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Welfare Rights and the Politics of Using Others

Kuo-hsien Hsu

Abstract

Welfare rights and using others are intrinsically connected. Yet,
some theorists, among whom Robert Nozick is the most typical, stoutly
deny the legitimacy of using others in political reasoning. This article
contends that political life by its very nature cannot completely exclude
use of others, and by further classifying different kinds of using others,
tries to justify the legitimacy of a certain kind of using others, that is life-
sustaining use of others. The basic belief behind the justification is that
misfortune as a human condition should not be casteci away unreflec-
tively for the sake of the inviolability of self-ownership. In discussing the
foundation of welfare rights, the author also argues that welfare rights
can be taken as a concrete way of visualizing the desirability of com-
munity, which occupies a core place in contemporary debate in political

philosophy.





