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INTOLCDUCTION

The work of Irof, Crawford Brough Macpherson is
significant and relevart to undersiand the cul-de-sac
which liberal political theory and institutions (liber=-

alism &5 & whole) hive entered, At a tirve, when the

‘societies of advenced capitalism are féecing a major crisis
it is vorth inguiring how fer 'acoherson's views do
Succeed in providing a veluable guide as to how the

1

world could appropriately be cheng’ 4, how the vestern

Pra—

Societies could at least berendered r ore zenuinely de-

mocreatic, Considerina the exnerience of “ociszlist sce-

lcties in this prescnt crisis-ricd.a century, the nece-

4

seity for a non-martet polit

I
O

al t oory L2 rrtein o poci-
tive conncction to wesiorn liberal values hee become the
prime concern of the <erious liber:l thinkers, Any

post market liberal socicty requircs (as the liberals
claim) not pious reascurances, but inctituticnal support
for individual liberty and rights, that asre the most
vehemently defended in the liberal tradition. Contem—
porary societies heve &lready been ignoring liberal
individualism through massive organisztion and manipula-
ted consumption, The inability of the 1liberal theory

to analyse effectively and propose alternatives to the
contemporary decline of the individual suggests that the

cul-de-sac is rooted in the conceptual foundation of



liberalism itself.l

Macpherson's rigorous analysis of the market
assumptions of liberal theory pinpoints this concep~
tual inadequacy and attempts to maintain a commitment

to liberal values in a post-market society,

Unlike many contemporary political thinkers, C,B.
Macpherson has for many years been the single major
radical voice in the traditional disciplines of political
philosophy and the hiétory of political thought, Prof,
Macpherson began his well-known and classical study "The
Political Theory of Possessive Individualism" (a ground-
breaking work) by pointing to the persisting difficulty
of finding a firm theoretical basis for the legitimacy
of the liberal democratic state, He has done much to
repoliticize political philosophy, giving it some foun-
dation in history. and economy,and revealing its ideo-
logical function. 1In an age, when radicalism is almost
automatically equated with Marxism, he (being necessa-
rily a liberal) almost alone among his contemporaries,
has devoted the bulk of his work to one particular tradi-
tion of thought, namely, liberalism, with which he has

" developed a fascinating and ambiguous relationship,

1, Ian H, Angus, 'On Macpherson's Developmental Libe-
talism', Canadian Journal of Political Science,
XV:1l, March 1982, p. 145,




For more than thyee decades C,2, Macpherson, a serious
and constructive political philosopher, has waged a
relentless campaign to expose and criticise 'po;sessive
individualist' assumptions of classical and liberal demo=-
cratic theory. All his writings give a clear focus to
this mission (campaign) and provides the fullest expre-
ssion to date of its positive side: the elaboration of
social philosophy incorporating liberal values but free
from possessive individualist assumption.2 What is
defective in the assumptions is less the theoretical
problem than they havebecome historically outmoded, For
Macpherson liberal democracy is historically-even poli-
tically-inadequate, before it is .theoretically inadequate.
It is inadequate for the west now because it rests on
postulates, that have ceased to be historically relevant,
Macpherson argues that liberal democratic theory has
proved to be inadequate and unscientific in late 20th
century because of its adherence to the 17th century
roots:; the doctrines and ideas of 17th century which
were suitable and scientific for the then society cannot

be retained -in the present society,

2, Possessive individualist assumptions have been
elaborated in the book: C,B3., Macpherson, 'Political
Theory of Possessive Individualism : Hobbes to =
focke? (Clarendon Press), Oxford, 1962) pp. 263-64,




The title of C,B, Macpherson's 'Democratic
Theory : Essays in Ratrieval'BeXpresses the concern
underlying almost all his writings. That concern is to
retrieve liberalism and its ethical principle of the
free and equal development of essential humanity and
its system of civil and political liberties from their
longstanding connection with capitalist market society
and the ethos of market man.4 According to Macpherson
this rescue is necessary because capitalism and the
ethos of market man have become barriers both to the
realization of the principles of each man's free and
equal development and to the preservation of human

rights,

Taken together all his works5 on liberalism and

3. C.B. Macpherson, 'Democratic Theory: Essays in
Retrieval! (Clarendon Press, Oxford, 1973

4, Macpherson Comments: "What I have been trying to
do all along (and am still trying to do) that is
to work out a revision of liberal democratic
theory, a revision which owes a good deal to
Marx, in the hope of making that theory more
democratic while rescuing that valuable part
of the liberal tradition which is submerged
when liberalism is identified with capitalist
mar<et relations' (C,B, Macpherson 'Humanist
Democracy and Elusive Marxism : A Response to
Minogue and Svacek', Canadian Journal of Political
Science', IX:3, 1976 p. 423),

5. C.B., Macpherson, *Political Theory of Possessive
Individualism:Hobbes to locke', Clarendon Press,
Oxford, 1962),

C.3, Macpherson; The Real World of Democracy!
(Oxford University Press, Oxford 1966).

C.B3, Macpherson, 'Democratic Theory: Essays in
Retrival' (Clarendon Press, Oxford, 1973)

C.B. Macph-rson, ‘'Life and Times of Liberal

Democracy' (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 1977)




its inadequacies represented the most extensive and
coherent critique.of the continuing dependence of liberal
democracy upon a capitalist economic base to be attempted
by any political theorist since second world war, It

was 3 critique which had the major virtue of taking the

strengths of liberalism at least as seriously as its

defects.

The argument to this effect is one of Prof,
Macpherson's recurrent themes, 'He offers s historical (
theory about possessive individualism which is found in
Hobbessian and Lockean Psychology, the ideology which |
was needed to provide capitalism all its rationality
and legitimaecy to get it going. Its political impact
was to equate capitalist accumulation with rafional
self-love and to justify a class distribution of poli-
tical powers to match the distribution of ownership,

But now, according to Macpherson, it has become worn-out
and irrational since the world has moved from scarcity

to abundance.

Manheréon's is a 'political intervention', 'an
ideological battle', He advises that what is needed is
a set of values or an ideology that would allow the
west to maintain a position of world importance while

contesting with the other two-ti:irds of the world.6

6, Macpherson - n3, p. 167,



6

A viable western ideology must be built on the recogni-
AS
tion, that the worldAno longer a western preserve; (this

is difficult but not impossible).7

Macpherson warns that *'Liberal democratic nations
cannot expect to run the world, nor can they expect
that the whole world  will run to them'.® Since it
cannot impose its pattern oﬁ the rest of the world, the
most it can do, is to compete with it; but the west can
only comepte with it by bringing fundamental change in
liberal democratic theory which the prospective conquest
of scarcity has made éossible. Manherson consoles the
leaders-more accuraﬁely_the established order, the
dominant class that 'the requisite adjustment of western
ideology does not involve altering or abandoning the

values on which the west must pride itself.9

Macpherson's project is more tactical, strategic
and defensive, He wants to infuse new blood into liberal
democracy, He is in search of a new vision, new insight

and he argues that unless the leaders and politiciansgin

7. Ibid
8. C.B. Macpherson, 'Life and Times of Liberal Democracy'
(Oxford, Clarendon Press, 1977), pp 2=3.

9, Macphersob, n3, p. 167,



the west are prepared to make or accept the fundamental
change in the liberal_justifactory theory the west stands
to loose, Macpherson notes that the utilitarian con-
sumer ethic i,e, man is a bundle of apoetitZS seeking
satisfactionslo which traces back its origin in Hobbess'!
and locke's writing for justifying market assumptions,
corresponds closely to the prevailing market society and
is, in this sense, realistic whereas the ethic of self
development i.e, man is a bundle of conscious energies

seeking to be exerted,ll

contradicts market assumptions,
Since I.S, Mill, liberalism has struggled with these two
inconsistent principles, wavering between 'realistic’

and 'ethical' premises, The goal of Macpherson's critique
is to establish this inconsistency which has never been
clearly perceived by liberal theorists, and to contri-

bute to a replaceméent of utilitarian premises by the

ethic of individual self-development.12

What Macpherson holds is that contemporary libe-
ralism is in crisis; it has lost its validity and rele-
vance in Socialist countries and holds no appeal for the
third world because of its link with an inegalifarian

and exploitative cepitalism, and as a theory of democracy

10. ibid- pp. 4-5
11. ibid,

13. Macpherson, n.2, p., 295; n 3, pp. 22-23; n 8, pp 31
and 99,



it is hopelessly hampered by its entanglement with posse-

ssive individualism, And possessive individualism simply

———

cannot provide the true basis of a theory of democracy

—

because it is essentially inimical to equality,

— e

In this critique of Macpherson an attempt has been
taken to use two kinds of criticism : internal and exter-
nal, The one teststhe internal inconsistency of Macpher-
son's argument, that is, whether the end of his theore-
tical project can be achieved by the means he prescribes,
The 6ther is external to Macpherson's argument, referring
to what Macpherson .omits in hisq&heoretical project to

achieve the end.

This work is mainly analytical and deductive,
The analysis is based on txa sources - primary i,e, the
original works of MQCphérson and secondary i,e, the works
other than Macpherson's own works relevant for this
purpose, In this analysis and deduction enough care has

been taken to avoid misinterpretation,

Then the next question comes : Why a Marxist
critique? Far from being refuted, rejected or dismissed,
Marxism with its powerful analytical method is today as

“relevant as ever to any attempt at understanding and,

therefore, crhanging the world, Macpherson is also fully



right in reminding us that 'it may even be that the
utility of Marxism os rmeans of understanding the world

co s . : 13
is increasing over time!',

Questions of partisanship cen be raised in this
exercise, 1In a study of sociel and pclitical thought,
Sabine writes, ‘one can make no profession of impartiality
beyond the fidelity to socurces which is the obligation
of every serious historian, or beyond that vowal of
conscious preferences which should be expected of every
honest man, In any cther sense the claim of detachment

. .. . 4
is a superticiality or a oretenset,

Our assumptions,
opinions, be . iefs, principles anc attitudes towards lite
together constitute our philosophy to wnich also belong}
our general ways of looking at things and ideas, our
philosophical preferences and perceptions., As A,E,
Taylor ssys, 'we heve no choice whether we shall have

a philosophy or not, but only the choice whether we
shall form our theories conscicusly and in accord with
some intelligible principle, or unconsciously and at

random.l5

13, Macpherson - n 3, p. 134,

14, G.H, Sabine, ‘'History of Political Theory, Ed .3
Gorge G, Harrap, london, 1960, p. viii

15, Quoted by John Lewis, 'Introduction to Philosophy!
London, 1954, p. 3.
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So we must recognise and analyse our pholosphical
preferences or perceptions, subject them to most careful
and critical scrutiny, in order to make them as rational
and scientific as we possibly can, No view can be
wholly objective and impartial (which is an illusion)
and each scholar of this type of study is more or less
a victim tobthe ideological impact and so also the

researcher here,

There is an additional advantage in analysing
Macpherson's thought from a Marxist angle since he him-
self has accepted Marxism as a means of analysis, As
a result thefe can be a more objective and scientific
evaluation devoid of misinterpretation of Macphersont's
thought as well as his means and ends, It is always
more effective to attack the person with the same or
more developed weapon which he himself uses, Here

Marxism serves both the purposes,

This polemical work does not claim Lo much of
originality or scholarship or creativity but its claim
is primarily one of meaningful relevance to the present
situation of contemporary political theory, 1In this
endeavour, enough care has been taken to study Macpherson's
thought as objectively and impartially as possible, taking

its argument seriously and in its own right, and examining
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its validity primarily on rational ground but within the
limits of the researcher, It dces not, however, examine
either Macpherson's analysis or prescription within the
parametepPs of emprirical evidence of contemporary wes-
tern democracies, At this stage the researcher regards

that problem beyond the scope of this inquiry.

The present study is divided into four chapters,
Chapter I deals with the evolution of liberalism in its
socio-historicel perspective, An attempt has been made
to show how liberalism becauce of its adherence to bour-
geois ideology is faced with an insurmountable obstacle,
for its starting-point and its goal are siways an apolo-
giaz for the existing order of things or atleast the
proof of its immutability. This also includes Macpher-
son's failure to analyse liberalism in its true socio-

historical context,

Chapter II includes Macpherson's critique of
liberalism and his attégt to liberate its major concepts
such as man and society, power, freedom, property,
right, equality on which liberalism is based, from the
capitalistic market envelope., There also has been an
attempt to show how Macpherson remaining necessarily
within liberal parameter has failed to transcend its

inherent limitations.
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Chapter III deals with Macpherson's critique of
different models of liberal democracy and also his own
model of democracy.' An effort has been made to point
out how, despite all his efforts, Kacpherson has not
been able to rescue liberal democracy from its inherent
weaknesses and especially from possessive individualistic

assumptions,

In Chapter IV an overall evaluation of Macpherson's
centribution to liberal politicsl theory hes been mede,
There has been on attempt to show how Macpherson des-
pite his trenchant criticism aqainst possessive indi-
vidualistic assumptions, hes failed to rescue liberal
democracy and liberal velues from its trap rather he

gets circumscribed within it,
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CHAPTER - I

LIBERILISM ; EVOLUTION

Liberalism, in its classical sense had always
meant freeing the indivudal from the outdated restraints
of old establish«d institutions, The liberals claim that
the goal of liberalism, since the term came into use
in its ideologicsl-political meaning, was emancipation

i.e, emancipation of minds from dogmas and superstitions

and of citizens trom despotism, Emancipation meant an
2anc o —=epQkioli

institutional structure within which people would decide
what direction to move in if they wanted to move, Some
liberals claim that-so crucial is the idea of liberty

to liberalism that liberalism might be quite summarily
defined as this effect to organize liberty socialiy and

to follow its implication,

Both the term liberalism and the reality - which
it connotes have changed during the course of history.
The defence of ‘liberalism at the hands of So many thinkers
and statesmen belonging to different period of history
has resulted in complicating and mystifying the real mea-
ning of the term, There has beeq an intractable dispute

among contemporaries about the proper use of these con-

cepts and so about the nature of liberalism,



14

Liberalism traces back its genealogy to Renaissance;
and at this juncture the distinctive world-view of libera-
lism began to emerge; and for it is not until that period
that we ‘find the development on a significant scale of the
view of humanity and the world which forms the indespen-
sable philosophical core of modern liberalism.l From
this period only liberalism was conceived not merely
as a movement of ideas but as a real and substantial
social and political force, But the idea of a clean
break betw~en the medieval and modern era is no longer
tenable, if indeed it ever was, However, to trace its
emergence much further back to classical Greece involves
a great deal of anachoronism since this is really a weird

hypothesis,

The liberal world view is essentially anthropocentric,

individualistic and secular in character, Liberalism

emerged as a new ideology to serve the purpose of a
particular class and the freedom it strived for had no
title to universality, since its practice was limited to
men who had property to defend., The claims of birth had
been succeeded by the claims of property., The set of all
moral rules sanctioned by the religious authority and

institutions which put constraints in the exploitation

1, Anthony Arblaster, 'The Rise and Decline of Western
Libe.alism', Oxford, Basi! Blackwell Inc,, New
York, 1984, pp 95-98,
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of the means of production was evaded, criticized and
abandoned, It sought to vindicate the right of individual
to shape his own destiny. It fought for the removal of
all obstructions, trammels law might impose upon the right

to accumulate property.

Contrary to the views of the liberals who claim
the universality of liberal temper, liberalism from its
very birth has, in its institutional result, inevitably
been more limited and narrovw in its benefits than the
society it sought to guide.‘ For tnough it has refused to
recognize any limit in theory, whether of class or creed,
to its application, the historic condition within which
it has operated effected @ limitation despite itself and
it is the meaning of this limitation which is the key to
the understanding of the liberal idea.2 The scope of
conscience it has created has been narrowed by its regard
for property and its zeal for the rule of law has been‘

tempered by a discretion in the breadth of its application,

In the sixteenth century, liberalism saw a new
light, & new spirit of enterprise, & fresh activity, e
zest for innovation. And capitalist spirit for the first

time began to colour the whole mentality of society and

2. H,J, laski, 'The Rise of kuropean Liberalism_:
An Escay in Interpretation', London, Ceorge
Allen & Unwin Ltd, p. 16,
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shape the attitude of individuals to every department of
behaviour, It started rationalising the operation of

capitalist ethos,

Max Weber and Prof, Tawney acknowledge that the
rise and growth of ‘'protestantism' made possible fhe
triumph of capitalist temper and it was a potent force
in preparing the way for the commercial civilization.
HEEQEEDEEEFitY and teleology, the two great;@g§i§yai
principles were rejected, the hold of dogma wss weakened,
and the empire of reason and science extended their boun-

daries,

By the sixteenth century, the state had built all
the institutional instrumentalities it required for new
purposes, Liberalism made the state a capitalist state,
almost despite itself; it created a new physical world,
both in geographical and ideological sense which was
expansive utilitarien, self-sufficient and self-confi-
dent.3 Machiavelli despite all his limite tions provided
all the requirements that perfectly matched the develop-
ment of his time. The state weilded wide power because

the emerging bourgeois found in a strong central authority

3, 1bid, pp 83-85,
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the best guarantee of its own survival and pros.perty.4

The classical liberalism had its réots in the
political theory and practice off?eventecnth century.
Laski has rightly termed the seventeenth century as the
age of genius for even after three hundred years the
implication of its discoveries are not yet exhausted.5
In the seventeenth century liberalism had its final
victory over all odds and anything inimical to it was
hardly discernible., Macpherson argues that 'whether
individualism of the 17th century is deplored as having
undermined the chrictian Natural Laew traedition, or applau-
ded as havino opened new vistas ot freedom and progress,
its importance is not disputed, Nor is it doubted that
the 17th century individualism hss been an outstanding
characteristic of the whole subsequent liberal tradition.
Even the utilitsrian doctrine which seemed to supercede
them in the 18th and 19th centuries is at bottom only a
restatement of the individualist principle which were

worked out in 17th century: Bentham built on Hobbes.6

4, Macpherson has completely ignored the development
of likteralism in fifteenth and sixteenth century
which is of cardinal importance to understand the
possessive individualistic aspect of seventeenth
century political theory because these possessive
individualistic assumption did not come into
existence all on a sudden rather it developed
through successive stages of history,

5. H.J;- Laski, n.2, p. 86,

6, C.B. Macpherson, 'Political Theory of Possessive
Individualism : Hobbes to locke, op. cit., pp 1-2,
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a
The academic bias towards empiricism is itself part

of the history. The atomistic assumption is inevitable

and alsc ubiguitous., Philosophical atomism got its reflec-
tion in the conception of society as a collection of
discrete self-moving individualswhich found profound expre=-
ssion in the writings of Hobbes and later Bentham, And

its possessive quality is found in its concention of the
individual and Society.7 The scientific revolution pro-
vided the most powerful psychological aid for the rationa-
lization of capitalism and generated in its ardent follo-
wers the qualities and the temper that the new commercial

1ife demanded,

Individualsm, as a basic theoretical position dates
back to Hobbes, Although his conclusions can scarcely
be celled liberal, his postulates were highly individuali-
stic.8 Hobbes’ rationality had a mercantile flavour. It
was not strong enough to withsiand the force of compe-
titive appetites, only strong enough to show men that
they must submit to a sovereign to avoid worsr; thus the
bourgeois assumptions which were found in the premises of

Hobbes' thought led to the erection of the soverign state.9

7. ibid., pp, 263-264,
8. Ibid., p. L.
9, C.B. Macpherson, 'Democratic Theory : Essays in

Retrieval, op. cit., p. 244,

A}
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Absolutism was the price which the propertied were will-
ing to pay for their security for an end to the threat of
social rrvolution which hed threatened them since last

one hundred years. Liberalism was born not in democracy

SIS

but in absolutism. Prof. Macprerson aptly argues that

the predominance of mathematical thinking in 17th century
is closely related to the rise of capitalism, Quantitative
analysis of the material world, of which mathematics is

the purest form, was demanded increasingly from the 15th
century in the service of canitalist technology and of

the nation-state, The bourgeois mind is apt to mathe-
matical mind and the mothematiczl mind is gencrally a
pbourgeois mind; and the mathematicel method is also con-
gruous with the reduction of all men to the equality of

marxet.lo

According to Macpherson,Hobbes' materialism was

an advance; it ma&e possible a deeper understanding
of the new forces at work in society, as well as helping
to destroy the ideological supports of the old order and
to provide foundations for the kind of state necessary to

contain and support capitalist development.ll Hobbes!

10, Ibid., p. 246,

11, Ipid., p. 247.
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absolutism is the necessary response to his iédividualism
and reflects a tendency within libere! thought to negate

itself by pushing individualism to the point where autho-
ritarianism seems to be the only possible political ans-

wer, There was a beautiful congruity of both *'feudal!

and 'bourgeois' elements in Hobbes' thinking.l2

John locke was indeed 'the fountain-head of classi-
cal English liberalism',13 who began to put the science
of man on a new footing. Modern critics point out that
locke is'the confused man's Hobbes! and inconsistent and
lacks the vigour and procbing ‘thoroughness of the very
greatest pholosophers. His political philosophy lacks
the 5ys£ematic constructiveness of Hobbes, or Bentham,
It is because Locke haprens to be a transitional figure
in the development of liveralism whose critical success
in demolishing the thinking of Filmer was not matched by
the development of a coherent system, A tension between
liberal individualism and the traditional corporate notion
of the English community is found in Locke's writings.14

It is also quite ambiguous in case of Locke, whether he

12, Keith Thomas, 'The Social Origin of Hobbes! Political
Thought!, K,C, Brown (ed) 'Hobbes Studies', OUxford
Basil Blackwell, 1965,

13, Macpherson, n.6., p. 262,

14, G.H, Sabine, 'History of Political Theory',
(pp. 524-25)  Gorge G. Harrap , London, 1960.
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meant the people as individual or as corporate entity

symbolized by the soverign,

The conception of rationali men which is so central

to liberal ideas of rationality and rational knowledge,

P has its philosophical roots in Lockean empiricism with its
s e
& '“iiE\% . : | : .

f’:,’ > stress on passive perception, Locke conceived the image

B
3 ?!

