanely based
liberalism of J.S. Mill.

Mill’s philosophical task was one of revising the principle of utility in such a way as
to meet the needs of a society entering a more mature phase of industrialization. The
revision was in essence two-fold. One was to recognize a qualitative differentiation among
pleasures. Another was to accept the idea of self-realization as the standard with which
to measure qualitative differences among pleasures‘.- One pleasure is qualitatively superior
to another, in so far as it contributes more toward realization of capabilities inherent in
individuals. Since, however, the development of the community as a whole is not necess-
arily based on a simple addition of individualities, the common good of the society as a
whole must place certain constraints on unlimited development of individuality. Mill’s
interest in the common good of the society became increasingly greater, and his advocacy
of social legislation in late years was described even by himself as being socialist. The
tension in Mill between the individualism inherited from the earlier liberal tradition and
the communalistic tendency was an element in Mill’s liberalism which, while making a
theoretic integration difficult, gave a richer and more humane base to the liberalism
based merely on hedonistic utilitarianism.

The ideal of self-realization plays an important role in the idealist revision of liberalism
in late 19th centnry by the Oxford idealists, particularly T.H. Green. For him the end
of life was a complete realization of capabilities and potentialities of individuals. Such
an ideal was based, unlike the earlier utilitarians of the empiricist tradition, on a collec-
tivistic view of human nature, according to which individual fulfillment is possible only
within a social framework. Such a framework is provided by the state. Unlike the
absolute etatism of the Hegelian provenance, Green saw the state and.the individual in
a mutual interactive process. The function of the state is to create and promote those
conditions necessary for the self-realization of the individual members. Green thus opposed
the classical liberalist conception of freedon as a mere absence of constraints. Positive
freedom must be one that is consonant with the ideal of self-realization of individuals.

The idealist revision of liberalism thus explicitly recognizes the role of the state in full

realization of the individual self.
The dynamic relationship between the state and the individual in the social thought of

the 19th century England coincides with the founding process of democratic liberalism.
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One of the essential reasons for the preeminence of Great Britain in 19th century was
perhaps this successful balancing and integration of two essentially opposed ideas of the

individual and the state in a gradual interactive process.



