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Quite the contrary, Rawls makes no assumption about how closely people are tied to their ends. We must, if
Sandel is right, develop certain civic virtues. How do we do so? Rawls denies that people have a single
dominant end, such as happiness, which they can use to measure all their other ends. The market deals with
"material" affairs and is thus base. He never tells us; instead, he repeats his position again and again. I am a
believer in the liberal tradition. Notoriously, Rawls argues that people do not deserve to profit by virtue of
their superior abilities. But the contention has nothing to do with how hard or easy it is for people in their
actual lives to detach themselves from their projects. Secondly, by seeking to justify egalitarianism in
individualistic, rights-based terms, Rawlsian liberals neglect cultivating the citizenship, solidarity and
community on which liberty and equality dependâ€¦. But I find Sandel's criticism of liberalism interesting if
not compelling. So far, so good; but Sandel soon goes wrong. He explains what he means here: "Now the
unencumbered self describes first of all the way we stand toward the things we have, or want, or seek. There is
slight disagreement on which rights the individual should have- the right focus on negative political rights
against the government and the left focuses on positive socio-economic rights- but both share the premise that
individual choice is the priority and a government should not dictate the "good life", but only provide a neutral
framework for individuals to pursue their own ends. His instant reply was, "British. The topics are varied, I
have only reviewed the most general and abstract ideas here, but the essays range from the political hot topics
of stem cell research to the right to self-assisted suicide though I do believe there are coherent themes that run
throughout. It can be stated wholly in terms of the conception of the person presented in Part III of A Theory
of Justice, which Rawls now recasts as a political conception" p. Rawls thinks that a fair procedure would be
to imagine what principles we would choose if we did not know our conception of the good. Why should not
discussions about justice take into account all of our moral beliefs? Someone who does not accept the Bible as
authoritative would not take into consideration what it teaches. Readers may be interested to know that Nozick
had a poor opinion of Sandel. No project could be so essential that turning away from it would call into
question the person I am" p. Liberals and Democrats who know their side needs an engaging public
philosophy will find its bricks and mortar, its contours and basic principles, right here in these pages. About
the Author: Michael J. No role or commitment could define me so completely that I could not understand
myself without it.