Sh T,
‘. pt a bourgeois man who is eminently rational and peaceable,

gf;; Lock?{s individualism demanded the supremacy of the

state, It is not a question of the more individualism,

the less collectivism rather, the more thorough-going the
15

L 4
individualsm, the more complete the collectivism,

Locke's astonishing achievement was to base the property
right on natural right and natural law, and then to remove

¥ all the natural law limits from the property right.l6

5
=
\n»
)
w
-

The assertion of the free retional.individual as the

criterion of good society is a tremendous achievement of

Locke but the very assertion with differential rights and
v rationality of the 17th century society was necessarily

a denial of indiviAuaﬁsm to more than the half of the

population,

15, ilacpherson, n.6, p. 255-56,
lb. Ibid.’ po 199.

Diss
320.5315
72

- M7255 Cb
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The state wes the last conquest of the rising
bourgeois, It made the state tirst ally, then enemy in
the pursuit of its objective, Built on multiplicity of
grievances, the resl result ogTinglish revolution was to
make the state apt to the purrose of man of property.
The rise of bourgeois was no longer a claim to be cha=-
llenged, but a tact to be accepted, The century

liperalism shaped all the contours of civilization to an

apnetite for acaouisition which recognized no bounderies
17

to its claim,

Then comes the era of ‘!protective' liberalism (to
use Macpherson's adjective). This liberalism of the

century is more otten called individualist liberalism

and more rudely atomistic liberatism, The 18th century
liberaiism was so imbued with the ethos of capitalism that
its main basic thrust was to establish ancd nurture a free
market society and protect citizens from the depredation
and oppression exercised by the rapacious government,

The regulation of market was governed by the blind forces
of demand and supply. Protective liberalism predates the
18th century., It found its emergence in the writings of
Locke who is called as the intellectual father of protec-
tive liberalism, He provided all the basic requirements

on which it erected its own super-structure,

17, H.J. laski, n.2., p. 160,
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the
The out-break of French Revolution was a turning

point in the history of liberalism, "ithout the French
Revolution the liberal and radical ideas of liberalism and
the Enlightment would have remained essentially ideas,
circulating among the progressive intelligentsia, without
any substantial infouence on political life, But - such
is the dialectic of history - the Revolution marked not
only the .decisive victory.of liberalism, it also initiated
a fundamental crisis for and within liberalism : a

crisis which persisted throughout its subsequent develop-
ment, Suprisingly the very Revolution, which assured the
future prospects of liberalism, began to challenge the
hegemony of liberalism, It revealed some of the dilemmas
and contradictions inherent in liberalism : problems
centred around on the critical issues of property, equality,
freedom and right. There was a rise of consciousness
among the urban Working Class which gave an entirely new
urgency; and it was to be the cauce of fundamental divicsions
within the liberal tradition., There was first, the
fragmentation of political tradition in which the Revolu-
tion acted as a catalyst; and secondly, there was the rise
to dominance of traditional conceptions of classical

politicai economy.18

18, Macpherson has not taken enough care to discuss
these aspects which definitely played 'a wvital
role in restructure and reconceptualisation of
liberalism in the 18th century.



The classical political economy, by and large a
doctrine of the frece market or laissezfaire, had a major
share in the rise of 18th century liberalism, For Acam
Smith, the founder of classical political economy, the
myraid spontaneous actions of individuals made for their
own private benefit results, by a mysterious alchemy in
social good, There has been much discussion of how
Smitﬁ’s view that the interests of the muititude of
economic actors, each persuing his or her own selfish
interest, might be reconciled by an 'invisible hand!
on the market so that the common ¢ood is attained. For
Smith the state is a police state and its coercive power
is mainly to safeguard the individual against injustice
and violence i.e. injustice to the spontaneous activities
of the individueal and violence to property, With Smith
the practical maxims of business enterprise achieved the
status of theology and the state became its instrument.19

Smith's association of govermment with property is
one of those points at which he is close to Locke,
though without Locke's equivocation; and like Llocke, he
takes labour and person's property in labour as his

starting point,

There was a striking shift from relative confidence

and optimism of Adam Smith to the fatalism and pessimism

19, H.J. Laski, n. 2, pp l81-182,




of Ricardo and above all, Malthus, A confident out-look
was replaced by 2 grimmer and more defensive one which
was a indication of the gradual decline and retreat of
liberalism after the supreme moments of Enlighéﬁent and

the Revolution.zo

Ricardo, the Champion of mercantile class, assumed
two fundamental principles i.e, private oroperty in land
and capital was to be beyond hazard; and free contract
between individual .ere to be enforczd as sacredy Ricardo
concealed neither from himcelf nor from his contemporaries
the immense gap his princinle would give rise to hetween
rich and poor nor did he doubt thet the huge gap would
produce grave popular discontent, He looked upon state
activity as an enemy to be defeated rather than an ally
to be invoked, Living in the age of profound disillusion
with the result of French Revolution any other prospect

would have seemed to him Utopian,

Faced with realities the liberal out-look in the
market mechanism seemed grimner and pessimistic, The
first and most damagingly influential element of pessimism
was injected into classical economics by Robert, Malthus,
Maltnus did more than any single individual to push the
English middle class liberalism towards attitude of defea-

tism and harshness where mass poverty and misery were

20. Anthony Arblaster, n.,l, p, 238,
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concerned and it was the poor who paid the price, The
economic sphere was left to function as free market and
the social sphere of life was subjectéd to governmental

intervention.

Liberal political economy refused to recognise that
poverty and misery were there because of the basic struc-
tural contradictions rather they were seen as misfortune
of the poor for which they were blamed, Harshness towards
poverty and the poor had always been a part of the hidden
and unadvertised history of librralism which became dis-
tinct in this period, Critics from within and outside the
mainstream of liberalism directed their angry and e.oquent
onslaught against the increasing dehumanisation, harsnhness

and complacency of liberalism,

Utilitarianism forms an indivisible part of pro-
tective liberalism, Its culminating phase involved the
sequence of eminent writers that extends from Smith
through Bentham, James Mill, Austin, Malthus and Ricardo,
to J.5, Mill and Herbert Spencer but it had tts foundation
in the writings of Hobbes and Llocke with their very
different emphas¢s, It was first around Bentham, the most
typical utilitarian of them all that a shool began to

form,

According to the utiliterian Ethical principle the
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only rationally defensible criterion of social good was
the greatest happiness of the greatest nuﬁber, happiness
being defined as the amount of indivudal pleasure minus
pain. The most general ends of laws, according to Bentham
are, to provide subsistence, to produce abundance, to

21 Bentham per-

favour equality and to maintain security,
haps saw no need to mention the property-class differen-
tial when stating his case for equality because he had
already decided that the claims of equality were entirely
subordinated to the claims of security.° The individual
was seen primarily as a consumer of utility, pursuing
plcasure and avoiding pain. What appeared, therefore, was
a timeless theory of human nature in which history was
denied and reduced to a habit of a particular time, and
cultural determinants were ignored, Even the claim to
maximise utilities and the claim to do so equitably, which
forms the core of utilitarianism,both failed in the capi-
talist society because of sharp class division., This
psychology of maximizing individual, which might have been
adequate for the then society, is certainly ahistorical,
inadequate and irrational and - 3 denial to individualism

itself,

The democracy advocated by the Utilitarians was

very much in the trauition of liberalism perceived and

21. C.B3. Macpherson, Llife and Times of Liberal Democracy
op. cit., pp 25-27.

220 Ibido ’ pp 30-31..



28

pursued since Locke, The state was reduced to the status
of a watch-dog whose function was to safeguard property
and interrest of the propertied., What had changed in the
period since Locke was not the function of democracy but
the psychological motivation which legitimised and ratio-
nalised it, A new form of natural law emerged, called
utilitarianism based on rational political actors meximi-
sing their utilities which depended no longer on theories

of social contract,

In the perspective of social history the Englighten-
ment, a8 symthesis of the rationalist and the empirical
trzdition, played no less a vital role in the development
of western liberal bourgeois thought, which as a whole,
constitutes 3 unique and vital part of intellectual his-
tory.23 The important thinkers of this tradition are
Voltaire, Rousseauy, Helvetius, Holbach, Diderot, etc,,

A fundamental contradiction was found inthe social and
political ideal of the Enlightemment i.e, between freedom
and equality when each entails a definite restriction

on the other and Specifically in an individualist society
it conceived, The co-existence of a strong bourgeois

and strong nobility could then be made the basis of a

23, Lucien Goldman, "The Philosophy of the Englighten-
ment : The Christian Burgress and the Enlighten-
ment! : Routledge and Kegan Paul, London, 1973,
pp 17.
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modern enlightened monarchy.24

The nineteenth century is the epoch making of
liberal. triumph; from Waterloo until the outbreak eof
the Great War no o*ier doctine spoke with the same
unequivocal authority, exercised the Same widesprrad
influence,25 But towards the later part 6f the 19th
Century some changes in the socicty were thursting them-
selves on the attention of the liberal thinkers; changes
which required a3 quite different apnroach, It was no
longer a question of popular discontents surfacing in
occasional erruptions of anger and desperation, but
the people as a constant force to be reckoned with,
conscious of their own distinctive existence and confi-
dent of the legitimacy of their rights and demands,
Contrary to the thoughts of Bentham and James Mill, class
consciousness among the working class developed and it
began to appear perilous to property., The condition of
the working class was becoming so blatantly inhumen that
sensitive liberals and socialists could not accept it
either morally justifiable or economically inevitable.26
As a result, there developed the liberal and socialist
critique of capitalism coupled with the demand for social
and economic changes which challenged the very basic

principles of the liberal capitalist economy.

24, ibid., p. 41,

25, H.J. Laski, n.2, p. 237,

26, Macpherson, n, 21, p. 44.
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The social impact of this policy and growing criti-
cism of it hy the socialist movement led tc a reaspprisal
of its iceological basis; and understoecd in this sense the
policy of consistent and unbridled laissezfaire was bound
to be transformed into a method for sccial emancipation.,
The emergence of capitalist social philosophy which
exalted the homo-economicus as the true representative of
humanity and made economic succesS the measure of this

value no longer held good,

The perilous socio-economic scenario of the mid-
19th century was of crucial inportence for liberalism
that provoked fresh doubts in theoretical retninking which
marked the beginning of developmentel liberalism, In this
critical juncture ELEAIM;;I, being fully aware of all

these changes, for the first time recognised the exis-

entence of crisis within liberalism, Liberalism, being

-— ——

unable to absorb this crisis within itself took the help

of a technigue of crisis manacement i,e, welfareism,
Welfarism, as a technigue, also recognised the split
between theory and practice with the tacit admiscion that
theory and practice can and do diverge, The major
problem was to make the new liberal philosophy coherent
and humanitarian rather than rely on its ideological

function to remove the repressive institutions of the past,

27, A,D, Lindday: %Introduction to J.S., Mill, Utilita-
rianism, Liberty, Represcntative Government®, 2nd
edn,, Dent, London, 1968, po XV=XVI,

27
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J.S, Mill, like Locke, is a2 central transitional
figure in the development of liberalism, Mill's role was
to brezk with the ahistoricol liberalism of the early
19th century and pave the way for the new historicslly
conscious liberalism of the late 19th century.28 He was
to bridge up the gap between the excessive concentration
on the negative conception of liberty and the attempt to
reconcile both positive and negative conception in the
works of T,H. Green and his followers, By departing
from the protective liberalism of the 18th century and
accepting the developmental concept of man Mill became
the forerunner of the 'developmental liberalism' (to
use Macpherson's phrase) which constituted the high-~
turning point of Liberal doctrine. Mill's transitional
role and his reluctance to part his father and Bentham
left him open to quite trenchant criticism, Yet he

remains as the most famous of all the likerels,

J.S, Mill was aware of the growing militancy
of the working class and at the same time he was also
convinced that 'the poor' could not be shot out or held

down much longer.29 Mill the first philosopher of the

28, Bill Brugger : 'Classical British and European
Liberalism and Democracy" in Norman Wintrop ed,
“iiberal Democratic Theory and its Critics"
London; Croom Helm, 1983, pp 30-31.

29, Macpherson, n, 21, p. 45,
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crisis management technique, being more ,rappled with the
resurging problems than any other utilitarians, had attemp-

ted for reconceptualisation and revision of liberal trends

within its theoretical parameter, His emphasis was not,

like‘that of Bentham, to protect the individual from
oppressive government but on the moral vision of the
possibility of the improvement of mankind, and of a free

and equal society not yet achieved, Unlike his predecessors
he took the essence of man as an exerter, developer and
enjoyer of his or her capacities and the good society is

one which promotes it.’

It seems that Mill's compartmentalisation of
liberty into self-regarding and other-regarding actions
stemmed from the old liberal notion that the individual
is prior to the society, Mill cannot be ranked as a
full eg-alitarian because of his views in favour of piural
voting and perhaps it was because Mill tended to associate
the cause of "individuality with the cause of the hegemony
of intellectuals, Mill did stray all that faer from the
paths in which he was brought up., He was a youthful
enthusiast for Malthusianism and remained a defender of
Malthus’ doctrines throughout his life, Mill was less

- realistic about the necessary structure of capitalist

30, Ibid., p. 48.
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sociely : he saw the existing class inequality and saw
it was incompatitle with his developmental democracy but

thought it ascidental and remediable.Jl

As a result Mill
failed to visualize the contradiction between capitalist
relation of production and the democratic ideal of equal
poscibility of individual self-development, 1In this
advocacy, Mill introduced an element of what llarx called
'Utopianism® and it was in this sense that Mill became

a socialist., Whatever he hadrdone and whatever humanita-
rian changes he had brought were all to salvage liberalism
and to save it from imminent crisis which was & crying
need of the hour. Lipberalism as a political movement
coulc ill-affiord for a long to part company with humani-
tarianism for this had always been a powerful motive among

librals even though it got Llittle overt recognition from

the philosophical radicals,

It is also misleading to call Tocqueville a 'sincere
democrat!', He accepted democracy hecause there was no
choice for him, But when:democracy threatened to open
up the way te socialism, Tocqueville drew back and joined
the side of 'order', which in 1848, was a euphemism for
direct brutal repression of the urban poor and it was not
a mere personal abberation or failure, it represents the

liberal crisis of 1848, and one kind 6f liveral response

31. Ibid., p. 61,
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to that crisis.32 He was an uncritical believer in
laissezfaire economics, and he believed that the demands
for work and for unemployment relief, raised in Paris in

1848, rested upon a simple failure to understand the

. ‘ . . 33
economic laws doomed such enterprise to failure,”

Towards the end of the @g}h century, liberalism was

m————

becoming ideologically bankrupt and was running out of

ideas and steam. Liberalism was occupied with the poli-

tical forms i.e. superstructural role it had created

——————

and it failed adequately to take account of their depen-

dence on the economic foundation they eXpreS%Egs -Bue to
—£he resultant class relations liberalism could not maintain
a balance between the power to produce and the power to
distribute, The forces of production were very much in
contradiction with the relation of production, OQut of

an ever intensifying struygle there emerged the trantic
search for colonies, the clash of competing imperialism,
the economic nationalism which made the political con-
figuration of the world tpe plainest implication of its
economic configuration., According to L.T. Hobhouse, 'the
19th Century might be called the age of liberalism, yet
its close saw the fortunes of that great movement brought

their lowest web, Its faith in itself was waxing cold,..

32, Anthony Arblaster, n.,l, pp 272-273,

33. Hugh Brogan, 'Tacqueville' (Collins/Fontaner,
1973) p. 68,
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it had the air of a creed that is becoming fossilized

34

as an extinct form, At this stage emerged the 'New

Liberalism® which devoted much intellectual and political
T i

energy to reviving that 'great movement',

Originally guarded and ambiguous in their attitude
to socialism the New Liberals preferred to call them-

selves 'Collectivi.sts'.35

The New Liberalism is a curious
mixture of German idvalist Philosophy of Kant and Hegel,
British empiricism and Mill's socialism, T.,H., Green
happened to be the intellectual father ¢f this school and
other exponents are L.T, Hobhouse, J,A. Hobson, John Dewey,
A.D, Lindsay, R.M, Maclver, G,D.H. Cole, R,H, Jawney, HsJ.
Laski and Earnest Barker, They turned to other assumptions
and aspirations to create and popularise what came to be
known as 'Social liberalism' or 'Collectivist Liberalism'
renamed by Macpherson as developméental liberatism but they

could not significently deflect much from the lirceral

fradition.

At the centre of the problem laid two connected
issues : the nature of freedom and the role of the state,

The new liberals asser .ed the emphasis on positive freedom

34, L.,T, Hobhouse, -Liberalism', London; Williams and
Norgate, 1930, o>, 110,

35, Norman Wintrcp, Libe:al Democratic Theory : The
New Lipberalism', Norman Wintrop ed. op. cit.,
p. 87,
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and assigned a_greater role to_the state, They broke down
the old hostility to state activity and tried to justify
interventionism in liberal terms, Hobhouse said much the
same that *'there are mary enemies of liberty besides the
state and it is in fact by the state that we have fought

them'.36

The adjustment to the New Liberalism was less
complete, and more superficial than has been suggested
and that the new liberals uitimately failed to redirect
the new whole tendency of liberalism away from its tradi-
tional channels, Its concern for welfare and its commit-
ment to intervention was somewhat misleading, Not
surprisingly, in common with the liberal tradition as a
whole, they were regarded by left critics as cunningly
concealed conservatives, without even the backbone of the
genuine article, who tried to dilute, render harmless
and absorb into existing structures the policies and
demands of genuine radicals; for conservatives they were
insidious threat to the ﬁation and western civilization.37
Macpherson aptly argues trat these theoristsincreasingly
lost sight of class and exploitation because of a steady

decline in the realism of a2nalysis of libersal SOCiety.d8

36. L.T, Hobhouse, 'The Element of Social Justice!
London; George Allen and Unwin, 1930, p. 83,

37. Norman Wintrop, op.cit., p. 123,

38. Macpherson, n, 21, p. 70,



37

Theseliberals could scarcely see the incompatibility bet-
ween the claims of equal human development and the existing
class inequalities of power and wealth rather they were
sanguine that it could be overcome by a revival of idealist
morality, or @ new level of social knowledge and communi-
éation. They can 3ppropriately be called as 'petty bour-

geois' thinkers,

The positivistic approach, developed in the late
19th and early 20th century, whilst sharing the realist
conception of an objective, rational and explanatory
science, did not aim to get behind the phenomens to reveal
enderlying essences, necessary mechanisms or cdnnections
in nature rather searched for regularities which could
be represented as universal laws, valid for all time.39
The pioﬁeers of this approach are August Comte, Max Weber
and Karl Manheim, The underlying assumption of this
ideology. is that science and technology are politically
neutral and propose no vaélues or social goals of their
own and are only the means for schieving particular pre

defined ends,

This ideoclogy buttressed and put rationale to the

technocratic, elitist, managerial or buresucratic society,

39, Geoff Stokes and Bill Brugger, 'The technocratic
challenge to democratic theory', Norman Wintrop
ed, op. cit., p. 364,
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The positivist social science failed to deal with the
relationship between freedom and necessity adequately,

It however, degenerated into the mapping of surface
regularities, and freedom was seeﬁ as constrained not so
much by essential limitations on human action but by the
surface phenomena of the world and the original revolutio-
nary mood of rationalism became conservative.4o The
positivistic ideas reinforced the general 19th century
belief in progress and tended to confuse the relation-

ship between telos and techne or ends and ‘means,

In the20th century the liberal sense of alienation and
isolation was greatly enhanced, doubt and disgust led to
withdrawals,despairand despondency and even the ethos and
temper of the movement repelled the liberals, The first
World War followed by the victory of Bolshevism in Russia
and the socialist revolution in different parts of the
world marked the end of anera, the collapse of old
liberal hopes and ontimism; and it shattered the dream

of proagress and the perspective of steady humanizing and

liberalizing of its socisl lite and institutions, Libe-
ralism seemed weak and outdated. This horror-stricken
situation genecrated a reactionary ideology i,e, 'Cold-

War liberalism', a militant moderation and an aggressive

40, Ibid., pp 364-365.
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defence of a strongly conservative version of the liberal
tradition, whose main aim was to contain communism.41
Cold war Liberalism was polemical and topical and was
obsessed with the politics of anticommunism, This cold
war liberalism failed to conform to its own precepts,
The terror-stricken liberals in the grip of hysteria did
not hesitate to betray their own essential principles
abjectly which turred at least some of them into advoca-

tes and apologist for political inquisition and persecu-

tion.

