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DETERMINISM  FREEDOM TERM
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term: ‘compatibilism’.
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the patient’s freedom. (Gerald Dworkin, The Theory and Practice of Autonomy
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For a further discussion of this, see Sen, Development as Freedom, chap. 4.

It is worth remarking here that 600 million people under ten years old live with
severe disabilities, and 400 million of these live in developing countries where
the living conditions are quite difficult even for those without disabilities.

Cf. Sen, The Idea of Justice, p. 258.

Sen, Development as Freedom, p. 284.

Sen also uses the expression ‘positive freedom’ in another sense, as in ‘the
person’s ability to do the things in question taking everything into account
(including external restraints as well as internal limitations)’ (Amartya Sen,
Rationality and Freedom (Cambridge, 2002), p. 586). This definition, however,
will not be pursued further here.

Sen, Rationality and Freedom, p. 587.

Sen, The Idea of Justice, p. 295.

Nussbaum, Frontiers of Justice, p. 70.

Nussbaum, ‘The Future of Feminist Liberalism’, Proceedings and Addresses

of the American Philosophical Association, 74 (2000), p. 56.

This list was first published in Martha Nussbaum, Women and Human

2064



58
59
60

61
62
63

64
65
66
67
68
69
70
ﬁ
72
73

74

75

~I
(o))

77

78

79

8o
81

82

REFERENCES

Development: The Capabilities Approach (Cambridge, 2000), pp. 78tf., and it
has since appeared in a number of her later works.

Nussbaum, Creating Capabilities, pp. 62f.

Nussbaum, Frontiers of Justice, pp. 75, 281.

Ibid., p. 76; Nussbaum, Creating Capabilities, pp. 36, 108.

Nussbaum, Creating Capabilities, p. 42.

Sen, The Idea of Justice, p. 295. Sen, Inequality Reexamined, p. 45.

Plato, The Republic of Plato, 2nd edn, trans. and ed. Allan Bloom (New York,
1991), 5014.

Ibid., 370a-b.

Ibid., 433a.

Plato, The Laws of Plato, trans. and ed. Thomas L. Pangle (Chicago, 1988).

John Gray, Black Mass: Apocalyptic Religion and the Death of Utopia (London,
2007), p. I.

Norman Cohn, The Pursuit of the Millennium: Revolutionary Millenarians and
Mystical Anarchists of the Middle Ages [1957] (London, 1970).

Regarding the establishment of the theocracy in Miinster, my most important

source has been Cohn, The Pursuit of the Millennium, chaps 12 and 13.

G.W.F. Hegel, Lectures on the Philosophy of History, trans. J. Sibree (Mineola,
NY, 2004), p. 33.

Ibid., p. 21.

Ibid., p. 37.

Cited from Paul Hollander, ‘Revisiting the Banality of Evil: Political Violence

in Communist Systems’, Partisan Review, 1 (1997), p. 56.

Karl Marx, ‘From The German Ideology’, trans. D. Easton and Kurt H. Guddat,
in Writings of the Young Marx on Philosophy and Society, The German Ideology
(Indianapolis, 1N, 1997), p. 424f.

Vladimir 1. Lenin, The State and Revolution, trans. and ed. Robert Service
(London, 1993).

Gray, Black Mass, p. 66f.

What follows is based especially on David R. Shearer, Policing Stalin’s Socialism:
Repression and Social Order in the Soviet Union, 19241953 (New Haven, cr,
and London, 2009). Another important source is J. Arch Getty and Oleg V.
Naumov, The Road to Terror: Stalin and the Self-destruction of the Bolsheviks,
1932-39 (New Haven, ct, and London, 1999).

One of the starkest descriptions of the extreme conditions under which those
who had been forcibly deported could live — and die — is found in Nicholas
Werth, Cannibal Island: Death in a Siberian Gulag, ed. Steven Randall
(Princeton, Ny, and Oxford, 2007).

Karl R. Popper, The Open Society and Its Enemies, vol. 1: The Spell of Plato
(London, 2005), chap. g.

Karl R. Popper, Conjectures and Refutations (London, 1989), p. 361.

Karl R. Popper, The Open Society and its Enemies, vol. ni: The High Tide of
Prophecy (London, 2005), p. 442.

Oscar Wilde, Lady Windermere's Fan, in Complete Works of Oscar Wilde
(London, 1966), p. 417.

265



A PHILOSOPHY OF FREEDOM

9
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This assertion is not without its controversy. For example, Ronald Dworkin
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