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ABSTRACT

This article discusses G. W. F. Hegel’s critique of J.-J. Rousseau’s concept of
“General Will” in The Social Contract. According to Hegel, Rousseau’s concept
of “General Will” cannot represent the public interest and is an only aggregate
of private interests, because it is constructed from the social contract and dem-
ocratic process. Rousseau’s argument of “General Will” is based on his optimistic
judgement on human nature and democracy. Hegel’s critique of Rousseau orig-
inates in Rousseau’s role as the pioneer of Immanuel Kant’s inner freedom, and
can be understood as a fundamental mistrust of democracy. Yet Rousseau’s
concept of “General Will” uncovers the difficulties and challenges of democracy,
which cannot and should not be ignored.
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