Liberalism, by creating & climate of intolerance,
fear and conformity, constituted the grim but necessary
prelude to the very different climaté of opinion which
was celebrated in the U-S,A, at the end of 1950 : end of
ideology, ) - ‘ . The
critique of utipianism and ideology developed by the
liberals like Bell, 8hils,Lipset, Ramond Aron were quin-
tessentially conservative in their outlook., The belief
that 'the fundamental political problems of the indus-
trial revolution have been solved'42 was very soon made
to look ridiculous. The ummasking of persisting forms

of deprivation behind the veil of univrrsal affluence,

41, Anthony Arblster, n, 1, p. 299

42, S.M, Lipset, 'Political Man', William {leinemann
Ltd,, 1960, p. 406.
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the co-existence of public squalor with private wealth,

the emergence of black civil right movements in the U,S,A.,
the deep political apathy created by the American War in
Vietnam, the world depression of the 1970s and 80s, the
return of the galloping inflation and maés Qnemployment

to the developed capitalist world, and the undermining of
the welfare state - all these destroyed the subterfuge

and revealed the iliusion of conflict free, unideological
politics as soon as it had been proclaimed a reality.

It confirmed that the end of ideology, which itself an
ideological episode, was indeed no more than that a
political and intellectual smugness of the post - 1945
capitalist boom, The liberal alliance with political
empiricism, apathy to political radicalism, and renuncia-
tion of ideology in the name of Utopianism shifted the whole

spectrum of western liberalism to the 'Right’,

There was also a new development in de-radicalisa-
tion of liberalism by revising the conception and theory
of democracy known as ‘'pluralist-Elitist-Equlibrium
model of democracy'. Just as a crude version of the
free market was imported from economics into political
science, so also notions of functionalism from biology
via anthropology and sociology into political science,
Even in its less grotosque forms, the revisionist con-

ception of democracy impoverished the classical ideal
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by stripping it off its distinctive essence, The discri-
pancies in this theory reflected the structure of flaring

inequalities of power and wealth in society,

It was not until the world economic crisis of the
1970s and the apparent breakdown of welfare state policies

that there brgan to develop a new 'liberatarian'! ideology43

which found its expression in the writings of the people
such as F,A, Hayek, Milton Friedman, Karl Popper, Isaiha
Berlin and John Rawls., Popper's supposed refutation of
Marx hinged upon his contention that Marx was rigid deter-
minist, wno viewed the human beings as 'mere puppets'
irrestibly pulled by economic wires - by historical f orces

over which they have no controlf)'4 Many of the anti-

43, Bill Brugger, n, 28, p. 38,

44, Karl Popper, 'Open Society and its enemies' vol, 2,
London; Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1962, p, 101,

But it was this same Marx, after all, who wrote in
the Eighteenth Brumaire' 'that men make their
own history but not of their own free will; not
under circumstances they themselves have chosen
but under the given and inherited circumstances
with which they are directly confrontedt! and
Marx himself was at pains in later years to
disown such an interpretation of his theory
(Letter to Mikhailovsky'! in Karl Marx: Selected
Writings, David Mclellan ed, Oxford University
Press, 1977; pp. 571-572),
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Utopian writers are of the opinion that secular 'Utopia~-
nism'45 is a modernized version of an older religious
vision, usually called 'chiliastic', 'millenarian' or
‘messianic!, Berlin says that 'the heart of 'Utopian
dream' is thé pattern of sin and death and resurrection,
Its root lie deep in the rbliéibus imagination of mankind.46
Popper argues that the Utopian or 'Wholistic' method

turns out also to be impossible; it is in the last

resort unworkable.47

* The liberal writers claim that
monism leads to fanaticism and provides the philosophical
basis for utipianism and totalitarianism where as political
pluralism is based on philosophical pluralism which

asserts the diversity and complexity of reality itself,
Although Rawls' justice does not lack a sense of social
justice and a concern to eradicate basic poverty and
depreciation, it is essentially a liberalism which endorses

the status-quo and it could not free itself from the

impact of possessive individualism,

a
This libertarinism has often been called conserva-

tive despite the fact that many of the propcnents see

45, The intellectual source of communist totalitarianism
was held to be the *Utopianism' of the left,

46, Isaiha Berlin, 'Russian Thinkers', Ed, by Henry
Hardy and Aileen Kelly London; Hogarth Press,
1978, p. 717,

47, Karl Popper, n., 44, p. 193, and Karl Popper,
'Poverty of Historicism', London; Routledge and
Kegan Paul, 1969, pp 68-69,
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themselves as liberal, It provides the rationale to the
market philosophy with additional theoretical ammunition,
In the context of unforeseen combination of galloping
inflation with rising unemployment and the absence of an
popular ulternative, the pre-kenysian economics, thinly
refurnished in the guise of 'monetarism' appeared in the
actual policies of capitaiist govermment to heal up

the vacuum produced by the practical and theoretical
impasse of Keynesian and expansionist economics, These
liberatarians plead for the economic liberty with the
plea that the infringement of economic liberty leads to
the infringement of other freedom, But unfortunately
they failed to visualize that so long as ineugality and
diccrepancies is socially generated and the falt lies
with the very structural root of the society, compléte
economic frecdomvleads to Chaos and ansrchy ie, Hobbessian

state of nature.

Hence liberal (i.e. bdurgeois) thought is faced
with insuperable obstacle, for its starting-point and
its goal are always, if not always consciously, an
apologia for the existing order of things or at least
proof of their immutability and also of the pessimism
which perpetuates, the present state of affairs and
“represents it as the uttermost limit of human develop-

ment. 'Thus theie has been history, but there is no
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48 |, .
longer any!', Ilarx observes with reference to bour-

geois economics, a dictum which is equally applicable

to all attempts by bourgeois thinkers to understand the

process of history, As & result, while bourgeois thought

is indeed able to conceive of history as a problem, it

remains an intractable problem,

49

48,

49,

Karl Marx, 'The Poverty of Philosophy', p. 135.

"Either it is forced to abolish the process

of history and regard the institutions of the pre-
sent as eternal laws of nature, Or else, every-
thing meaningful or purposive is banished from
history. It then becomes impossible to advance
beyond the mere 'individuality' of the vaznpus
epochs and their social and human representatives,
In the first case it ceases to be possible to
understand the origin of social institutins,

The objects of history appear as the object of
immuteble, eternal laws of nature. History
becomes fossilised in & formalism incapable

of comprehending that the real nature of socio=-
historical institutions is that they consist of
relations between them. On the contrary, men become
estranged from this, the true source of historical
understanding and cut off from it by an unbridgea-
ble gulf, 1In the second case, history is trans-
formed into irrational rule of blind forces which
is embodied at best in the 'spirit of the

people! or in 'great men'. It ca:. therefore

only be described pragmatically but it can not

be rationally understood". (Gorge Lukacs,
'History and Class Consciousness : Studies in
varxist Dialectic'!, Merlin Press, London, 1971, pp.
48-49,




The tragedy of the bourgeoise is reflected his-
torically in the fact that even before it had defeated
its predecessor, feudalism, its new enemy, the prolatariat
had appeared on the scene, Politically, it becahe
evident when at the moment of victory, the 'freedom’
in whose name liberalism had joined battle with
feudalism, was transformed into new represiveness,

"In the absence of a real, concrete solution the dile=-
mma of freedom and necescity of voluntarism and fatalism
is simply shunted into a sidin,, That is tec say, in
nature and in the 'external world' laws still operate
with inexorable necessity, while freedom and the auto-
nomy that is supposed to result from the discovery of
the ethical world are reduced to a mere point of view
from which to judge internal events".50 Ideologically,
the same contradiction is found in the fact that
liberalism endowed the individual with an unprecedented
importance, but at the same time that same individuality
was squeezed and annihilated by the economic conditions
to which it was subjected, by the reification created by
commodity production, All these contradictions are only
the reflection of the deepest contradictions in capitalism

itself as they appear in the consciousness of the

0. Ibid., p. 124,
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bourgeoisie in accordance with their position in the total

Sl 11t pecomes evident that the

system of production,
man who now emerges must e the individual, egoistic
bourgeois isolated artificially by capitalism and that his
consciousness, the source of his activity and knowledge

is an individual isolated consciousness and it is this

that robs social action of its character as action'.52

The hegemony of the bourgeocisie embraces the whole
of society and it atiempts to organise the whole of society
in its own interests, To achirve this it was forced both
to develop a coherent theory of economics, politics and
society and also to sustain its faith in its own mission
to control and organise society, The inscluble internal
contradictionsof the system reveal with increasing rigid-
ness and so confront its supporters with a choice, Either
they must consciously ignore insights which become incre-
asingly urgent or else they must suppress their own moral
instincts in order to be able to support with a good
conscience an economic system that serves only their own

inﬁerests.53

It is evident from all that the attempt at a solu-

51, Ibid., p. 135,

n
N

-
i

bid., p. 62,

g

53. Ibid.,p. 66

—
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tion represented by the bourgeois philosophers towards the
practical, does not succeed in resolving the antinomies,
on the contrary it fixes them fd; eternity. For just as
objective necessity, despite the rationality and regula-
rity of its manifestations, yet persists in a state of
immutable contingency because its material substratum
remains transcendental, so too the freedom of the subject

which this device is designed to rescue, is unable, being

an empty freedom, to evade the abyss of fatalism.54

According to Lukacs, intellectual genesis must be
identical in principle with historical genesis, The
course of the history of ideas which bourgeols thought
has developed, has tended more and more to wrench these
two principles apart., As a result of this duality in
method, reality disintegrates into multitude of irraiional
facts and over théese a net-work of purely formal !'laws!

emptied of content is then cast.55

The unhictorical and anti-hictorical character of
bouraeois thought becomes glaring when we consider the

problem of the present as historical problem. This

54‘ Ibido, po _]-330

55, Sec for detail 1bid., pp 155-156,
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complete failure has reduced bourgeoic thinkers to the
contemptible mental level., It is grounded in a theore-
tical approach based on unmediated contemptation which
opens up an irrational chasm between the subject and object
of knowledge. Lukacs argues that as a result of its in-
capacity to understand history, the contemplative atti-
tude of the bourgeoisie became polarised into two extremes:
on wne one hand, there were the fgreat individuals!
viewed as the autocratic makers of history, on the other
hand there were the 'natural laws' of the historical
environment. They both turned out to be equally impo. -
tent - whether they are separated or working together -
when challenged to produce an interpretation of the

present in all its radical novelty.56

Macpherson has also not been able to analyse
liberalism in its true socio-historical context, The
criticism applicable to the classical liberal thinkers
can be applied with equal force to Macpherson because
of his failure to understand history and its role in
revealing the antinomies of liberal society., Being

seduced by librralism Macpherson has not been able to

56. Ihid., p. 128
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go deep into the reality of librral sociriy and

reveal its contradictions at the base,

The same inability of liacpherson also gets
reflected in the anzlysis of the liberal values (which

has been discussed in the chapter 1),



CHAPTER - II

LIBERLISM : CRITIQUE BY MACPHERSON

At the centre of the libergl world-view ig a
particular picture of the individual human person and of
his relations to the world in which he lives, It is of
cerdinal importance since from this conception bf the
individual and of his relations to the world flows

much of the liberal system of political values,

There is no denying that the concept of man as
well as humanism, contains certain permanent elements
which are subject to the specific conditions of time and
space; and are thus enriched both by the introduction of
new elements and by keeping old elements alive. Man
always exists'here and now'; his present existence is
at least as important for determining his essence as the

conviction that this essence is determined by historical

determinants.l

. s s L 2
Macpherson argues that possessive individuslism

1. Bogdan Suchodolski, *Renaissance Humanism and
Marxian humanism®, Erich Fromm ed., 3ocialist
Humanism : an internationzl symposium, &llen
Lane The Penghin Press, London, 1967, p. 28,

. Macpherson, Political Theory of Possessive Indivi-
dualism : llobbes_to Locke, op. cit., pp 262 f.




finds its genesis in the seventeenth century political
theory; and these possescive individualistic assumptions
about man, society and politics were cerived, implicitly
or explictly, from seventeenth century realities, But
these possessive individualistic assumptions traced much
further back to Renaissance humanism, Renaissance truely
first began to comprehend that man's genuine autonomy
consisted not only in freedom vis-a-vis religious and
philosophical authorities, but also in liberation from
the slavery of the social world, which was in contradic-
tion to humanity. It is also true that Renaissance re-
discovered man burried under conditioné but paradoxically
renaissance humanism was a denial of itself; it was not

a collective man but an aggressive image, a paranoid

individual.

Renaissance Humanism had truely a pardigmatic
depth and richness of possibilities, It had started with
the idea of liberating men from the trammels of the super-
human world of church metaphysics but posed a central
problem of the philosophy of man and his liberation from
the secular bonds laid ppon all., From the very moment
the empirical conception of man's cognition started to
take shape and multifarious knowledge about empirical
human variety grew, Machiavelli was the first to state

his philosophical conclusion quite in conformity with
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At this phase the conflict between 'reason' and
'history' emerged with particular sharpness.3 More
importance was attached to 'reason' by the believers of
the empirical concept of man to liberate him from con-
servatism and opportunism. Closely bound up with this

conf lict between reason and history, was the conflict

between reason and social reality which was in essence

the same conflict revealed in contemporary life, The
philosophers of the empirical tradition were alarmed

by this problem and finally chose reason and relegated
history to the background, as a result man solitary being
left on his own in the universe, This was glaring parti-
cularly in 17th century, The Enlightenment also stressed
the ides that the reality ought to be transformed accor-

ding to the requirements of reason.

The 'Ontological nomilasim' and 'ontological

4
realism' both have deeply permeated the thought, philo-

3. Bogdan Suchodolski, n,l. pp, 31,32, and M,P. Thompson,
A note on Reason and History in late 17th Century
Political Thought, 'Political Theory', Veol.w,No 4. (Noy, 9

4, Society in the former is no more than a chance accu-
mulation, an agoregation of interests or the locale
in which individual wills and interests are opera-
tive (or join together on complete or struggle);
Society in later sense is some sort of higher,
organic and closed entity to which the individual
is subordineted in every respect (See Rudi Supek,
‘Freedom and Polydeterminism in cultural Criti-
cism', Erich Fromm, ‘'Socialict Humanicm' op. cit,,
p. 298.
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sophy and sociology of bourgeois society. While the
ontological nominalism had its inception in the clascsical
liberalism (Hobbes, Smith, Bentham), the ontological
realism thus carried from Hegel and Schelling to the
theoreticians of organic positivism (Comte, Spencer,
Durkheim) and thence to the most recent totalitatian

doctrine of the fascist varieties,

Macpherson argues that the difficulties of libera-
lism lie in the assumption latent in the liberal tradi-
tion of possessive individualism, He attempts to show
that this postulate was at the root of 17th century
political theory and continues to influence twentieth cen-
tury accounts of liberal democracy. This new notion of
‘possessive individualism' therefore involved an almost
total break with classical and medieval conceptions of

the nature of man,of society and of freedom,

Macpherson claims that Hobhes’s analysis of human
nature from which his whole political theory is derived,
is really an analysis of bourgeois man; that the assump-
tions explicit and implicit upon which his psychological

v conclusions depend are assumptions peculiarly valid for

bourgeois society.5 Hobbes's theory was an inexhaustible

5. C.B. Macpherson, Democratic Theory : Essays in
Letrieval, op. cit., pp “39,




reservoir of insights into the functioning of capitalist
society; and his was a more objective and agressive theory
of capitalism (without ideological cosmetics) than the
liberals.6 Hobbes was a mechanist with exceptional imagi-
nation; he mirrored all features of bourgeois rationalism
without any hypocrisy, Macpherson has aptly pointed out
that Hobbes committed the blunder by eternalising the bour-
geois characteristics he saw in men in contemporary society
around him,7 which lacked the historical character of man.,
It is the eacuteness of Hobbes's analysis of bourgeois man
that made him the profoundest political thinker of the
17th century and that led to the revival of his concent

of sovereignty by the BenthamiSt.8 Macpherson is wrong

in his aclknowledgement that from Aristotle until the 17th
century it was more usual to see the essence of man as
purposeful activity, than the consumption of satisfactions
and it was only with the emergence of market society in
17th century, the essence of rational behaviour was incre-
asingly held to lie in unlimited individual appropriation

... 9
or aquisitive individualism,

Becsuse this acquisitive or
possessive individualism had its traces in Renazissance

jndividvalism (which has been discusced earlier),

6. But the liberals do not accept him as likeral
because his crude objectivity in analysis helped the
critics of capitelism more then its admirers,

7. C.B. Macpherson, n.d, p. 240,
8. ibid., po 2%)0

9. ibid., p. O
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According to Macpherscn,from Locke to Jam;s Mill
the concept of man as an infinite appropriator and an
infinite consumer became increasingly prevalent.lO Mac
pherson argues that from the 17th century until roughly
the middle of the 19th century everyone came to under-
stand, whether explictly or implictly, that he, the indi-
vidual was equally subordinated to the laws of the market,
Thiz comnon perception created a 'sufficient basis for
rational obligation of all men to a2 political authority
which could maintain and enforce the only possible orderly

11 Bentham and

human relations, namely market relations,
other 18th century political thinkers insisted again on

the atomic competitive individual as the basic unit of
society to make the new capitalism adequate to the market,
Macpherson states that the confusion in the Benthamist
theory of society between the assumption of a natural
harmony and the need for the state to create an artifi-
cial harmony between conflicting self-interests, comes from
the Benthamist feilure to resolve into a consistent theory

the two views of society - one inherited from Hobbes and

the other from 18th century optimists; and the failure is

10, Ibid

11, Macpherson, n.2., pp 272-273.



understandable, reflecting a contradiction in the society
they were analySing.l2 Marx has aptly criticised Bentham
who "takes the mocern shop-keeper, especially the English
shop-keeper, as the normal man,.. this 'yard measure, then

1
e", 3 Marx accusses

he applies to past, present and futur
the thinkers who mistook the latest transient historical
expression of the protean capacity for human nature itself,

and Macpherson also subscribes to the same view,

Both the acceptance of the inevitability of every-
one's equal subordination to the laws of the market and
a cohesion of self-interest persisted until the middle
of the 19th century; and thereafter the emergence of a
politically articulate and class-conscious working class
undermined the first condition and weakened the second.
The class conscious and politically articulate members
of the working class no longer accepted the inevitable
subjection to the domination of the market. To meet
the exigencies John Stuart Mill was bound to add a moyal
concept of man i.e, the man is essentially a doer, a

14

creator, an enjoyer of his human attributes, It was

thus necessary to present an image of liberal democratic

13, Karl Marx, Capital Vol, 1, (New York, 1967), p.
609 (Note 2),

14, Macpherson, n,5, p. 4.



society which could be justified more morally appealing
(to the liberal thinker, and hopefully to the new demo-

cratic mass) than the old utilitarianism.l5

Yet the remarkable fact is that this picture of
society as a csllection of discrete, 2tomised and isolated
in&ividuals nas never been effrzctively discarded, and
appears in its traditional cimplistic form even in some
of wne writings of twentieth century theoretician like
Hayek and Karl Popper and his disciples, For all most
all liberals retain belief in the ontological primacy
of ‘the individual: together with a concomitant tendency
to regard society and its institutions and all collecti-
vities as abstractions, less 'real! than the individuals

of which they are either in whole or in large part composed.

Macpherson insists that possessive market society
continues to persist in the twentieth century with one
decisive modification or change which, he claims, has
seriously challenged the foundations of liberal-democratic
theory. That change is 'the emergence of working-class
political articulacy.l6 The very existence of a self-
conscious class of workers, who find themselves deprived

of the essential prerequisites for the acceptance of the

15, ibid., p. 6.
16, Macpherson, n.2, p. 271,
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assumptions of possessive market society, creates a ten-
sion between the actual social system and the democratic
ideal which is supposed to regulate it., Despite the fact
that the essential conditions of a valid theory of politi-
cal obligation based on possessive market assumption have
been greately weakened., Macpherson notes that liberal
democratic states have nevertheless persisted, As
Macr-“erson sees it, the actual persistence of liberal
democratic societies is no argument against his thesis

in a possessive market society the individual is human
only as a proprietor of his own person, his humanity
depends on his freedom 'from any but self-interested
contractual relations with others' and his society amounts

17 but 'the structure

to a 'series of market relations?!,
of market society no longer provides the necessary condi-
tions for deducing a valid theory of political obligation

18

hfrom these assumptioné. Hence Macpheron needed an. onto-

logical change in the liberal views of man as well as society.

