November 4, text seminar: group works

SEN: CONCEPT OF DEVELOPMENT

A. What functionings (and/or capabilities) are necessary for human well-being?

-eating, sleeping, shelter

- education

- social security

- democracy

- social relations

- human rights

- mobility

- clean, healthy environment

- health care

Compare to Martha Nussbaum's list of central capabilities:

http://www.iep.utm.edu/ge-capab/#SH2b or 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Capability_approach#Nussbaum.27s_ten_central_capabilities

B. How should the ‘economic development’ or ‘quality of life’ measured?

There is a problem of ‘universal measuring’; the quality of life is context-dependent. Different environmental and societal conditions lead to different criteria.

Different cultures understand the quality of life differently: there is a problem of ‘forced/wrong aid’. Therefore the quality of life (and, economic development consequently) should maybe be defined by each culture by itself: what constitutes to wellbeing / is necessary for them?

C. When should the freedom to choose be restricted?

When a choice can harm another person. 

Comments: 

* A possible extension: environmental harm, because it may indirectly harm other persons or other generations. (It can also be argued that we should not harm nature for its own sake and own value, but this is another discussion)

POGGE: ASSISTING THE GLOBAL POOR

A. Case poor oil nations: what would be the ‘fair’ system? Who is here responsible for changing action?

- government controls the oil -> government has the responsibility

Comments: *on the other hand, the rich nations / companies buying the oil have the greater negotiating power when treaties and deals are made. Therefore it can also be argued that these more powerful actors have the responsibility.

B. Case climate change: how does global order / other nations harm the poor nations? In what way should the situation be ‘fixed’?

- helping in the adaptation

- education on ecological footprint

- individual responsibility

- carbon trading

Note, that these two cases are very different in their nature, although they both exemplify Pogge's idea of harming other nations!

* Distinction between positive and negative duties: positive duty is a duty to assist, negative duty is a duty to not harm / to avoid harming.

According to Pogge, it is misleading to talk only about our positive (and relatively "flexible") duty to assist poor nations, because we are harming them all the time through global economic order. Therefore he emphasizes the negative duty not to harm poor nations, and if we accept this duty, it is a stronger duty and has weightier consequences than the positive duty to assist.