Macpherson's account of Locke's intentions and

achievements met with a chilly reception from Locke

¥

17. Ibid, p. 275.

18, Ibid, pp 1, 9, 106; Macpherson, *Hobbes Today!'
Canadian Journal of Economics _and Political
Science, 1I, (Nov., 1945).
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schclars for though it was conceded that the pé%rait was
brilliantly executed it was generally deemed seriously

f lawed by an almost compulsive passion to point from
.projective imagination rather than textual life and from
the distorted perspective of only one chapter of the second
Treatise 'of oprOperty'.19 Macpherson has been acused

that he ignores the historical specificity and his interest
in *hhe 17th Century roots was always subordinated to his
interest in the diseased 20th century treesBernard Wand
argues that although Macpherson may recognise that 'on

the model of formal calculi, moral utterances cannot be
entailed in factual statementg',zo he continually_holds
that Locke's assumption both 'led logically' and 'made
possible, indeed almost guaranteed! differential rights,
There 1is an obvious gap between assumptions leading
ligically to a conclusion and merely making it pessible

and it is this gap which must be closed.2l Manheréon
himself acknowledges that the political climate of a
different time may not have had the same notion of logic

that we have and we should not impose on any thinker

19. John Dunn - The Political Thouaght of John locke,
Cambridge University, press, 1969,

20, Macpherson, n.2, p., 82

21, Bernard Wand, 'C.B. Macpherson's Conceptual

Apparatus', Canadian Journal of Political Science
IV: 4, Dec, 1971, pp 527-32,
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logical canons which are not of his time.22 Now, if
indeed, Macpherson's argument is a logical canon, it

is logically questionable and not historically questiona-

ble,23

Hence a reference to Locke's social and historical
context is irrelevant to the appropriateness of the

r
inference; and this explains the historical inadevetence

of Macpherson's analysis of 17th century political

thi.ker,

For Macpherson the essence of man differs from
animals, Man has several capacities and of these, the
capacity for 'self-direction' is the most important,24
By self-direction Macpherson means the capacity to choose
one's purposes and to undertake activities capable of
realizing them which makes man unique in the world,

Thus he is an end in himself but not a means to'be
exploited by others, Macpherson acknowledges that ex-
cluding various ‘uniquely human capacities', man also
possesses some other distinctive capacities such as

capacities to cheat, lie, exploit his fellow men but he

insists that they are not essential to man and therefore

22, Macpherson, n.2, pp 5, l4.
23, Ibid., p. l4.
24, Macpherson, n.5, pp, 43,51,54,56,58,
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not *thuman', The distinction Macpherson proposes between
these capacities which belong to man's essence and those
which do not gets blurred by his circular and ambiguous
argument. Although plausibls, the distinction between
the natural and the socially derived capacities runs

into obvious difficulties, For Macpherson escential
human capacities are fundamentally harmonious but not

'destructively contentious',

Of the two ontologies, the ontolégy-of develop-
mental man is the one immediately visible in Macpherson's
writing, For Macpherson man is by nswre an_active being,
not a paslive consumer of utilities, nor an infinite
appropriater; he is an active exerter, developer and
enjoyer of his humanly attributes, Man is not a bundle
of apnetites seeking satisfaction but a bundle of conscious

energies seeking to be exerted.25

Macpherson is clear
that his developmental view of man js not so much a set
of empirical inferences about what man does, but rather
a moral conception which provides the needed 'higher set

of values', The deve10p@¢ntél view he contends is a
26

grQQogiiion.about_'the_endLoerunpose of man', For

Macpherson, the developmental conception of man which is

250 {bid.’ po 5
26, 1bid., p. 8
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primarily ethical in_nature and it is also one whose
ethical import is sufficiently strong to provide an
automatic justificatory basis for social and political
institutions, for 'rights and obligations'., Unlike the
comparatively non-discriminating liberal outlook the deve-
lopmental ontology on the whole condemns consumer man

. 2
and the developmental man is not a man of acquisition, 7

Macpherson's formulation of the ethical principle
as an assertion of 'equal effective right’,28 makes it,
on the surface at any rate, practically indistinguishable
from the liberal premise of self-governanc:; and the
deve lopmental conception and its status as an indépendent

ontology seems to have lost its credibility.29

‘acpherson's
ethical principle now appears as a straight forward rcsta-
tement of the liberal preclaimation of freedom constrained
only by the equal right of others as the core of a retrie-

ved theory of liberal democracy.

Macpherson's work too, is thoroughly imbued with
a class analysis., 1In the 'political theory of Possessive

Individualism' Macphersons distinguishes three different

27. Ibid, p. 32, Macpherson Contrasts 'developmental!
activity and acguisitive activity elsewhere as well
ihid., 4-5, 19-23, 24-38,

283. Ibic., o. 55
29, John W. Seaman and Thomas J, Lewis, 'On Retrieving

lMacpherson's Liberalism', Canadian Journal of
Political Science XVII:4, Dec. 1984, p, 717.
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models of society : the customary or status; the simple
market; and the possessive market;30 and in each model

the difinitive characteristics are the relation of produc-
tion end exchange. Work or labour, ownership and property
are the operational concepts of this analysisBl. We also
find 'an expression of the dynsmic nature of the Marxist
concept of class'32 when we are told of 'the development

of the market system producing a class,..33

Macpherson is misleading in his insistence on
looking human nature through the concept of essence. Mac-

pherson's use of concept of

essence, though innocent of
e~

any misleading or confusing connotations, seems for the
most part trapped by them, For his deductions and demons-
trations depend in alarge measure, on the systematic con-
fusion to which the concept gives rise, His use of the
concept of essence refers both to evaluations and descrip-
tions. The concept of essence; as Macpherson recognises,
1s necessarily related to the concepts of potentiality and

actuality., Macphrrson's acknowledgement of the wisdom of

30, Macpherson n.2, pp 47-48,
31, Ibid, pp 53-4,
32, Victor Suacek, 'The Elusive Marxism of C,B, Mac-

pherson', Canadian Journal of Political Science
IX:3, Sept, 1973, pp 401-402,

33, Macpherson, n.2, p. 273.
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the classical liberal theorists in rejecting the language
of essence34 can be appreciated but unfortunately Macpher-

son has fallen into almost every trap which it invites,

The concept of essence is fundamentally a meta-
physical one whose use in politicel theory has had disas-
troué practical effects. For it has led to the view that
once the nature of the human essence has been grasped,
all that is required for practice is to make its content
exp‘licit.35 Moreover, these who like Macpherson fail to
elucidate the concept of human essence in the appropriate

manner, are somehow morally represensible,

Macpherson pays scant attention to the nature and
development of human capacities. He does not notice that
;;;-capacities he mentions are too general to have un-
equivocal meanings or to indicate how they can be exer-
cised, Contrary to Macpherson's view there is hardly
any possibility of complete harmony since some human
capacities eonflict and the development of one may
obstructs the other, And again VEKEE/EQEEkh points out

that 'human capacities are disporate, not easily measurable

and not transferable into a common currency or gradeable

34, ‘Macpherson, n, 5, pp 218-19,
35, 'Bernard Wand, op. cit., p 535-536.

———
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on a single scezle gnd it is therefor- ditficult to see
what the maximisation of human capacities and powers means,
and one may even wonder if the concept of minimizing human
development is logically coherent, The ghost of Bentham
36

haunts even the shrewdest critic of liberalism!'.

of
Macpherson does not reveal what sort factor and

how it frustrates the realisation of human capacities,

He -~.mains obsessed with the liberal individualist belief
that if only an individual is provided with the necessary
material resources, he can and would develop his poten-
tialities and satisfy his needs for which he lays so much
stress on material scarcity, Like many a liberals, he
sees self;deveIOpment as essentially an individual pro=-
cess and is preoccupied with material means rather than
the quality of both the relations of production and other
social relations., Macpherson admits that human capacities
cannot be developed and exercised by an individual in
isolation wher‘?italks about harmony. They are located
within, and sustained by the framework of social relations
and are developed when the latter make them both possible

and necessary.37 A social theorist should be cautious

36. Vikhu Parekh, 'Contemporary Political Thinkers'
Martin Robertson and Company Ltd., Oxford (19382)
p. 70,

37. Steven Lukes, 'The Real and Ideal VWorlds of Demo-
cracy', Alkis Kontos (ed) Powers, Possession and
Freedom (University of Toronto Press, loronto, 1979)
pp. 145 f,
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enough to enquire about the kinds of social relations
that stimulate and nurture and nourish the exercise of

these capacities which Macpherson aptly emphasises,

Macpherson has examined the exploitative nature of
capitalist society and its conception of man within the
marxist framework-though in a limited extent, But in his
own conception of man he pays scant attention to the
-marxist conception of man and gets himself more inclined
with the liberals, as & result his criticism of liberal
‘individualism hits him back., Despite his penetreting
criticiem of liberal individualism,Macpherson fails to
transcend its basic inherent assumption and is unéble
to lay the fbundation of an alternative theory of man,
Because of his adherence to liberal individuzlism he

has not been able to come out of its trap,
\

True to the ecssentialist tradition, Macpherson
approaches the concept of human powers through a consi-
deration of the adeqguacy of the drfinition of man. Any
definition of man must be one such that whatever is
essential to his nature ss a man from his bare survival
to the exercise of his highest capacities, must be

included and only if it does will the definition be
38

"'non~-slevish!',

38, Macpherson, Real World of Democracy, op.cit., p. 56.
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Despite Macpherson's jaundiced views of life in
a market society, it is clear that the powers which, as
exercised, would reslize the essence of man are powers
which at least some men at some time have had even though
they have lived in market societies, Macpherson's con-
tention is not merely that economic conditions deprive men
from maintaining desirable goals or engaging in morally
worthy activities, but that some how a crange in the
basic étructure of human nature is required- for them
to be 'truely human’.39 Much of Macpherson's condemna-
tion of the market society rests on his view of the way
it defines the concept of powers in contrast to the way

in which it ought to be defined,

For Macpherson power refers to the 'actual
ability to exercise one's capacities! or what comes to the
same thing ‘'access to the means of using one's capacities',4o
When a man is capable of doing something but lacks the
access to the necessary means, he has the capacity but
not the power to do it. According to Macpherson the less

the impediments in the way of the exercise of one's poten=

tialities, the more the power or to say that power and

39, Ibid., p. 38

40. Macpherson, n, 5, p. 53,
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impediments are invarsely proportioned to each other., As
Macpherson says, 'a man’s power is to be measured in
terms of the dbsence of impediments to his using his

human capacities?',

Out of two types of impediments i.e. (i) natural
such as the force of gravity and man's physical inability
to do certsim things and (ii) social, Macpherson rightly
dis.egards the first, Social impediments also fell into
three categories, i.,e, first the leck of adequate means

42

of Life,4l second, the lack of access to the labour, = and

third, the lack of protest against invesion by other,

In Macpherson's view, the third impediment does
not pose a threat in liberal capitalist society because
of its legal system which guarentees the protection of
life, liberty and property., 1In & capitalist society
Mscpherson argues, the means of production are privately
owned and owned by a few, and the vest majority of men
depend on their labour-power for their livelihood. During

the contracted period the worker loses control over his

41, By this Macpherson means both the means of mateiial
sustenance and the general level of material
comfort needed to enable an individual to tke
full part in the cultural life of his community.

42, Macpherson uses the term labour in the broadest
sense, that of the exertion of human encrgy.
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activities and suifers a2 'diminution of human escsence’
since freedem or self-cdirection is the chief ingredient
in man's humanity, Again the worker transfers to the
ceapitalist his ability to use his capacities and whatever
value he produces belong to the capitelist, He receives
back a small part of the value of his product in the form
of wages; the rest of it corstitute the cspitslist's pro-
fit.43 The worker also finde no setisfaction because of
the monotonous, mindless and degr-ding working condition,
As & result, he builds of frustr-tione and resentment

has little zest and cnthusiasw left at the enc of the

day and tends to dev: lop the sttitude of a pacsive and
mindless ceonsumer, with little irterest in develoging

his ¢ssential human attributes.44 tacpherson argues that
capitalist socirty involves not only a continuous net

/
transfer45 but also a good deal of unnecessary wastage

/

7

of the worker!s power,

7

Then Macpherson divides the power intp/}Wéi First,
Extractive Power i.e, the ability *'to control the capaci-
AN R
ties of and to extrect benefits from other individuals.46

and second, the developmental or ethical concept of power

43, Macpherson, n, 3, pp 64,65,

44, Vikhu Parekh, op. cit., pp 56-57,
46, llacpherson, n, 5, p. 12, °

46, Ibid., pp 42-44,
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i.e. the ability of man 'to use and develop his own
potentialities under his own conscious control for his
own human ﬁurposes.'47 This developmental or ethical
power is Said to be what a man needs to be fully human,
The Capitalist property rights violates the leading
requirement of the ethical principle : they do not ailow
every one equal effective rights to be fully human,
hence a vast &nequality of power, Since inequality of
power implies the unequal development of capacities and
inequility in the degree of self-direction, Macpherson
suggests that it ultimsately implies inecuality in men's
humanity, In capitalist society some men are human,
while the rest are deduced to a commodity., The detach-
ment of labour from the person means that the majority of
people are prevented from using strength and skill
creatively : 'The power of a horse or machine may be
defined as the amount of work it can do whether it is
set to work or not, But a2 human being to be human, must
be able to use his strength and skill for purpose he

has consciously formed'.48 Here Macpherson's concept

of manis replete with Marxist view, Macpherson also

blames the liberal welfare state for the continuing net

47, Ibid., pp 41-42,

48, Macpherson, n. 38, p. 43,
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transfer of power from owners to non-owners because of
its reliance on capitalist incentive to get the main

productive work of the society done,

Macpherson is unable to specify the forms of life
that obstruct or promote human development, and his cri-
tique of capitalism lacks depth, Macpherson does not
specify any reason to believe that if the transfer of
powe.s were to be eliminated, men would want to develop
and help others to develop their cepacities rather than
remain and encourage others to remain,,passive consumers
of utilities, Within the framewcrik of his individualist
account of human development, Macpherson is unable fully
to appreciate that human-development is cooperative process.49
Definitely, he is not fully unaware of this profound in-
sight of Marx, however, he does not explore its full
implications or make it the basis of his sotial and

politicael theory though he claims so,

Mecphersont's argument does not carry him towards
his destination, The idea of maximising a value which is
not in any obvious sense measurable, or even linear, is
a notion which wears an air of slightly bogus precision

at the best of times and in relation to the development

49, [Vikhu Parckh op. cit., p. 71,

o~



of human powers this air of precision is especially

implausible, ©

The idea of each individual maximising the deve-
lopment of his own powers tells us more about Macpherson's
usage than it really speak something specific and plausi-
ble, Even if one could arrive at an agreed list of all
desirable human abilities, it is hard to see in principle
what it would mean to maximise them as a whole : whether
their sum or their product or their average.51 John
Dunn argues that collective responsibility would be
legal fact, collective material benefit a possible distri-
butive policy: but collective control as it has so far
been described and imagined would be little more than
verbal placebo; and at no point Macpherson gives serious
consideration to any obétacles to the development of

human powers which arise from the division of labour other

than those produced by the ccntrol of private capital.52

Bernard Wand's criticism of Macpherson's concept

of power on the basis of ethical neutrality of power53

0. Bohn Dunn) 'Review Article : Democracy Unretrieved,
or pPolitical Theory of Prof, Macpherson', British
Journal of Politiczl Science, 1974, p. 494,

51, Ibid., p. 495.

52, This thing has been elaborately discussed in Anthony
Giddens, 'The Class_Structure of the Advanced Socie-
ties', (Londen, Hutchinson, 1973).

53, léginard Wand, op.cit., p. 539,

T T
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does not hold much valicdity because Steven Lukes and Ted
Benton have rightly pointed out that the concept of power
is value dependent and 'essentially contested! because of
definitional link between power and interests and the
relevant values being, of course, different ones, depending

on the account of interests which is offered,

From the conception of the 'individual' ané of his
relations to the world and to other individuals flows much
of the liberal system of political values., If man is
self-propelling, self-contained and responsible for his
own values as has been corceived by liberazl individualism,
then it is clear that what he needs is space and Opbor—
tunities to realise his aims and gratify his wishes,
Liberelism distinguishes itself from other political
doctrines by the supreme importance it attaches to free-
dom or liberty, Man needs freedom and privacy - that
'ares of non-interference' which for classical liberals
from Constant, de Tocqueville and Mill to Berlin is the
essence of liberty, Within liberalism the autonomy of
individual is both an existential fact about him, and an
ideal, and the 'fact' of his autonomy provides a meta-
physical-empirical foundation for the principle of the

e e . 54
frecdom of the individual,

54, Anthony Arblaster, 'Liberal values and socialist
values', The Socialist Register, 1972, p. 91.
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It is the area of non-interference, the area free
from social and political pressure i,e. negative liberty,
which really matters to +the liberals, And this makes
it clear that the original picture of man as an isolated,
non-social (if not actually anti-social) being still re-
tains its forte, It is not through society by craving
out independent enclaves within the overall context of
society, that man fulfils himself, Freedom understood
in this sense, can be identified as the paramount liberal
value because of this intimate connection it has with'the

liberal version of human nature,

Macoherson has pointed out that this concept of
freedom is central to 17th century political theory.-
Macpherson has vehemently criticised the negative concept
of liberty that 'it is too narrowly conceived and at
bottom a mechanical, inertial concept of freedom which
is fully eppropriate only to a complete market soci.@‘t:y.:-)5
Macpherson argues that the negative liberty i,es. absence
of coercion is not universally applicable in a capitalist
society. Institutions such as the laws of property and
coentract coerce non-owners (who do not own the means
of production), and the coercion is also the result of

arraniements made by this haves and this sort of unfree-

dom (i.e. coercion) has not been properly written off,

54, Macpherson, n. 2, pp, 263, 204,

55, Macpherson, n. 5, p. 95,
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Macpherson brands this negative liberty as Spencerian
which is too narrow mechanieal and inertial to serve the
minimum purpose, Macpherson acknowledges that it traces
back through Bentham to Hobbes, and beyond him to Galileo,
from whom Hobbes borrowed the concept of inertial motion
which is applicable to an atomized market society in which
everyone is put on his own to compete with everyone for

every’c‘m'_ng.:)6

J.5. Mill and other classical English Politicel
Philosophers put the rationalia in this concept. According
to Macpherson Mill neglected or repudiated as important
source of unfreedom the capitalist property institution;
he attributed directly to the monopoly of ownership by
the ruling class.57 Macpherson insists that the concept
of liberty adequate for 20th century can nnot afford to
ignore all that Mill and classical English literal
tradition neglected., He argues in a marxist way that the
unequal access to the merans of life and labour inherent
in capitalism is, irrespective of what particular social
and economic theory is put forward, an obstruction to

the freedom of those with little or no access; and it

56, ibis., p. 104.

S57. ibid,, p. 98-99,



diminishes the nesative liberty and diminishes the area

in which they can not be pushed around. Macphersan con-
cludes that a formulation of negative liberty which ignores
the class-impediments is not entirely adequate.58 The
welfare-state not merely to provide some conditions for

freedom of choice, it is to broaden the ares of choice

for those who previously had few doors open to them,

A man's positive liberty i,e., to act as a fully
human being is virtually the same as what Macpherson calls
a man's power in the developmental sense, Macpherson
subscribes to Berlin's view that Idealists and any extreme
rationalist, believing in the self-mastery and a ‘higher’
or 'real' self over a lower, desirous and or 'insuthentic'
self have often sought to impose their own concepts which
has apparently been led to monstrous denials of liperty
and this slippery road finally endsin coercion : the

individual is forced to be free,

Macpherson insists, 'individuals are stunted by the

social institutions in which they have had to live: they

e

cannot be fully human, or fully free, until these insti-

tutions have been changed and in some circumstances the

institutions may be unchangeable except by revolutionary

. 59
ccercion,

58, Ibid., p.l10l.
59, Ibid., p. 106,
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Macpherson accepts Berlin's view that the theory
of positive liberty hés been perverted and degenerated into
a wholesale denial of liberty and argues that it is due
rather to a specific failure of liberal theory to take
account of the concrete circumstances which the growing
demand for fuller human redlization has encountered and

60

will encounter,

Macpherson criticises the conservative : dectrines
ranging from Hegel's to the conservative property libera-
lism to T.H. Green, and including various elitist theories,
which try to maintain the status-quo i.e. the existing
class structure of power and property. Macpherson finally
concludes ‘that the concept of positive liberty arose
only after the ideal of individual liberty had taken pretty
firm hold and that is to say that the concept of positive
bl

liberty is a product of bourgeoise societys

Macpherson finally concludes that Berlin's division
of liberty into positive and negative fails to serve the
purpose -for which it was designed, Even the positive
liberty neglects (and does not include within its ambit)
the impediments caused by the lack of access to themeans

of life and labour and as a result becomes an abstraction,

60. Ibid., p. 107,

61, Ibid, p. 115,
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Negative liberty no longer is the shield of individuality
rather it has become the cloak of an un-individualist,

corporate, imperial free enterprise and even the current
pluralist political theory can not be relied upon for the

reformulation ofnegative theory.62

After a vigorous and intensifying analysis of both
negative and positive concepts of liberty and pointing
out their lapses and fallacies, Macpherscon presents an
alternative division of liberty which he thinks can better
serve the purpose, He redefines the negative libertiy
‘as immunity from the extractive power of other (inclu-
ding the state)' which might be describéd as ‘'counter
extractive liberty.63 And he changes the name of positive
liberty to *developmental liberty' to better mark the
division, Macpherson claims that his own division of
liberty better serves the liberatarian purpose by warning
people off the kind of debased andperverted liberty which
negates liberty, According to him the former i.e, counter-.
extractive liberty is a pre-requisite of the latter i,e,

developmental liberty,

Macpherson argues in a Benthamite way that since

e

each individual's liberty may diminish or destroy another's

62, ibid., p.llé,
63, lbid., p. 118.
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the only sensible way to measure individual liherty is to
measure the aggregate net liberty of all the individuals
in @ given society.64 He prescribes in a Grecnian way
that there should be interferce by the state to protect
me from interference by other individuals: interference

to protect man from interference.65

1ike a liberral indi-
vidua;ist being very  much suspicious of state power

the plea that state an engine of domination of one class
over others redifines the liberty, particularly the mea-

sure of liberty, as the absence of extractive power.66

Notwithstanding his claim to the contrary, Mac-
pherson too conceives of the individual as the propzietor:
of his capacities., Each individual is the master of him-
self and aims to develop his capacities as he freely chooses,
He needs liberty in order to cooperate with others in
developing a common way of life but to 'live in accordance
with his own conscious purposes,,., and decide for himself
rather than to be acted upon and decided by others®,®’
This is an exclusivist definition of liberty (which is

no way different from the liberal individualistic con-

cept of liberty)., Unlike the liberals Macpherson rightly

64, Ibid, p, 117
65, Ipbid , pp, 117-118
6, Ibid, p. 118

67. Ibid, p. 108f.
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siresses the development of non-contentions and socially
oriented human capacities, however, the form and content
of their development remain individualistic, Further,
Macpherson even outbids liberalism and views liberty,
Political participation, the quality of life and so on as
possessions to which individuel has a proprietary right,
No doubt he does so in order to scecure recognition of
the individual's right to the conditions of his develop-
ment, However, to deploy the vocabulary of possessive
individualism, that to for a defensible purpose, is to
be contaminated by the very disease one is determined to

eradicate,.

Marpherson is indeed aware that liberal conception
of freedom can be used against capitalism, suggesting in
one context that the doctrine of negative liberty could

68 He also

provide the qrounds of a case for socialism,
simultaneously employs ethical principle of the free and
equal development of man's humanity to retrieve democracy
from capitalism and consumer man. While this ethical
principle does retain the liberal ontology of self
governanceas one of its intearal elements, it problemati-

cally combines this with an anti-consumer or developmental

ontology of man, thus, the ethical principle embodies

68. ibid., p. 103,
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o divergent ontotooical or justificatory doctrineség
His ethical principle is construed from these two onto-

logies and both are fundamental to his analysis though

~Macpherson nowhere explicitly mentions it. Seamen and

Lewis argue that Macpherson's developmental ontology does
not slways pley the dominant role in forming the meaning
of the ethical principle; an occasion the liberal onto-
logv of self-governance also performs & vital role, giving

the ethical principle a substantially different meaning.7o

In contending that to be fully humen a man's capa-
cities must be exercised under his own control rather than
at the dictates of another, Macpherson has, in effett,
made the liberal entology of self-governance the pre-
reguisite of the developmental ontology of ‘essentially
human capacities?® and this makes Macpherson the irheritor

of J.C. Mill to whom he strongly criticises,

Despite his sarcastic criticism Macpherson could
not save himself from Benthamite infection, Macpherson
always speaks about the measurement of aggregate net of
values like power, liberty etc, when he knows very well
that there is no such measuring instrument to measure these

values,

69, John W, Seaman and Thomas J. Lewis, op. cit., p. 715,

70. Ibid., p. 719-721,
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Macpherson has feiled to place (freedom) in its
historical and dialectical perspective which has been
properly expleined by"Maclntyre. '‘Freedom is not some-
thing which 2t any given moment men either do or do not
posses; it is always an achievement and always a task,

The concrete content of freedom changes and enlarges
from age to age; in the dialectical growth of human neture
what was the freedom of the past may be the slavery of

the present.'7l

Macpherson's concept of freedem recmeins necessarily
a liberal freecdom in its esscnce, Despite his attempt he
has feiled to liberate it from the clutches of possessive
individualism which he attacks, In the absence of e real,
concrete solution the dilemma of freedom and necessity cf

voluntarism and fatalism is simply shunted into a siding.

It has been widely and univocally acclaimed by the
liberals that equality occupies an important position
among all other liberal values on which liberalism has
erected-its éuperstructure and as a doctrine it has been
able to distinguish itself as more humanistic than others,
But contrary to their assertion it is equality which

is the worst casualty among all the values and it has

71, Alasdair MacIntyre, 'Breaking the chains of Reason!
in Out of Apathy (London, 1960), p. 202,
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consistently got the step-motherly treatment from

the successive liberal nhilosophers., Only in the eigh-
teenth century the concept of equality was backed by
rationalism and enlightemment, It also finds its genea-
logy in Renaissance and Reformation and specially in the
French Revolution and American Declaration of Indepen-
dence, Marx showed that the freedom and equality
guaranteed in the French Constitution as the Rights

of man, and taken over in similar form by all liberal
democratic constitutiong,was an adequate expression of
human relstions in a market society, where no one's
social condition is fixed by the privileges of birth

and everyone as a'commodity owner' is free to dispose

of his goods and is bound only by the terms of contract
to which he agreed, According to Marx the juridical
equality and freedom is an integral part of capitalist
relations of production, Equality and freedom of a
particular kind - are, suggests Marx, inherent in
exchange‘based on exchange values, The relation between
subjects of exchange in a relationship of formal equality;
more over it is’'a relationship in which the parties
recognise each other as proprietors and who apnropriate
each other's property not by force, are free, Capitalism
as generalised system of commodity exchange, then is the

perfection of this form of juridicel equality and freedom;
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but there of course, freedom and equality acquire a
rather special meaning since the particular exchange
which constitutes the essence of capitalism is that

. between capital and labour, in which one party (juridi-
cally free and free from the means of his labour) has only
his labour-power to sell.72 Thus wage-slavery, based

on the commodification of labour power, is characterized
by a kind of ffreedom' and 'equality' that distinguishes
this form of exploitation from all other relations
between exploiter and exploited in which surplus-
extraction relies more directly on relations of juridical

or political domination and dependence.73

Macpherson has dealt with the concept of equality
in a Marxist way, For example, in 'The Meaning of
Economic Democracy' published in 1942, Macpherson argues
that : 'The basic postulate of democrats is the equal
humanity of every individual, the belief that each human
being has a life to live as much as any other human
being,..' This essential human equality reguires ‘'equal

access with others to the means of self-development!

72. Ellen Meiksins Wood, *'C.B, Macpherson, Liberalism,
and the task of socialist Political Theory?',
Socialist Register, 1978, p. 228,

73, Ibid,



and mitigates against 'class privilege'.74 No unifor-

mity of result is required by equal self-development,
vet no prospect for this valuable and valid end exists
where there is an unequsl distribution of the material
condition which are its precondition: *'the right which
it was once the chief objects of the democrats to
secure, because it was then regarded as a right with-
out which the free and equal individual could not
attzin his full stature - i,e., the right to the unrestric-
ted use of private property - has not become incompa-
lible with most incividuals' attainment of that stature,
The inference drawn,.. is that the unrestricted right
to property must go if real democracy is to have a

chance'.75

Macpherson argues that the egalitarian principle
inherent in democracy requires not only “%one man one
vote! but also one man, one equal effective right to live
as fully humanly as he may wish, Macpherson contends that
the rights or freedom men need in order to be fully
human are not mutually déstructive and it must be

asserted that the right of any man which are morally

74, C.B. Macpherson, 'The Meaning of Economic Demo-
cracy', University of Toronto CQuarterly XI, 4
(July 1942), p. 404 cited from Victor Svacek,
op. cit., p. 399

75. Ibid., pp, 408-409,
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justifiable on any egalitarian principle are only those
which allow any man to be fully human.76 Macpherson
argues that consumer equality is not adequate?7 The
compelling conclusion for Macpherson is that simply
redistributing goods and services evenly within a capi-
talist society, even if it were be possible, will
not be enough to effect equality because the class
relations in capitalist society is a necessary measure
of social inequality and they are viewed as obstacles

that ought to be overcome.78

Marx comments on the *foclishness' of those
socialistS(especially the French and in particular
Prudhon, though he might just as well be commenting on
any number of modern social democrats, -revisionist,
and Labourites - perhaps even Macpheron himself?) *Who
want to depict socialism as the realization of the
ideals of bourgeois society' and argue that freedom
and equality characteristics of that society have simply
been perverted by money, capital, etc.79 For Marx,

the unfreedom and inequality of capitalist relations

76, Macpherson, 'n, 5, p. 55.
77, ibid., p. 94.
78. ibid., p.l40

79. Ellen Meiksins VWood, op. cit., p. 228.



87

are,of course, not perversions but realization o} the form
of freedom and equality implied by simpler forms of
commodity exchange. Thus,while bourgeois freedom and
~equality represent an advance over preceding forms, it

is mistake to regard them as antithetical to capitalist

inequality and domination,

Macpherson does not have any conception of right
of his own, He suggests that in the present prospect
of abundance any concept of human rights which would be
acceptable must meet at least two requirements.BO
First, the right must be in some effective sense equal,
The minimum acceptable equality may be stated as equal
access to the means of 'convenient' living (not an equal
right to a certain standard of life, but an equal right
to attain it by one's energies). Secondly, the right
must be rights of recipience as well as rights of action,

That is to say that there must be an obligation on

others to respect each man's rights,

Despite his incisive criticism Macpherson could
not rescue himself from the impacts of the school of
natural rights, 1In his view human rights can only be
asserted as a species of natural right in the :nse

that they must be deduced from the nature (i.e. the

80, Macpherson n,5, p., 233.
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needs and capacities) of men as such, whether of men
as they now are or of men as they are thought capable
of becoming.81 According to him neither legal right nor

customary rights are a sufficient basis for human rights.

He again argues that in the measure that abundance
replaces scarcity, the postulate of necessary conten-
tiousness becomes increasingly unrealistic and can pro-
gressively be discarded, Macpherson hopefully thinks
that if this canbe discarded, the prospect of a generally
acceptable doctrine of human rights becomes realistic,

He concludes that the present prospect for a generally
acceptable and realistic doctrine of human rights depends
chiefly on the generality and rapidity of the trans-
formation from the economy of scarcity to the society

of abundance, But Macpherson has not mentioned about
that generally acceptable and realistic doctrine of
human right, concretely., Whenever he talks about the
technological revolution and prospects of abundance

he forgets about the negative effect of technology.82

81, Ibid., p. 236

82, This part (i.e. damaging effect of technology)
will be dealt elaborately in the chapter of
democracy,
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According to Macpherson, the theory and practice,
or the concept and institution of property is the root
of all evils i,2 the major weaknesses of the traditional
liberal-democratic theory. The retention of the concept
of man as infinite consumer and appropriator, the
denial to most men of eguitable access to the imeans of
life and the means of labour causing the diminution of
powers of the non-owners, the reduction of democracy
to @ dehumanized market phenomenon, last but not the
least the exploitation of man by man, all these find
their origin from the concept of property. Since all
these roads lead to property Macpherson asks how it
came into being and whether there is an alternative to

it,

Macpherson says that the theory and practice of
property both change over time (in discernlible ways with
rise of modes capitalism) and the chamges are related;
and it is @ man-made device which establishes certain
relation between peOple.83 In his view the concept of
property embodied in 2 capitalist economy goes no further
back than the 17th century. He detects some important
differences between pre-modern and modern concepts of

property.84

83. Macpherson, n., 5., p. 121,

84, ibid., pp, 120-140,
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Until the 17th century, the term property was
viewed in a broad sense to include life, limbs, liber-
ties, capacities, rights and so on, It was both material
and non-material in nature. In Macpherson's view,
this broad meaning of property was lost in the measure
that modern sociecties became full market societies and
the term property came to be confined to material
property, The acquisition of property was justified
and rationalised on the ground that in a bourgeois
society an individual's ability to develop his capaci-
ties depended almost entirely upon the amount of material
property owned by him, Furthermore, the ownership of
material means gave him control over the capacities
and liberties of others and helped him a lot *o

accumulate,

Second, until the advent of capitalist market
society, i.e., 17th century ownership of property entailed
two kinds of rights : f%;ét, the right to exclude others
from the use and enjoyment of a thing and second, the
right not to be excluded from the use and enjoyment of
such things as common land, parks and roads that had
been declared to be for common use. Men enjoyed bhoth
these richts, which constituted their property. From
the 17th Century onwards only the first kind of right

came to be regarded as part of their property and the
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property reduced to that of private property - an exclu-
sive, alienable 'absolute' individual or corporate right
in things.stln Macpherson's view, this was so because
a bourgeois society required the universal marketability
of goods and services., And since only the first kind
of right could be alienated, it came to be considered

the essence of property,

~

Third one is a really corollary consequence of
the second-in a bourgeois society the right to dispose
of a thing came to be considered a crucial component
of the right to ownership of property. It was not
enough that one was able to us;Aand enjoy something; one

had to be able to sell it, destroy it and do with it

whatever one liked,

Finally, until the 17th century property largely

meant the right to revenue rather than to a2 thing. His

 property consisted in the revenues accruing from his
land but not the land itself, With the emergence of
market economy the concept of property-was replaced
and the bulk of individual property was in the form
of freeshold land, saleable leases, physical plant and

money. Property, therefore, came to be defined as a

85. Ibid., p. 127.
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'right to things rather tﬁan a right in things' as is
evident in such every-day expressions as 'properties

for sale' and 'property to let!, Macpherson argues that
as a result of these and other changes, the right to
property came to imply a more or less absolute and
exclusive right to own, use and alienate material things.
The new concept of property justified the private owner-
ship of the means of production and the appropriation

of the products of the workers, Who, having nothing to
sell but their labour power, offered themselves for hire,
This new concept in turn was justified on the ground
that the conditions of scarcity created by the hiatus
between low productivity and infinite desires could not
be conquered without giving the individual an absolute

and exclusive right of ownership.

Macpherson arques that the situation today is
very different, Thanks to the enormous development of
productivity, scarcity is no lenger the inescapable
human predicament it once was, And thank to the
increasingly democratic temper of our age, Ou;NEq;al
values have undergone important changes, and we now
believe that every human beingvhasfgq*iggil“;ight to

the conditions necessary for his fullest development,

As a result of both these developments, tre concept of
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property is undergoing significant revision., The
developed capitalist economy is being regulated hy the

state and the exclusive and absolute right to property

is being qugit}oped. The increasingly unbearable
pollution of the e&vironnent (of air, water and so on)
has meant that these are now being thought of as common
property, and a right to them is coming to be regarded
as » form of property from which nobody should be
excluded, The recognition of an individual's right to
a job, a pension or a guaranteed annual income has
meant that property is increasingly being defined as a
right to revenue rather than to a thing. Macpherson
welcomes these and other attempts to break out of and,
indeed, reverse the *narrowings' suffered by the concept
of pfoperty from the 17th century onwards and suggests
that our revisions of it should proceed along the
following lines 'if they are to be consistent with the

needs! of a fully democratic society.

Macpherson suggests that we must 'recapture' the
older concept of property and define it broadly to
include ownership not only of things'and revenues but
also of *life and l berty,.. the use and development

and enjoyment of human capacities', Macpherson goes
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further and argues that rather than seeing it as a
human right, we should see it as a property right, His
‘compelling reason' for this is that since the institu-
“tion of property enjoys enormous prestige and sanctity
in our society, 2 right is likely to be respected and
enforced only if it is seen as a part of prOperty.86
According to Macpherson,life, liberty, a guaranteed
income, access to the means of production and even the
right to political participation should also bee seen
as forms of property, By defining property so widely
and turning every right into a property right, Macpher-

son seems 1o fall victim to_the _bourgeois virus of

possessive individualism_that_he so strongly condemns,

He has not been able to transcend the basic categories
of bourgeois society, he merely universalizes them
and invests them with a new content that they seem

hardly capable of accommodating.

The capitalist concept of property, Macpherson
tells us; involves the rights to exclude others from its
uses, To vary the conditions of exclusion (for example,
by ovening up the property to all membﬁrs‘of the

community) is quite different from & chance in the con-

rr—— [PUPESUR

86. Ibid., p. 138.

87. Vikhu Parekh, op. cit., p. €O0.



cept of property., The attitudestowards property are
certainly changing in the midtwentieth century as per
Macpherson's description, but it seems curious to
describe it as a change in this concept of property
rather than as a claim, demand or right.88 Again
Macpherson contends that property as exclusive, aliena-
ble,absolute, individual right in things becomes less
necessary because of some changes brought by the wel-
fare measures of the state.89 But is this new situa-
tion a change in the concept of property? Is it even
something‘which renders the concept of property less
necessary? There has been no change in the pattern of
ownership but some regulations have been imposed-like
increase in taxes of revenue, regulations concerning
possible effect on others, etc, Property is more
hedged about by restriction of this sort, but as
property it is not at all less absolute and exclusive
than it used to be, The other side of the coin is that
the agency which is taking over the regulatory work of
the market, an agency which provokes Prof, Macpherson

to a positive explosion of guphemisms and variants, is

88, K.R. Minogue, op.cit,, p. 388,
89. Macpherson, n 5, p. 134,
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not 'society in general' (which is non-entity) but the
state, an agency that now exercises property rights not
one less exclusive than those of any earlier period.
Whatever welfare measures the state is taking now, is
only to protect itself from the immediste crisis, It

is not ¢ voluntzry one but out of compulsion it is &
crisis-management attempt, What is not owned by indivi-
duals and corporations is now, as it ever was, owned by
public authority, But these remain property (i.e.
common property) in the sense that whoever owns them
can set wery precise limits to exclude people from them,
Thus, when Macpherson tells us that governments fwill
have 1o acknowledge that property can no longer be
considered to consist solely of private property but
must be stretched to cover the opposite kind of indi-
vidual property - an individual right not to be excluded
from the use or benefit of Som@thing,gohe is confusing

political reality with abstract argument.

The opposite of @ right to exclude is the absence
of a right to exclude, or possibly an obligation not to
exclude on.  the part of owners, But this is not at all
the same as a right not to be excluded, for, as we have
seen, the situation described by Macpherson is not a
change in the concept of property, but merely the growing

power of a new type of owner: public authority alias

%0, Ibid., p. 143,
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the state, And what matters is the actual behaviour of
this new owner who is doubly powerful because, unlike

a private owner, it has the legislative power to deter-
mine the conditions of ownership, and it is also a mono-
" polist, It is the actual behaviour of this new owner,
rather than the logic of the concept of property, which
will determine whether people have a right not to be
excluded or whether they will not. Most probably Mac-
pherson has been disillusioned by the welfare measures

of the state but one has to admit that now-a-days the
state has acquired enormous power and is able to suppress
any dissenting voice in the name of greater-national
interest which actually serves the anterest of the capita-
list class, This welfarism is a misnomer, it is to save
capitalism from its imminent crisis by reating an illu-

sion among the masses,

Macpherson's work begins by taking note of the
inconsistent epistemological foundations of the ethical
principles of utilitatianism and self-development,
Macpherson is indeed correct to see the justification
of rampant consumerism in utilitarianism and also justi-
fied in rejecting it which provides only a mediste and
revocable defense of private property, However, the
idealistic principle of self-develo-ment contains a

defense of property on entirely different grounds, The
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principles of self-development presupposes an idealistic
epistemology which can justify the notion of antonomy.
Kant defends an exclusionary property right because it
externalizes the individual will in the world of things.
On the idealist epistomology, the defense of property

is neigher mediate nor revocable, it is an essential
prerequisite for the maintenance of individuel autonomy
in the external and social world, Development of one's
capacities require a concrete quarantee of independence
through possession, At the very least; a critique based
on autonomy and self-development would have to show how
this ethic could he disentangled from its historical
justification of private property - a task that Mac-

pherson does not ao\dress.c)l

Marx is important from
this perspective in so far as he attempts the supersession
of both the 'consumer' and 'autonomy'! traditions through

his analysis of labour,

Inspite of his trenchant criticism of possessive
individualistic assumptions, Macpherson could not rescue
himself from the same virus, His analysis of liberal
assumptions and his solution to it remain necessarily

within that liberal tradition., Hence his thought is

9., Ian H. Angus, 'On Macpherson's Developmental
Liberalism', Canadian Journal of Political Scéence
XV: 1, March 1982, p, 149,




faced with insuperable obstacle, for its starting-point
and its goal are always, if not always consciously, an
apologia for the existing order of things or at least

proof of their immutability, This reflects his failure

to understand the history,
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CHAPTER - III

' LIBERAL DemOUCRACY : MACPHEESON'S CRITIQUE!

For Macpherson the single and concentrated vision
is the vision of democracy as a humanistic ontology
accompanied by a crique of liberal ideology as possess-
ive individualism wnhich has been accepted unchallengingly
since tne time of Hobbes, The chief concern of Macpherson
has been with the problem of democracy in the contemporary
world, The core of Macpherson's positive doctrine, in
contrast to this critical work that otherwise preoccu-
pies him, emerges even more fully in his most recent work,

'The lite and times of liberal Democracy’,

Macpherson has very neatly summarised the inten-
tions of his theoretical enterprise and has opened upv
several paths of inguiry in nis efforts to clarify the
limits and possibilities of iiberal democracy and lLiberal
democratic thought. 1In the book 'The liite and times of
Liberal democracy' Macpherson has given an account of
changes in liberal democratic tneory presented as a
series of historicclly successive 'models' which present
several major doctrinal shifts since the foundation of
modarn liberal democracy in the vtilitarianism of

pentham and James Mill, The purpose of tnis schematic
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history is, writes Macpherson, 'to examine the limits
and possibilities of liberal democracy;l that is not
merely to examine the nature and development of fhe
liberal tradition up to now, but to explore its future
possibilities, The book is not only an intellectual
history, but also a political programme, However,
liberal democracy is not as surgeon would say, beyond
operation, On Macpherson's view nearly everything that
is attractive, escential and most cherished in liberal
theory can be salvaged from the clutches of possessive

individuaiism,

Manheréon aruges that liberal democracy most of
its life so far, has failed to realise its vision of
good society because of its attempt to combine uneasily
two images of man ; Consumer of utilities and developer
and enjoyer 6f the humanly potentialities. He suggests
that a liberal position need not -~ be taken to depend
for ever on an acceptance of capitalistic assumption,
though historically it has been so taken, According to
him, the ethical principle or the appetite for indivi=-
dual freedom has outgrown its capitalistic market

envelope and can now live as well or better without it.2

1. C.B, Macpherson, Life and Times of Liberal Demo-
cracy', op.cit., p. 8.

2. ibid, p. 2.
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He again asserts that this change is tangible and permi-
ssible and required partly because of inherent defects,

partly because of changed circumstance,

Macpherson argues that although liberal state
accepted democratic demands, its structure and basic
assumption could allow it to accommodate them upto a
point, The liberal democratic state was liberal and
market oriented first and democratic later, It was the
strongly liberal state that was democratised and in the
process democracy was liberalized, The democratic fran=-
chise was & latter addition to s well established liberal
state, the mechanism of which was competitive non-demo-
cratic parties and the purpose of which was to provide
the condition for a competitive capitalist market society.3
As Macpherson puts it; 'The liberal state fulfilled its
own logic, In so doing it neither destroyed nor weakened
itself; it strengthened both itself and the market

society',4

The marriage between liberalism and democracy took
place in the early l9th century, and a new form of govern-

ment called liberal democracy came into existence, Even

3. C.B. Macpherson, 'The Real World of Democracy!
op.cit., p. 57

4, ibid., p.ll.



103

as Hobbes and Locke were the first to theorise about
market oriented liberalism, Bentham and James Mill were
the first to articulate the basic principles of liberal
democracy.5 Macpherson brands the pre-nineteenth century
democratic vision and theories as precursors of liberal
democracy rather than as part of classical liberal
democratic tradition because of the fact that the then
democratic vision depended on or were made to fit, a non-
class divided society, According to Macoherson liberal
democracy is Specifically associated with a class divi-
ded society; the doctrine presupposes and accepts the
division of society into classes, and merely seeks to
fit a democratic structure' to a class divided society,
The prenineteenth century_demoéracy was utopian which

was intended as reaction against class societies,

The four models of liberal democracy are designa-
ted as 'Protective Democracy!, 'DeQeIOpmental Democracy!

'Equilibrium Democracy', and ‘'Participatory Democracy’.

Liberal democratic theory is a doctrine which
emerged only in the late 18th and early 19th century
precisely because it was only then that some - alpeit

limited - form of political liberal democracy no longer

3. C.3, Macphcrson, n. 1, pp 23 ff,
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appeared incompatible with class division and the security
of property. This first model makes its case for demo-
cracy on the grounds that it alone can protect -

i . - the governed from oppression,

is found in the utilitarionism of Bentham and James Mill,
the reluctant democrats who simply felt that the need

of an essentially capitalist economy in the then pre-
vailing conditions demanded such political reforms as

the exiension of the franchise, (Although Macpherson
does not explain why this was so, an explanation based

on Marx's account of capitalism would serve the purpose
very well here : with the increasing separation of pro=-
ducers from the means of production what Marx calls

fother than economic! modes of exploitation are increa-
singly replaced by ‘economic' and the role of the *poli-
tical' in the relations of production accordingly changes.
However, Macpherson avoids any language or mode of analysis
which suggests a Marxist conceptions of productive rela-
tions and class dominations), According to Macpherson,
neither Bentham nor James Mill had great moral enthusiasm
for democracy, They attempted to limit in various ways
and saw it largely as a mechanism for no restraining the
govermment and for ensuring fair competition in the poli-

tical market,
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Moved by the inhuman condition of the working
classes and the danger they posed to property, J.S.
Mill developed the developmental view of democracy6
(although Macpherson recognises the anti-democratic
elements in Mill), Mill first articulated the principle-
which for macpherson is the essence of the tradition,
that aspect of it he wants to preserve; the commitment
to the self-development of all individuals equally,
Mill did not, however, appreciate that his democratic
ideal of the equal development of all conflicted with
the capitalist relation of production and rather naively
imagined that class inequalities were *accidental and
remediable!, For Macpherson Mills: idealistic view of
man represented an advance over that of Bentham and
his tather, However, his view of society marked a
‘decline of realism', Unlike them he could not fully
appreciate the reality of class-conflict and postulated
a universal harmony of interests, Mill's theory of man
was subverted by his theory of society, In the 20th
Century, this developmental model, represented by philo-
sophical idealists like Barker or Lindsay, pragmatists
like Dewey or modified utilitarians like Hobhouse, while

retaining Mill's ethical commitment lost his realism

6. ibid, pp. 44 ff.
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concerning the obstacles to the fulfillment of the liberal
goals posed by the realities of class and exploitation,
They simply assumed that the regulatory and welfare state

would suffice to bring about the desired end,

Macpherson's analysis of the first two models has
been done excellently. Still more could have certainly
been said about the ways in which the doctrine expressed
the realities and structural needs of capitalism at a
particular stage of development, Something more could
havebeen told about how the partiéular nature of capita-
lism at that stage and in those places which helped in
the emergence of this version of liberal doctrine affe-
cted the nature and demands of the working class., And
no doubt a good deal needs to be said about the ways
in which the liberal bourgeois state has been able both
to conduct and contain class conflict and . the domi-
nant class has maintained hegemony, It is very clear
that both models in various ways responded to the practi-
cal demands of capitalism and were imbrued with its
assumptions, values, and contradictions, One essential
assumption is crystal-clear in Manhérson's analysis that
liberal dembcracy whatever disinterested moral commite-
ment, he may attribute to it - is still the ideology of

a class divided society, still an ideology expressing
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the needs of a class committed to the prevailing capi-

talist relations,

The third model currently prevalent one, is that
of mocern social scientist, the 'pluralist etilist equli-
brium model' inaugurated by Schumpeter and developed by
political scientists like Robert Danlt, Almond Verba
and others.7 This model aruged Macpherson, lacks the
ethical dimension of the previous one and offers a des=
cription, and & justification of statle democracy as a
competition between elites which produces equilibrium
without much populer participation, Democracy according
to this model is simply a mechanism for choosing and
auilhorizing gover:ments not . kind of socitty or a set

of moral ends.8

For them politics is arout achieving an equilibrium
between the supply of and the demand for political coods,
In their view, the masses are apathetic, incapable of
taking an effectiv: and inteiligent part in the conduct
of public affairs and nence thepnly viable form of demo=-
cracy is one in whicnh votersfreely choose between compe-
ting elites, whose main job is to forge trom a mess of
chaotic popular oninicns a coherent set of political goals

and nolicies,

7. ipid, pp 77 tf,

8. ioid, pp 73.
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Much of the validity of Macpherson's analysis is
lost in his account of Model-3 which is by far the weakest;
and the weakness is serious and apparent since this model
is the currently prevailing one and reflects the reali-
ties of capitalism today. Moreover, it is in his analysis
of this model that the shortcomings of Macpherson's

whole approach becomes most glaring.

Macpherson analyses this model as a description
an explanation and sometimes a justification of the
actual system in western democracies, while conceding
that these theoretical functions cannot always be kept
distinct, Macpherson's first and most extraordinary
judgement on this model; however, is as follows: As a
description of the actual system now prevailing in wes-
tern liberal democratic nations, Model-3 must be adju-

dged as subpstantially accurate.9

With this apparent
acceptance of the pluralist-etitist democratic descrip-
tion of politics in capitalist society, Macpherson sweeps
away most important aspects to know about capitalism as

a system of class relation, about class power in capi-
talist sociely, about political powers as a means of

maintaining class dominance and about the liberal bour-

geois state as a class state.lo Kacpherson's apprent

9. ibid., p. 83,

10. Ellen Meiksins Viood, op. cit.,” p. 222,
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deliberate ideological mystification of the pluralist
democratic model like that of Dahl, calls into question
his earlier useful insights about liberal democracy as
a class ideology and it seems as if there is no such
thing as 'class power! or ‘'ruling class', Above all
there is no conception of the state as su institution
whoece function is to sustsin a particulsr social order,
that is, @ particular set of productive relaﬁions and a
particular system of cless dominance‘ll Indecd, nis
very criticism of ihe mooel only serves to confirm thet
he shares its most fundamental premi¢es and is unwilling
to confront in more than the most superficial ways the
consecuences of class power and the nature of the state

in a class socivty,

Having critically examined each of these models
in turn, explaining the reason for their successive
tailures and eventual replacement by a2 new model, Mac-
pherson finally turns to the emerging model of 'partici-
patory democracy! which began as a slogan of the New

Left Student Movement.12 He proposes to develop this

11, Ralph Mitnband, 'The state in Capitalist Society!
(London, Weidenfield and Nicholson, 1969), pp.2-4.

12, Macpherson, n-1, pp 93ff.
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into a complete model to supersede the earlier ones, em-
bodying a specific political programme and some sugges-
tions about the kinds of social and ideological changes
which wWould be needed to make the political programme
realisable and feasible, For him democracy is a 'pyre-
midal system' with direct self-govermment at the base
and indirect self-government at every level above that,
Delegates are mandated and subject to recall. Macpher-
son appreciates that any system of government in modern
industrialised society requires political parties, but
he is worried lest these should acquire a monopoly of
political initiative and power, He attempts to combine
the two by introducing pyramidal organisations within
the structures of the political parties themselves, He
acknowledges that participatory cannot be sustained un-
less the citizens see theﬁselves primarily as exerters
of capacities and unless prevailing social and economic
ineqdalities are drastically reduced = (not eliminated),
Manhersoh visualises the vicious circle i;e- .change
of image of man as consumer and great reduction of
social and economic inequalities are prerequisitesof
participatory democracy and again the change of the
image of man and reduction of economic and social

inequality is scarcely possible without democratic
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participation - but instead of finding an outlet he
himself has been circumscribed within it , Macpherson
rejects both Mill's and Marx's way of finding out the

outlet from the vicious circle because of their obsolence,

| After offering somewhat an unconventional tracing
of the pedegree of current liberal democratic theory and
a8 vivid picture of his own model i,e, participatory
Democracy, Macpherson has clarified his stand and asserts
that his model would be in the best tradition of liberal
democracy rather than a denial of it. According to him
democracy is not merely a mechanism for cﬁksing and
authorizing govermment rather a society where the ega-
litarian principle inherent in it requires not only one
man one vote but also one man, one equal effective right

to live as fully humanly as he may wiSh.13

He also argues that contrary to widespread belief
in the western world, democracy should not be equated
only with liberal democracy, which is only one of several
forms, In the contemporary world he traces out two ‘hon-
liberal' variants of democracy - the Communist variant
and that of the Third World - both of which have a

'genuine historical claim to the title democracy'.l4

13, C.B. Macpherson, 'Democratic Theory :Essays in
Re‘trieval” 92. Cit.’ p0 510

14, Macpherson, n 3, p. 3,
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According to Macpherson Communiét society aims at the
fullest self-realization of all its members; and if the
term 'démocracy' is defined in its broader sense and is
used to refer a type of society, then a Communist Society
may be called democratic, at least so long as it remains
true to its pnrpose.15 In Macpherson's view Communist
societies are democratic but states are not., The
'undeveloped variant' of non-liberal democracy is nei=-
ther communist nor capitalist but is based on a rejection
of both the possessive individualism of the liberals

and the class analysis of the communists, It is rather

based on the Rousseauean General W:’Lll.l6

According to Macpherson it was scarcity in related
to unlimited desire that made the drama of liberal society.
a trageédy which has now become a melodrama where scarcity
in relation to unlimited desire czn be Seen merely the

villain.l7

He alleged that the scarcity in relation to
unlimited desire is the exclusive creation of the capita-
list market society which emerged only after the advent
of capitalist market society in the 17th century, Man

is not by nature an infinitely desirous creature but

has been made so by the market society. The capitalist

15, 1bid,, pp 18-22,
16, ipid,, pp 27-31.

17.  ibid., pp, 61-62,
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market society has created an overwhelming and all-per-
vassive consciousness of scarcity only to rationalize

itself and to give it its driving force,

Macpherson advises that the west can retrieve
itself from its imminent crisis by only discarding the
contracdiction implicit in the market concept of freedom
and human essence, The level of productivity and
abundance makes it no longer necessary to maintain the
pervasive, artifical and temporary concept of man; and
in one possibly crucial respect the passage of time
itself may be thought tec have weakened the concept as
a whole, or at the very least to have diminished its
vulger appeal. In its assurance about the imminent
transcendence of scarcity his position was fully stated
with their confidence in the assured persistence of
industrial affluence, Anxiety over the depletion of fuel
reserves, the costs of putting an end to industrial
pollution and the nersisting ecological deterioration
of the large areas of the world has made scarcity a focus
of urgent concern once again., In a world of plenty,
according to Macpherson, a social system organised around
compulsive greed does seem not merely morally ugly but

also Slightly absurd, But today it takes a more bracing
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imagination to see the world as a whole as a world of
plenty that it did earlier, The ending of scarcity has
appeared in Macpherson's wfiting as an available condi-
tion, both necessary and sufficient, for abandonment of
the pSycBology of possessive individualism and consequent
liberation from the toils of the market, It may, however,
be preferable to treat it as a sufficient condition for
our capacity td make that escape, The defects of market
as a system of distributive justice, painstakingly out-
lined by Macpherson, do not depend in any way upon an
attifude, satisfied or dissatisfied, to the total supply
of goocs, The persuasive eftect upon capitalist socie=-
ties of the existence of contrasting social systems in
other parts of the world is another component of his
arguments, much insisted on in 'The Real World of Demo-
cracy', which might serve as an alternative mechanism

of release,

If the 'Political Theory of Possessive Individua-
lism® records the negative side of Machperson's doctrine,
with its account of how shades of the prison house began
to close around the growing capitalist labour force, the
treatment of the conditions for the development of human
powers in the first six chapters of 'Democratic Theory'

gives a firm statement of his positiv. doctrine, The
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key element is the claim that an adequate theory of
democracy would have to be a theory in which all citi=-
zens had an equal right to enjoy themselves (unposse-
ssively) and to develop their human powers to the full.19
What Macpherson does attempt to do (that to successfully)
is to show that no theory which gives all citizens an
equal right to develop their human powers to the full

is compatible with the institutions of a society in
which labour is treated as a commodity and in which
there exists any significant measure of private property
in the means of production., But since western democra-

" cies are still preponderantly capitalist societies with
their productive systems operating on a (sometimes hea-
vily doctored) form of market and since their population
are not universally educated in the deficiencies of the
market as a system of distributive justice, the weary
sense of deja 1lu which someties comes over the reader
may fairly be rejected as umworthy; and the patience and
doggedness of Macpherson's exposition ought to make it
far harder for those who read him through to lose sight

of these important truths.zo

19, See Macpherson, n. 13, Chap, II and especially
Chap.III

20. John Dunn - Review Article : Democracy Unretrieved
Up.cit,, p. 494,
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Macpherson's explicit political programme is far
too sketchy to sustain close analysis, His charactexi-
sation of liberal democrécy and his own programme as
extension of that tradition obscures the realities of
capitalist society and one of its hegemonistic doct-
rines in ways which have serious programmatic consequences.
He puts stress in the wrong place and has missed the
chance to illuminate the aspects of the liberal legacy

which may be of great relevance to his programme,

Macpherson's own account of the foundation of
liberal democracy as class ideology makes the rest of
the argument rather ambiguous, futile and invalid, If
it is so then his characterization of this doctrine as
a commitment to the free and equsl development of all
individuals is questionable, Another crucial question
arises regarding Matpherson's simplistic snalysic of
scarcity and its abandomment, Is it so easy to dissociate
the liberal democracy from its foundation in capitalism
by simply assuming away the 'economy of scarcity'? It
seems that Macpherson treats Capitalism as if it were
merely the transitional and temporery instrument of
liberal democracy and its ethical goal; and it can be

withered away by abondoning the economy of scarcity,
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It may, in retrospect, be significant that through-
out the book, cLife and Times of Liberal Democracy' he
consistently speaks of *'Canitalist market relations’
rather than capitalist relation of production, even
though he seems most conscious of its importance and

21 On this score

he also avoids the concept of class,
Macpherson steps into the legacy of Max Vleber who so

of ten serves those who want to evade the iss.es posed

by Marx, The idea of class as g relation is conspicuously
absent in Weber's definition ot class; and class struggles
seem to amount to tittle more than extensions of the
competition for coods and serviceS.22 Even Macpherson's
ground-braking work Possessive 1ndividualism apparantly

Lacks the concept of class, More recently in an article

ck , ¢
in Robin Blaburn's edited book 1deoclogy in Social Science!

21, “"For concepts and notions are never innocent and
by employing the notions of adversary to reply
to him, one legitimizes them and permits their
persistence, Every notion or concept only has
meaning within a whole theoretical problematic
that founds it, They always surface when they
least expected, and constantly risk clouding
scientific analysis., This is more serious ; for
it is then no longer a question merely of external
notions imported to Marxism, but of principles
that risk vitiating the use made of Marxist
concepts themselves" (Nicos Poulantzas - The
Problem of Capitalist State - (ed) Blackburn-
op.cit., pp, 241-42,

22, Max Waber, Economy and 5o¢ietg' (new York
Bedminister Press, 1968), pp 227-228,
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Macpherson defines capitalism by vestensibly attacking
the mystification of contemporary economics.23 Although
this purports to be an attack on th-e ideological mysti-
fication of conventional social science still there lies
the typical obfuscation of the nature of capitalism,
Indeed Macpherson's cnheracterization of capitalism is
significant. precisely because of the extent to which
it shares the fundamental premises of modern economics:
the reduction of relations of production to market rela-
tions, the transformation of social to individual rela-
tions and relation of exploitation to relations among
equally free and soverign individuals, and even an
acceptance of the marginal utility theory of value.24
All these premises obscures the ways in which the mode
of production structures the 'free' choices of indi-
viduals, Furthermore there is nothing in Macpherson's
account of state intervention in capitalism in reprodu-
cing capitalist relation of production or maintaining

the structure of class domination characteristic of that

mode of production.25

23, C.B. Macpherson 'Politics: Post liberal Democracy'
in R, Blackburn ed, *Ideology in Social Science’
(London, Fantana/Collins, 1972), pp 29-30.

24, Ellen Meiksins Wood - op.cit,, p. 225

25, Ralph milliband, n, 1ll,
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Maépherson's own model i,e, participatory demc-
cracy is the most controversial part which is content
with sketchy suggestions and largely with unsupported
arguments, The problem as he sees, is not so much how
to make a participatory system work but as how to bring
about it, More significant is the project implicit in
his znalysis of liberal democratic theory : what that
aralysis says and fails to say about the nature of the
society that spawned the doctrine and what it implies
about the conditions and possibilities for transforming
that society. What institutions are most likely and
most hopeful for partitipatory democracy, has been dealt
in his closing pages which needs detailed elaboration

if it is to be worked out.

He notes the failure of a pyramidal representa-
tive system to produce participatory demccracy in the
Soviet Union, He believes that participatory democracy
‘will only be sutcessful if it is brought about democra-
tically with broad and solid popular support after the
great méderation of social and economic inequalities,
But he does not mention how these conditions are to be
obtained especially the removal of inequality, He does
not recommend to follow the Soviet pattern (apparently

because of his obsession for liberalisin and because



120

it won't get the necesczary support within liberal tra-
dition). Macpherson puts a great deal of reliance on
the political parties in the operation of the pyramidal
system, No more detail is vouch-safed, 1In view of the
record of indirect elections in ensuring top-down con-
trol, this seems a curious path for reforms aimed at
increasing responsiveness, Macpherson visualizes the
non-class divided society for the success of participa-
tory system but never says how existing classes are to
be eliminated or even moderated, This problem seems to
pe serious for Macpherson because of his belief that it
is social and economic institutions that shape man and

his political institutions,

It is necessary to consider Macpherson's most
cherished beliefs, the core of his doctrine, Macpherson,
it seems clear, supstjtutes participatory democracy and
a command economy for both representative govermment and
the laws of the market, But as John Chapman points out,

Macpherson's position raises numerous doubts.26 Chapp-

man alleged that Macpherson's call for participatory

26, John W, Chapman, 'Justice, Freedom and Property!
Unpublished paper prepared for the meeting of
the European Consortium for Political Research,
Grenoble, April 6-12, 1978 , (cited from '¥irk
E. Koerner - 'Liberalism and its Critique!
op. cit, p. 104),
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democracy rests upon a fatally incoherent moral psycho-
logy. Could individualism and collectivism fuse in the
manner Macpherson assumes? In Chapman's view Macpherson's
call for participatory deﬁocracy is fatally flawed in
that it rests upon an incoherent moral ps§chology. Mac-~
pherson wants both individual freedom and social
solidarity but never tells us how these two goals are

to be brought about or reconciled, It is not enough,

' Chapman aruges, to conjoin command-economy socialism and
participatory democracy and to atfirm that the cenjunc-

tion will work.2'

If ManHerson's case for participatory democracy
is fatslly flawed, so too is the call for ‘'vanguardism?®
to bring about the type of society he desires, Macpher-
son is quite ready, it will be recalled, to allow for the
'‘moral regeneration' of a debased mass by manipulative
elite or dictator. The rationalisation, of course, is
that 'if it is not done by a vanguard it will not be
done at all'.28 The vanguard state, aruges Macpherson,

will merge into the democratic state when the people

*freely support the kind of society that the vanguard

27, {bid, p. 15

28, Macpherson, ‘Real World of Democracy', op. cit.
ppo lg"?-oe
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state has brought into being'.29 But what if the people
do not want it, do not accept it or want to change it?
Will a plurality of values and goals and responses and
feeling and choices and chances be allowed for which

he is striving? This question too remains unanswered.
In the real world of Macpherson's democracy, it seems,
both democracy and freedom may be effectively prescribed

or postponed 1ndefinitely.3o

Macpherson's own, model suggests, however,
schematically, cautiously, superficially, and often
naively - somethinc beyond a merely reformed bourgeois
liberal state groundzd in capitalist relations of
production, It is fair to say that Macpherson's pro-
gramme does at least appear implictly, though not expli-
ctly, to take for granted that social conditions must
be radically transformed if participatory democracy is
to work; and the bourgeois state apparatus must not
simply be appropriated by the right people but must be
replaced by radically different political forms, His
account of how the transformation might be achieved places
considerable faith in some of the currently fashionable
expressions of social protest : environmentalism, neigh-

bourhood organisation and movements for 'decesion-making'

29, Ibid
30, K.E. Koerner op,cit,, p. 10&.
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in the work place, and in general, growing doubts about
the ability of corporate cepitalism to meet consumer

expectations in the old way.31

In short, his own sketchy programme is less signi-
ficant even programmatically than the analysis of libe-
ralism on which most of his efforts are concentrated,
His treatment of phase four is quite unconvincing even
self-contradictory, in theory, and almost wholly lacking
in practical detail, However radical the explicit pro-
gramme may be, the analysis essentially contradicts it

by accepting capitalism in its own terms.32

Macpherson aruges that there has been a historic
linkage between democratic liberalism and capitalist
market assumptions and the link between them seems to
hinge largely upon the ideas and perceptions of parti-
cular thinkers in the particular periecd; and capitalism
almost sppears as an instrument of liberalism whose:

contribution to the capitalist system is secondary,

31, Macpherson - n,1, p- 105
32, Ellen Meiksins Wood-op.cit,, p. 226,
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tangential contingent and transitional.33 His arguments
provide no explanation of how and what in the fundamen-
tal nature o capitalist relations of production that
made the linkage with liberal democracy possible, it
not actually necessary undér given historic conditions,
Macpherson's mode of analysis totally ebscures (though
not oblivious of) the explanation tﬁat how and why capi-
talist relations: S ... .. of preduction
have historically been a necessary (if not sutficient)
condition for the development of liberal democracy, and
to what extent and in what ways liberal demorracy has
been able to sustain those productive relations, This
treatment of liberal democracy as merely a reflection

of capitalism must be regarded as simply a deception,

33. It is because of these assumptions which is
implicit in Macpherson, Social Democratic
revisionism seems to have been based on a
strategy of 'pathwork reform' and passive
faith in some 'peaceful process of dissolu-
tion' which would eventuaily and more or less
automatically transform capitalism into
socialism, It is because of this lack of
scientific insight t~ go into deeper reality
(or deliberate avoidance of true nature of
capitalism), the thinkers(who Ssupport this
view)are popularly knowr as 'petty-bourgeois
thinkers?,



125

a mystification and a travesty of truth.34

However, Macpherson's assumption is not only that
democratic transformation is possible, but also that it
is the only justifiable route for social change in
liberal domocracies, He also admits in his'Maximiza=-
tion of Democracy' that the 'absence or severe restric-
tion of civil and pclitical liberty must be held, on
ethical concept of powers, to diminish men's powers more
than does the market transfer of powers'.35 Again after
constructing his third model of democracy he appreciates

one pasitive feature in it that is its protection-against

34 A proper evaluation of liberal democracy implies
an analysis of the ways in which the capitalist
state contains the class struggle, the ways in
which political powers are deployed in the
interest of the dominant class, how the state-
enters into directly into the relation of
production; the ways in which the repressive
organ of the state i,e., legal apparatus and
police function of the state are the necessary
foundation of the contraction at relationship
among the tequals!'! which constitute the domina-
tion of the working class by the capitalists,
An analysis of the link between capitalism and
liberalism must recognise that the fautonomy'
and 'universaliity' of the capitalist state are
pretisely the essence of its perfection as
class state; that this 'autonomy' and universa-
lity, the appearance of class neutrality which
is the speciel characteristic of the capitalist
state, are all made possitle and necessary by
precisely that condition hich also makes
capitalism the most perfect form of cless
exploitation, "

35, Macpherson, n, 13, p. 1l4.
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tyranny function.36 The implication of this is undispu-
table; existing liberal merket societies are more prefe-
rable than a tyrannical or dictatorial system, Then
social transformation must be based on the cd_nsent of

a sizable part of the population, This implied view of
Macpherson entails the lLockean liberal assumption that
individuals must be treated as natural governors of their
own person, Here it spcaks in a decidedly liberal tone,
advocating the equal trestment of every person to deve-
lop and - exert their humen capacities or not to do so =
a position which, incidentally, would oblige Macpherson
to treat capitalist market institutions as legitimate

at least until they are revoked by conSent.d7

Macpherson remarked in his discussion of method
that 'we find inconsistent positions being taken in a
single sentence we are entitled to ask whether any
assumption the writer may then have had in mind can
account for such statements_.38 There are such major
inconsistencies in Macpherson's thought, He holds that
liberal democracies need not face the problem of

imposing moral regeneration and that liberal society

36, Macpherson, n 1, p. 91,

37. John W, Seaman and Thomas J, lewis- op. cit.,
pp. 726=-727.,

38, ‘acpherson, "The Political Theory of Possessive
Individualism ; FHobbes to Locke", op.cit., p. 8.




debases human beinas,l Why does Macpherson not claim

that a large number off people living in Western demo-

cracies have been debged by their society? It is

obvious that if tastesfare manipulated and labour is

alienated, the kind offmoral intellectual and creative

deve lopment prescribed@by Mill is being frustrated,

The solution to this pfpblem seéms to lie in Macpherson's
assumption that 'peopldq who have been debased by their
society cannot be morallly regenerated except by the
society being reformed §nd this requires political power’,
It is resonable to surmfse that Macpherson has been
hesitant to face of to fhe consequences of his own
assumption and he coverq over the problem by stating

that the liberal democr
39

ies have already undergone

their revolution, He Boes not will to believe that

large segment of populatfon must be forced to be free,

if freedom means human d@velopment in ethical sense,

Macpherson holds, Jiberal-democracy is justified

by a commitment to human fevelopment and the liberal
society frustrates human fevelopment, Macpherson pro-
claims the ultimate moralfjty of liberal democracy and
denounces the immorality liberal societly because,

given his failure to will fthe means to overcoming

39, Michael A. Weinsteifh, ¢

Roots of Democracy
pp. 269-270,

y Cuba Manhe;son : The
nd Liberalism’ - op.cit.
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human dabasement, he must attempt to rescue whatever
human velues are present in liberal-democracy and hope
that they will eventually leaven the mass.4o The final
assumption, is that, given an aversion to imposing
moral regenrration on significant numbers of debased
people, the rescue of liberal-democracy is the best
hope for the wesi, 'But this assumption does not reﬁolve
the inconsistency, but does expose clearly enough the
limitation and directions of Macpherson's myopic vision,
'*Macpherson accepts the logic of revolution but not the
revolution in logic‘.4l ’
In Macpherson's writings the market, despite its
repeatedly affirmed moral obsolescence, appears as
virtually the sole agency in social processes with the

capacity to impose real structure on society, At no

40, 1bid, p. 270.

41, Macpherson's vision is that of an intellectual
who cannot condone the use of force to impose
moral transformation, but who believes that
torce is necessary to lead the unregenerate
masses towards moral fulfillment, This funda-
mental dilemma leads a 'humanistic political
scientist with socialistic leanings to launch
a rescue operation to save liberal democracy
and its accompaniments the power-seeking nstion-
states, Yet the operation is doomed to failure
from the beginning because Macpherson can
hardly avoid attacking liberal scciety at its
very roots and showing how it is intrinsically
related to liberal democracy. '



128

point does he devote serious discussion to institutions
other than those connected with market exchange which
might be thought to otfer potential obstructions to the
realisation of democracy., This restriction of attention
seems oversanguine in itself, But if it is accepted

as in any measure realistic, it also raises grave
doubts about the pointtulness of Macpherson's entire
undertaking; and if it is right to see the market as a
sccial agency of such unique structural potency, it is
hard to imagine it softly and silently vanishing away
merely because of a shitt even a unanimous shitt, in

the moral affection of the professional quild of politi-
cal theorists.42 It seems apparent that the sway of

the market is sustained by something more robust than

43

the moral affections of political theorists, But

Macpherson's assumptions regarding it is extremely simple-

42, John Dunn - op.cit., pp 495-496,

43, The rationality of market operations, however
rigged, cannot be eluded merely by looking
down one's moral nose at them, What keeps
markets operating is not on the whole moral
credulity. What stops them operating has
never been simply a shift in moral tastes,

It is their difficulties in functioning effec-
tively which are likely to imperil their con-
tinvation, not the mass character of their
moral self-descriptions,

(8ill Warren, Imperislism and Capitalist
industrialization', New Left Review, 81(1973)
pp, 3-41).
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minced and more than a little airy. What Macpherson
invokes is the prospect of peaceful transition to libe-
ratarian socialism for the mechanics of which he fails

to give any plausible cheracterization whatever,

Today technology hes become an integral part of
our thinking and doing. And Macpherson is also not an
exception, He has been circumscribed by the ramifica-
tion of technocratic rationality and precludes a full
understanding of the all-inclusive nature and impact
of techiocentric rationality on man's domination of man
and nature.44 Hwa Yol Jung has pointed out the possi-
bilities and limits of Macphersou's sociclogistic
thinking with reference to liberal pholosophy and to
explore the internal, stiructural weaknesses of concep-
tual framework resulting from his treatment of Hobbes's
scienticism as mere superstructure of bourgeois indi-
vidualism and, conversely, his failure to cénfront some
of the basic aspects of technology and its damaging

effects on men today,45 lacpherson's view of the role

44, Jaques Ellul, 'The Technological Societyt' trans,
John Wilkinson (wnew York : Alfred A, Knopf, 1964)

Herbert Marcuse, 'Oine-Dimensional Man_: Studies
in the ideology of Advanced industrial Society®
(soston: Beacon Press, 1,04),

45, Hwa Yol Jung - Democratic Untology and Technology:
A critique of C,B. Macpherson, 'Polity' vol., xi
No, 2, Winter 1978, pp. 254-267,
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of the technology with regard to ontology emerges clearly
from his statement that 'technology assists ontology'.46
because ot his fascination tor tecinology Macphercson
fails to explore the utilitarian tendency of 'labour'
and 'work! to exploit nature thereby strengthening and
perpetuating the ethos of technccentric culture as an
integral part of Lockean liberalism.47 The ideology of
Lockean libe:alism promotes the etnos of technological
civilization, Based on the subjugation and negation of
nature by human labour and industry, it builds the society
ot acquisitive *economic men', Technological thinking
minus its antihumenistic tendencies and its extractive
power over humen development is necessarily utilitarian,
instrumental, exploitative and maninulative., In contem=-
porary technocentric culture, t@chnolégy absorbs onto-
logy rather than, as Macpherson suggests, technology
assists entology, iacpherscn tails to come to grips

with the destructive, antihumanistic tendencies of
technology as tne main driving force of contemporary
thought because he separates relation of men to men

and of men to nature and views technology as a morally,

L. 4
though not ideolegically neutral instrument, 8

46, acphersen n, 13, p. 37,

47, This hac peen proe~hl to & sharp tocuc in victor
Foerxise, 'The ruture of Technological Civiliza-

tion' {(wnew york: George =razillier, 1974),

48, Awa Yol Jung op. cit. p. 260,
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Now we may inquire whether Macpherson looks
revolution as a practical exigency of the transition
from possessive market society to a fully democratic
society. But perhaps we are xnocking at the wrong door
and asking the wrong question, since his view of theory
does not see it instrumentally, but rather as a mode
of penetrating, providing insights and 'seeing' : the
material conditions of society are iaken to be a
tsetting' from which a 'problem' is abstracted.49 Then
what is Macpherson's view of the historical process of
transition? At this crucial juncture this 4{nevitable
question is very vital because when a vision of good
society is linked with the view that history is con-
scious transformational process, and when that process
is seen to be only step away from yielding the vision

as reality how can the step be accomplished?

It is extremely difficult to find out a blue-
print of any particularist and clear-cut theory of trans-
- ition. In some places, Macpherson has scatterdly con-

fined himself to rather unspecific general remarks on

49, Macpherson, *'The Economic Penetration of Political
Theory' : Some Hypothesis', revised version of a
paper presented at the Conference for the study
of Political Thought, 19 April 1974, 4a, cited
from Victor Svack, 'The Elusive Maixism of C,B,
Macpherson', op. cit. p. 4l6.
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tHe prospects of change towards socialism, without ela-
borating any theory of transition whatsoever.5o Indeed
there was none-forthcoming, Macpherson in any case does
ﬁot accept the traditional Marxist theory of revolution;51
it is therefore almost needless to say that he does not
recommend the practice of it either, But the silence

or rejection of one do¢s not necessarily imply the affi-
rmation of any other particuler alternative, Ultimately,
a close review of his works show that, with the excep-
tion of hoped-for breakdowns and break-throughs, Mac-
pherson does not provide a theory of transition to the
fully human classless society from capitalist market

societly which he prescribes,

0. Macpherson, 'The Maximisation of Democracy', -
'Problems of Non-Market Theory of Democracy',
'A Political Theory of Property', 'Revolutions
and Ideology in the Late Twentieth Century! -
in the bBook Democratic Theory - bssays in Retrie-
val', op.cit,

51, It is expected that Macpherson should have assumed
to accept revolution by implication, though he
suggested to the contrary. It is worth-mentioning
that just as the appropriation of material goods,
utilities, is relatively meaningless in essen-
tially human terms to the extent that a person
does not consciously, directly participate in
the process of production of these utilities;
the apnropriation of the good life, the fully
human society, is relatively meaningless unless
those who are to make up the society participate
consciously in its crestion and direction.
(Victor Svacek agp.cit., r. 420) The right to a
good sociely, if viewed as an enforceable claim
to 2 set of power relations, must entail thg )
duty to exert oneself in creating and sustaining
those relations, HKevolution now may be seen as
considerably more than an instrumentality for

achieving the good lite :; it may be considered
a8 part ot coond lite.
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Then next question comes why there is the absence
of a transition-theory in Macpherson's work? The absence
of a theory of transition in Macpherson's work now
appears as an oversight, an as-yet-uncultivated plot in
the whole terrain of his other assumptions.52 Whether
the theorist is waiting for the fertility of the soil
to be demonstrated? Whether this is a scarcity derived
from the assumptions about the unchanging nature of man,
his inherent revolutionary infertility, or, rather a
scarcity due to the niggardly provisions of the earth
in combination with man's productive powers? Whether
Macpherson's subscribes to the Marcusian one-dimension-
ality of working class as a real phenomenon that all the
seedlings are mildewed and tools worn away? But the

questions remain unanswered,

Macpherson®s answer to these question553 is quite

52, Victor Svacek op.cit., p. 420,

53. Macpherson aruges that 'the times have changed and
are still changing. Because they have changed since
Marx's time his prognosis may require alteration,
Or perhaps only @ more informed understanding of
his full prognosis may be required, Because times
are still changing it would be foolish for a
theorist to offer a definitive aiternative blue
print", (Macpherson 'Humanist and Elusive Marxism:
A response to Minogue and Suacek' - Canadian Journal
of Political Scienceix, No, 3, Sept 1976, p. 423),

It is quite admissible that time is never constant,
is changing and will change, It is also sheer
foolishness to accept Marx's theory of revolution
without any modification to suit the time, But
still a changed theory of transition can be and
should be prescribed for & particular period to
change the situation,
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unconvincing; and he deliberately avoids this question;
regarding the theory of transition, though he is very
conscious of its importance, If Macpherson really wants
to have a true humanistic and classless society, he
should atleast comeforward with a theory of transition
which can overthrow all circumstances in which man is
humiliated enslaved abondoned and despaired and not
a3llowed to live a fully humanly life, Macpherson's

plea shows the vagueness and superficial commitment;

and all his analysis becomes meaningless and invslid,
The extreme wyagueness with which Macpherson envisages
the external competitive pressure on capitalist ideology
is matched by the absence of any plausible identifica-
tion of the mechanism of transition in which western
societies are to reject the market concept of the essence
of man, It is also matched by a persisting ohscurity

as to just what audiance he supposes himself to be
addressing, an issue which is plainly important for a
thinker intent on fostering desirable changes in the

world,

Macpherson tries to establish a link between
liberalism and socialism by arguing that the essence of
liberal democracy is an ethical commitment to individual

self-development for all, a commitment that issues logi-
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cally in socialism, This is rather empty formula, how-

ever, To extract this 'ethicel comnitment' from liberal
democracy as its essential principle is 1to evacuate its

socio-historical substance and to forget the association
of literal individualism with class exploitation and

class domination.
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CHAPTER IV

CRITIQUE OF WMACPHERSON

For Macpherson, Political theory is two-dimensicnal
inguiry : explenatory and normative.l He argues that in
so far as it has an explanatory intenti&n, political theory
analysis the nature of political system, the ways its
various parts are held together, the pattern of causeal
and other relations between them and so on. However, a
political theory does not exist in a vacuum; it is an

intecral pert of, and is profoundly sheaped by, wider society,

Political theory is also ncrmative prescriptive,
justificatory or advocatory. Macpherson uses these terms
interchangeably, According to Macpherson to justify a
social order is to find a moral basis for it, 1In his
view the adeguacy of a politicel theory is to be assessed
by, among other things, the penetration of its analysis

f)
of human nature.”

Macpherson argues that no political theory is ever

1. l'acpherson, 'Do we need a theory of Statev!
European Journal of Sociolocy, &VIII, 1977, po.
223f,

Macpherson, 'Democratic Theory kssays in Retrieval,
op.cit,, pp. 105.1.

2, wacpherson, 'Democratic Theory: Essays in Retrieval!
op.cit., p. 202,




. 134

exclusively explanatory or normative, 1In his opinion, a
well considered political theory must pay adequate atten-
tion to both explanation and justification., He regrets
the increasingly sharp division of labour between the two
types of theory on the ground that it,imﬁgveriShes them

and prevents them from giving adequate accounts of poli-

~

tical life,>

Macpherson is right to insist that every political
theory is inescapably historical in nature, First, poli-
tical theory is undertaken by socially situated men at a
specific time, in a specific society, about a specific
subject matlter to which they stand in a specific relation,
ship, The political theorists subject matter consists of
man and society as they are in specific historical epcch.
Second, political theory is not a transcendental activity
operating in a historical vecuum, Political theorist is
a member of, and is shaped by, a, specific society at a

4
specific stage of its development,

According to Macpherson, then, every political
theory has a 'time-bound quality'SAi.e. it is applicable
accurate and relevant only for @ specific period and
specific situation., For Macpherson, the so called permcnent

sicnificance of & theory 'is usually only a recurrent

3. Macpherson, 'Political Theory of Possessive Indivi-
duslism', op.cit,, p. 15, .
4, ibic., pp 6 f.

5, Ibid., p» 100, 104.
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significance'.6 No pelitical theorist can hope to give
a satisfactory account of his subject matter unless he has
a carefully worked out theory of the nature of society

and the relations between its major institutions.

Macpherson has argued that the political theorists
commit two fallacies when they end up universalising the
basic features of contempor-ry man and society and in
turning 'an historically valid relationship into necessary

-and universal principle.7 First, they have been guilty
of historical anachronism, and second by claiming univer-
sal validity for their histcrically derived views of man
and society, They have presented the latter as if they
were natural and unatierable, 1In so doing they have
idealized prevailing types of man and society and have

placed them above all criticisms,

Macpherson has pointed out four basic problems of
the time-bound nature of political theory are set by its
age, Different historical epochs throw up different pro-
blems and the theorists concentrate on that particular set

of agenda, liacpherson has mentioned that with the emergence

6. Macpherson, _Canadian Journal of Economic_and
Politicel Science, xXXIX, 1963, p. 566, cited
from Vikhu Parekh op.cit., p. 50.

7. smacphercon, n.3., p. 99,
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of maerket society, basic problems were no longer moral
but economic, Macpherson says that the unprecedented
‘economic penetration of political theory in the modern
age completely changed the latter's character and

structure.8

Second, every political theory vests on several
unarticulated assumntions wnich constitute the Limits of
its thought., Its as<umptions shape its questions, methods
of eanelysis, basic concepts and answers, The most
effective way tc criticize it, thercfore, is to articulate
and scrutinize its b sic asSumptions. Thiis is how Mac-
pherson analyses Hobbes, Locve, Zentham, Jomes Mill, J.S.
Mill and others, Of course, it is not that easy to
identify the assumptions of a thinker specially when he
belongs to a particular type of scciety of which one
is oneself & part, as in the case with most of the

thiners whom Macphersun discusses,

Third, in Macpherson's view, the most satisfactory
vay to understand a iradition of political thought is to
uncerstand a tradition of nolitical thought is to under-
stand its terms of the chancing fortines of its basic

Q
assumptions,” According to Macpnorson a tradition of

3. Maepherson, *YIhe Fconomic Penetration of Political
Theory', 'Journal of the Hislory of [degs', XXKIX
1973, pp 101 f:.

. acohrrson - n.2, po 19U ff,
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of thought can be best studied in terms of how different
writers see or fail to sce, the nred to revise their
assumptions, of how they may only partially revise them,

juxtapose old and the new assumptions and so on.

Fourth, Macpherson argues thet the 'strength' of
a political theory lies in its ability to penetrate and
articulate the bhasic features of its age, The deeper it
penetrates into the }nnermost structure of its age, the
greater its power to explain it and the more persuasive
power its prescriptions acquire, A philusophically satis-
factory politicel theory is one that best articulates its
age, and that there is less tensions between its histori-
cel and philosophicel character, Its historcity, there-
fore, does not impugn its philosophical integrity. On
the contrary, a political theory tha! aims to transcend
its historical epoch in search of abslract universls
truths will turn out to e neigher historically nor
philosophically 1lluminetina. For Macpherson, the truer
a theory is to its age the more philosophically satisfac=-

tory it is likely to bpe.

Macpherson is primarily concerned to construct not
a universally valid theory but one that is specific to the
modern age., Such a historically relevant theory has two

objeclives & Livut, Lo develop o hilstoricelly relevont
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theory of man's capacities and needs; eand second, to
explein the character of the modern state and society
and to explore how they can be so s ructured as to tealise

sy 1
human capacities and necds,. =

Again Facphrrson is frlly richt to insist that a
politicel theorist cannot rise above the politicel and
ideological battles of his society, Although he operates
et = highly general and broader level, he remains rooted
in his society and is protfoundly influenced by its coniro-
versies, For Macphc¢rson the issue of value judcement,
wnich is central to modern social theory is not primerily
methrdological.hather uncer tie veil of value neutrality
ultimete suprort for status cguo tinos its vationale. The
clash between poscessive individualism and MacpHerson's
humanistic ontology is an ethical one i.,e, valuational,
Therefore, primary importance is assigned to a social
theory nct to which is methodologically and or epistemolo-
gically *true' or 'false' hut which better serves the
percepltion of reality and the future fultfiliment of 'the
essence of man', The function of more sdequate social
thieory is to cmphasize thie nistorical connections between
thincs in order to grapn~le with probtem at its roots and

to study thin-s in @ constant state ot flux and change,

10, Fecrherson, 'Do we ne.d a theory of Statev', op.cit.
p. 243,
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It is to look into the p ast to understand the present
in order to plan tne future thus taxking up every pheno=-
menon in all its three dimensions. Consequently the
study of the past has a didactic purnosc, Macpheérson
tells that, 'the purpose of scholarly reapprisals of
political theories is to help us to see the limits and
possibilities of a areat traadition as apnlied to our
11

own davy... Thus Mecoherson sees the function of theory

as both interpreting the world ana imnroving,it.

Despite at the enumrrations i'acnherson's view of
poditiccl theory is not whotly frec from ditficulties,
lle is mistaken in his view that Political theory is wholly
historical or time-bounc and lecks s universal dimension.
Further, when he strecccs that the explanatory tasx of
political theory, he defincs explanation almost in
empirical terms. He fails to notice that although the
so-called grand pclitical tncory and empiricel theory are
both explanatory, they otfer difflerent types of explana-
tion, the former being interested in the philosophical,
the latter in scientific explanation., Again while he is
right to stress the justificatory dimension of political
theory, he fails to appreciate that it is subordinate and
derivetive, and that philosophical justification is much

more subtle and complex than wmere advocacy of a specific

11, Vacpl.erson, 'Halevy's century Hevisited!, Science
and Scciety, sl, Mo, 1, (Winter 1967)p. 37, Cited

by llichael A, VWeinsten (_)_R,i:j_t_,, p. 252,
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social order.12

Further Macpherson does nol adequately
analyse the complex logicazl relationship between expla-
nation and justification and suggests that the two some-

how lie sice by side in a theoretical system,

Despite his valuable insichts Mecpherson's thought
is prone td several criticiesm, Althouch the concept of
human essence is pivotal to his cociel and political theory,
l'acpherson's analysis of it is not adeguate enoughf to
stand several criticicsms made against him, He is ambictous
about whether or not man has & hitlorically inveriant
nature, Sometimes he answere in the af irmdtive.l3 Some-
times he says that man has 'no perm.nent unchanging nature!
and that he 'changes his nature by changing his relation
to other men and the mzterial environment.l4 On vet
another occasion he drews an interesting distinction,
Although he lecke much clerity, he divides human nature
into two things ; first, we may refer to highly formsal
cépacitirs as reason, c<ense perception, ima~ination and
memory; secondly, *to the subsientive contents of human

desires and motives.15 He seems te suggest implicitly

12, Vikhu Parekh, op.cit., o0..68
13, acphtrson, n.2, p. 338.
14, Ibi:., p. 34,

15, lacpoherson, n.3, p. 186,

b
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that the former are historically invariaent and cherac-
terize the human animal &s csuch whereas a< the latter

. e . . . 16 . . s ae
1s subjrct to historiczl cl.anaes, l'acpherson's distin-

ction of this is guite perrlexine, it does not develop

{

distinction nor do+s it explain how to decide which
human cherzcteristies belong to which catrgory and whether

they can be compartmentslized so neatly,

i‘acpherson subordindtes epistemological and metho-
dological to ontoloaical iscues, as the main function of
theory is to clarify the humsn ccndition substantively
in @ social and historical perspective. tle is primarily
concerned with liberalism as an antology and the ethics
of its possessive individuelis, This, his critique of
Friedman's elegant tembstone' of economics and Down's
economic theory of democracy is not primerily aimed at
their positivistic methodology - postitivistic economics
and postivistic politics respectively - but at their
ontological assumptions of man and society, that is,
possessive individualism as an ontology which r educes the
estence of man' to the economic relations of market society.

Sheldon S. Wotin's criticism ageinst Lackel8 is quite

16, Vithu pasrekh, op. cit., p. 70
17, Hwa Yol Jung, op._cit., p. 249,
183, Sheldon 3. %Woin, 'Politics and Vision', (Boston:

Little ..rown, 1l960Q, pp 280-434,

17
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applicetle here, The reduction of human essence to the
economic relations of mar< et society contributes to tne
decline of political philoscphy and the sublimation of
politics by subordinating homo politicus to homo econo-
micus. The root of the problem is 'econcmism!, viewed

in the hedomistic ;hilosonhy of homo-faber as ene of

life without limits to economic gain and growth and this
legacy basically started from Locte who saw nonhuman
extrrnal nature simply as means to satisfy human need and

desires,

The problematic aspect of lLlacph rson's conception
of the function of theory, and thus the relationship
between theory and proctice, finds its divwgence in his
critique of liberal ideoloqy as possessiveiindividualism,
Macpheérson does not acmit that possessive individualsim
is inherently or essentislly faulty rather he maintains
that it is { aulty because of its 'cultural lag' since the
assumptions of porcesaive individualiom, the product of
the 17th century bourgeois culture, which was scientific
and vational for the then socic ty no loncer match the

conditions of the twentieth century.19 This is the Achilles

19, Necpherson, n. 2, p. 192,
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heel of Macpherson's conception of theory in relation to
practice, which hss a venerable tradition in Karl Manheim's
socioloay of Knowledgo.zo Jung calls Macpherson's views
'sociologistic! and argues that the function of theory

as a critique of ideology or reduction of theory to a
sociologistic orienteation undermines the normative purpose
of his own democratic ontoloay of fulfilling essence of

man Leyond the postula‘es of possessive individualshm both

21

now and in future, This sociologistic explanation of

Macpherson finds its exempdifieation in his critique of

20
l'obhes, Thercfore it is not curpricing thot Macpherson,
who ignores Hobbes scienticism, also ignores the basic
issues of tecnnology - technological rationality as the
all-inclusive logos of nan's domination of other men as
well as neture - in the construction of hisown democratic

ontology.

20, Hwa Yol Jung, op. cit., p. 250.

21, Ibid,

22, However prolific and penetrating, Macpherson's
critique of liobbes is one sided since it does
not take lobbes's scienticism seriously enough
rather treats it merely ss superstructure or an
epiphenomenon of the market society., As a
result he fails to comprehend the profound and
indelible impact of ccienticism on human onto-
logy in his enelysis of Hobtes's philosophy.
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acpherson being dissilusioned "y the technoloéical
ratiionality has succumbed to the instrumental and utili-
tarian rationalify though he is oblivious of it. The
difficulty of this utilitarianism, as Arendt polnts out,
is it innate inability to uncerstand the distinction
between utility and meaning-fulness in which all ends are
bound to have a short duration and to be transformed into
m ans for some other ends. She writes that “the perplexity
of utilitarianism is that it gets caught in the unending
chain of means and ends without even arriving at some
principle wnich could justify the category of means and
ends, that is of utility itself,.. In other words, utility
estatlished as meaning gencrates meaninglessnoss",23 .In
the utilitarianism of homo faber, technology gains a life
of its own independently of man who fabricates, and man
becomes a mere appendage to machine - a condition which
Marx called objectification, If Marx's and Arendt's
analysis is right, a new ontoloay of man must envisage
possibility of liberating him from the 'necessity' of
labour and 'utility!' of work (ang technology) with which
Macpherson unfortunstely fails to come to grips in his
democratic ontology. Only because of this, for Macoherson

scarcity is @ form of the 'reification' of a market

03, Hannoh Arendt, 'The Humon Condition' (Chicaqgo:
Univeitilv ol Chicaqgo bress, 19U8), p. L4,
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SOCiety.24 As a result this undermines the quality of
life, which is the essence and rationale of Macpherson's

democratic ontology.

Mecpherson as a critigue of possessive individual-
ism definitely writes from a perspective that rejects the
consequence of capitalism but the rejection of capita-
lism is not consistently crounced in a commonsurate
analy$is of capitalist social relations, Even sometimes
Macpherson's analysis of canitalism erpears to accent
that system ot its own valustion becauwe oi his avoidance

of the role of the state and capitelism as an ideology

24, For reification (scarcity is reified) is the way
of defining social relations of men by the
mechanism of producing, buying, selling and
consuming commodities in the market system,
Macpherson is aware of the danser of technology
in contriving wants, needs and demands for
more and more maeterial things and in perpetua-
tina a consumer soci:r ty., However, to view
scarcity as a cultural variatle of the market
socicty along is ta%e the 'hbanility of evilt
inhcrent in technology too lightly., Mor:
importantly, to view scarcity solely as a
cultural or Social variable of the martet
society is to fail to see it as an unreified
pro>lem of the economies of the finite
earth (Hws Yol Jung, op. cit., p. 265).
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in maintaining the class-hogemony.25 As a result at such
times, the effectiveness and vslidity of his argument
does not dit er so much from the very theories he attacks;
and he concludes by confirmin® their iceological mysti-

fication,

It is very difficult and risky to chsrecterize
Macphrreon's stand point especizlly because of its
fluctiation, Throughout his coreer he has vehemently
criticised modern political theory for obscuring social
realitics and particulerly tor neglecting the consequences
of cl:ss relations., He has rightly stre<ssed that the
ageeper it penetrotes into the inner-most strucyure of
its age, the cvrecter its nower to explain the reality,

3ut unfortunctely Macpherson has failed to «rapple with

25, The Capitslist ideoloyy was able not only to
fulfil the functions discovered and analysed by
Marx and Engels but also to move on to new
“even more ambitious task, The bourgeois
ideology as a tranquiliser has been able to
control the very thought structure of the people
and their very thought procestc has become
unidirecticonal, ™It no longer serves merely
as a brake on people's striving for a better
society, it no longer represents merely & barbed
viire entathglement keeping people from salis-
fying their basic necds snd potentialities - it
fas now reached whel miqht te called its ultimate
target : it has cripoled that striving itself,
it hss driven a poverful wedae between human
'‘needs?' and human fwents', With bourgyeois
taboos and moral injunctionc intcrnalized, people
steeped in the culture oi monopoly copitrliom
do not want whal they need und do not recd
what they want" -(Pdul A. Baron ,‘ L oviger VEewW ; Egedys
tewavds cyitige of Political Economy? =d.by John 0’
Nell | Menthly Review Pregs , New Yerk | 1569, rp. 29-320)




the totelity of social forces with all its interconnec-
tions and uncercurrents for which he ignored completely
the structursl and functional as well as ideological role
of the liberal capitalist state in rationalising the

class -rule,

His socialist programme enshrined in his 'Life and
Times of Liberal Democracy' 1s contrasted by its theoreti-
czl Democracy' is contrasted by its theoretical under-
pinnings. His releuctance to deal with cless with all
its implications unmasks a more fundamental methodologi-
cal problem and his veiled intentions. Even if he
explictly prescribes some political and sccial changes
that can hardly go beyond the mere reform of capitalism,
He has never gone to the root of the problem to find
out the solution ratrer kept himself busy merely at

trimming the branches,

Although Mecpherson's analysis combines a pene-
trating critique of present-day liberal market socicties
with an alluring vision of human poscsibilities, his
proposed retrieval of liberal democraéy has been found
wanting by libersls and socialists alike., There is a
curious mixture of individuclism and comrunal sentiment
in Macphrrson's thoughti anu that he is likely to be
assailed by linersle for the comrunal bias of his poli-

tical theory which harbours the seeds of totalitarianism



and distruction of liberal individualism, yet attacked

by the sccislists for his wtention of liberal (or bourgeois)
individualism in his theorizing that he can not generate
the revolutionary doctrine needed to get the development

and classless society he advocates.26

Macpherson's straddling position is not fully
reconcilable. The source of tension in his political
theory lies within his ethical principle itself, and
also between his ethical principle (or its vision of
classless society) on the one hand and some other fea-
tures of his political theory - for example his critique
of capitalism, his vicws on sociol trensformation, or
his continued ettachment to the liberal noticn of ncgative
liberty - on the other, All these tensions or contra-
dictions loom larqely because of his failure to integzate
the essential insi ihts of literalism (more specially
thouchts of Mill) and Marxism into & harmonio;s conceptual
whole, although <trictly speakirng he belongs to no

school of thought,

Macpherson retains mnot only the individualism and
some 0f the pessessivist ethos wut alsco several other

importent features of likerslism, Li%e the liberals, he

~

26, LR, Minougue, op, cit,, n, 594,
Jehin o, Secamon one Thom.o J. Lewie, op._oil.

pp. 707-708.




appears to think that tlie essencr of men mutely inhers

in esch inaividual rather than in the ensemble of social
relations, MéCpherson's socialist and bourgeois man only
differ 1in their objectives but ¢ are the same basic view
of life in general and rrason in rerticuler. Liberal
utilitarienism has its weighty infouence on Macpherson's
thouoht, Like 1Nill Macoherson ie such more concerned
about the injustice of ex-loitetion and the unfeir trans-
fer cf oowers in capitelist :ocisty than the atomization
and dehumanization of men oni. the dictertion and corrup-
tion of human votential. 1In these cdses Marx hes hardly
been able to influence Nacpherson, IMarx's influence 1is
largely confined to his analysis of socicty and that to

a limited extent but it does not extend to his concep-
tion of man. Macoherson wants to create a socialist
society of his own -ariety for the reslization of & libe-
ral man. He wants to super impose the retrieved ethical
value of liberalism on hic own branr of socialism i.e,

an extension of liberalism devoid ot its evils. Mac-
pherson 1s primerily commitied to likeralism and absorbs
as much a8s Marxism &s his likcrel assumptions permit and
as a resvlt he liberalize< Morxism but dors not Marxianize

27
libraiism,” Macpherscon's theoretical enterprisc, despite

27. Vi*hu Foreh, op. cit., p. 73.



its socio-historical bundation, necessarily dwells to a
grezt extent within the mecthodological conventions of
traditional political philosophy i.e. abstracting politi-
cal theory from its social rezlities that underlie it,

to which he himself has vigorously attacked.

His failure to give an analysis in proportion with
his apparent ethical commitment to socielism is a part
of 3 political and intellectual tradition which has too
much of ob<ession for liberalism despite all its limi-
tations. This is a tradition which has produced a form
of socielism ridcled with contradictions be‘ween its moral
idignation at capitalism and its 'inadeguate understancing
of thc social phenomencn that provokes that indignation.28
Although Necphersor does not reorcsent the typicality of
that traocdition, it < an be argued that his inadequate
analysis - regosrdin. closs and state, the true nasture of
capitalism, the organic lin% be‘'ween capitalism and libe-
relism, his abstraction of liberalism from its socisl his-
torical foundation, his emphasis on economism and scienti-
cism, lack of structurel articulation and elahoration of
humanistic ontology - can be explaircd by the fuct that
he hes taken un er the spell of liberalism lite other

likeraels,

28, Ellen Meiksins Wood, op. cit., p. 217,

o—re
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More truely Macphcrson steps into the legacy of J,S.
Mill., Like Mill, Macgherson represents the crisis-phase
of liberalism when its very survival is at stake and libe-
ralism as an ideolegy is uneble to face the imminent
menace with its own justificatory theory., Macpherson here
plays the role of a transitional figure in the develop-
ment of likeralism by traying to hridge up the gap
between possessive and socialist individualism. Like
Mill, Macpherson's is a crisis-management theory who
only prescribes some piecemeal changes, Macpherson's
critique of Mill i,e, contradiction between Mill's ethical
position and his conception of capitalist relations of
production as such, hits him back since his own argument
is not less plagued by the same condradictions. Mac-
pherscon's transitional role and his reluctance to renounce
liberal (or bourgeo.s) individualism left him to quite
trenchant criticism, Hence, Prof. Macphe¢rson can now
be seen to be in Marxist tradition but not necesssrily
of it.29
Aithough Macpherson's critique of possescive indi-
vidualism is tenacious, systematic, detailed and conclu-
sive, his democrétic ontolegy ¢till requires ctructural

articulotion anu elaboration, i we it 1is more a necative

29, Victor OSvacel, op.cil., pp AL9l,




a positive one, It is this ‘ontological turn' exceeding
methodological and epistemological issurs that deserves
the serjous attention of politicel theory, although he is
oblivious to the implication of epestemology for the onto-
logh of democratic man. In attempt to prescribe new
ontology of democratic men as an alternative to bour-
geois individualism, the logic of Macpherson's orientation
. . ) . 30
encounters an impasse, which seems to be unintentional,.
By avoiding a theory of transition Macpherson necessarily
denies the truely crestive function of theory in trans-
formetion of society, According to Marx man is human
precisely beceuse he is copeble of transforming or trans-
cending a given social condition he considers undersivable;

he 1s the only creature who is conscious of his own

activities and &nows thet he is making and changing history

30, "Unintentiorsl does not mean lacking in 'meaning'.
Beyond the field of his conscious activities,
the domain of the unintentional is not, for
man a silent desert in which he suddenly petrifies
into a 'thing' like the rest, but is the other
face of his world in which all hisbehaviour
finds part of its meaning., It is the place
where the hidden regulators are organised that
corirespond to the deep-lying logic of the system
of action he invents and practices, It is the h
hidden aspect of our social relations where
pert of the 'meanina' of our behaviour is
actively organiscd.," (Maurice Godelier,
'‘Retionality and irrationslity in Economics!
Tr, from the French by Barisn Pearce, Londcn
dLis, 1972, p. 317,




that is, he is capeble of thinkinc an alternative future
and achieving it at the scme time, To deny this to deny
the very essence of man. iacpherson is well aware of
this but the logic of his sociologistic thinking denies
him that possibility. Thus Macrherson's philosophy finds
itself historically in the par:doxical position that it
is concerncd to find a philosophy thet would mean the end
of bourgeois society, and to rrsurrect in thought a
humanity destroyed in that socicty and by it. In the
upshort, however, it did not manege to do more then
provice a complete intellectual copy anu & priori
deduction of bourgeois society. This antinomy is
admittedly the mecst profound and the most magnificent
intellectual expression of those antinomics which lie at
the roots of libersl society and which are unceasingly
produced and reprodiced by it - albeit in confused and

inferior form.,

Despite all limitations, some of which are not
inherent and deliberate in his aporoach but incidental
and tangential to his pionrering application of it, much
of his works offers & stimu:latino and thought provoking
pesspective on the naturc and history of political
thought, Macphrrson has certainly contributed a lot in
enrichine political philosophy by repoliticicing it and

grounding it firmly in its socie-historical context and
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revealing its iceologiczl function. To acknowledge

that his novel analysis 6f history of liheralism illu-
minate its ideas in & fresh way is implicitly to acknow-
ledge the value not only of hic historical methodology
but also of his conception of the moture of political
theory, His negative critiqug, thouagh & precondition for
his positive thinking, is his more valuable contribution,
Mac»herson is definitely a serious and constructive poli-
tical philosonher and his basic moral 2nd intellectual
comnitments to the enhancement of creative freedom and

to socialist humanism is beyond dispute, He has really
championed the cause of liberalism by providing a moral
founcation to liberal cemocratic theory by a more huma-
nistic and democratic idea of the essence of man. It
will be worthwhile to asses Macpherson's po&ition by his
own appraisal, "What I have been trying to do all

along and am still trying to do is to work out a revision
of liberal-democretic theory, a revision which clearly
owes a good deal to Marx, in the hope of making that
theory more democratic while rescuing that valuable part
of the 1liberal tradition which is submerged when libe-

ralism is identified with capitzlist market relation",

Finally it can be concluded that there should be

a symmetry between subject and object, theory and practice,
means and endz, form and content, individual and society,

which combindly form a coherent whole; to weaken one is

to weaken the other.
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