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Compromise and Disagreement in
Contemporary Political Theory - Christian
Rostboll 2017-10-31
Until recently, discussions of compromise have
been largely absent in political theory. However,
political theorists have become increasingly
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

interested in understanding the practice and
justification of compromise in politics. This
interest is connected to the increased concern
with pluralism and disagreement. Compromise
and Disagreement in Contemporary Political
Theory provides a critical discussion of when
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and to what extent compromise is the best
response to pluralism and disagreement in
democratic decision-making and beyond.
Christian F. Rostbøll and Theresa Scavenius
draw together the work of ten established and
emerging scholars to provide different
perspectives on compromise. Organized into
four parts, the book begins by discussing the
justification and limits of compromise. Part 2
discusses the practice of compromise and
considers the ethics required for compromise as
well as the institutions that facilitate
compromise. Part 3 focuses on pluralism and
connects the topic of compromise to current
discussions in political theory on public reason,
political liberalism, and respect for diversity.
Part 4 discusses different challenges to
compromise in the context of the current
political environment. The book will be of
interest to a wide range of scholars in the social
sciences, philosophy, and law. It will be useful in
introducing scholars to a variety of approaches
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

to compromise and as readings for graduate
courses in political theory and political
philosophy, ethics, the history of ideas, and the
philosophy of law.
Dissenting Words - Jacques Rancière 2017-09-07
Dissenting Words is a lively and engaging
collection of interviews that span the length of
Jacques Rancière's trajectory, from the critique
of Althusserian Marxism and the work on
proletarian thinking in the nineteenth century to
the more recent reflections on politics and
aesthetics. Across these pages, Rancière
discusses the figures, concepts and arguments
he has introduced to the theoretical landscape
over the past forty years, the themes and
concerns that have animated his thinking, the
positions he has defended and the wide range of
objects and discourses that have attracted his
attention and through which his thought has
unfolded: history, pedagogy, literature, art,
cinema. But more than reflecting on the
continuities, turns, ruptures and deviations in
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his thought, Rancière recasts his work in a
different discursive register. And the pleasure
we experience in reading these interviews – with
their asides, displacements and reconstructions
– stems from the way Rancière transforms the
voice of the thinker commenting on his texts and
elucidating his concepts into another, and
equally rich, manifestation of his thought. Core
sections of this edition are translated from the
french publication Et tant pis pour le gens
fatigués, by Jacques Rancière, © Editions
Amsterdam 2009, published by arrangement
Agence litteraire Pierre Astier & Associés
Mere Civility - Teresa M. Bejan 2017-01-02
In liberal democracies committed to tolerating
diversity as well as disagreement, the loss of
civility in the public sphere seems critical. But is
civility really a virtue, or a demand for
conformity that silences dissent? Teresa Bejan
looks at early modern debates about religious
toleration for answers about what a civil society
should look like.
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

Recognition Or Disagreement - Axel Honneth
2017-10-17
Axel Honneth is known for his critique of
modern society centered on a concept of
recognition. Jacques Rancière has advanced a
theory of modern politics based on
disagreement. In a rare dialogue, these
philosophers explore the affinities and tensions
between their perspectives to provoke new ideas
for social and political change.
Political Disagreement - Robert Huckfeldt
2004-07-12
This book demonstrates the ubiquitous nature of
political disagreement occurring among ordinary
citizens.
Law and Disagreement - Jeremy Waldron
1999-03-11
When people disagree about justice and about
individual rights, how should political decisions
be made among them? How should they decide
about issues like tax policy, welfare provision,
criminal procedure, discrimination law, hate
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speech, pornography, political dissent and the
limits of religious toleration? The most familiar
answer is that these decisions should be made
democratically, by majority voting among the
people or their representatives. Often, however,
this answer is qualified by adding ' providing
that the majority decision does not violate
individual rights.' In this book Jeremy Waldron
has revisited and thoroughly revised thirteen of
his most recent essays. He argues that the
familiar answer is correct, but that the
qualification about individual rights is
incoherent. If rights are the very things we
disagree about, then we are quarrelling
precisely about what that qualification should
amount to. At best, what it means is that
disagreements about rights should be resolved
by some other procedure, for example, by
majority voting, not among the people or their
representatives, but among judges in a court.
This proposal - although initially attractive seems much less agreeable when we consider
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

that the judges too disagree about rights, and
they disagree about them along exactly the same
lines as the citizens. This book offers a
comprehensive critique of the idea of the judicial
review of legislation. The author argues that a
belief in rights is not the same as a commitment
to a Bill of Rights. He shows the flaws and
difficulties in many common defences of the
'democratic' character of judicial review. And he
argues for an alternative approach to the
problem of disagreement: when disagreements
about rights arise, the respectful way to resolve
them is by decision-making among the rightholders on a basis that reflects an equal respect
for them as the holders of views about rights.
This respect for ordinary right-holders, he
argues, has been sadly lacking in the theories of
justice, rights, and constitutionalism put forward
in recent years by philosophers such as John
Rawls and Donald Dworkin. But the book is not
only about judicial review. The first tranche of
essays is devoted to a theory of legislation, a
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theory which highlights the size, the scale and
the diversity of modern legislative assemblies.
Although legislation is often denigrated as a
source of law, Waldron seeks to restore its
tattered dignity. He deprecates the tendency to
disparage legislatures and argues that such
disparagement is often a way of bolstering the
legitimacy of the courts, as if we had to
transform our parliaments into something like
the American Congress to justify importing
American-style judicial reviews. Law and
Disagreement redresses the balances in modern
jurisprudence. It presents legislation by a
representative assembly as a form of law making
which is especially apt for a society whose
members disagree with one another about
fundamental issues of principle, for it is a form
of law making that does not attempt to conceal
the fact that our decisions are made and claim
their authority in the midst of, not in spite of,
our political and moral disagreements. This
timely rights-based defence of majoritarian
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

legislation will be welcomed by scholars of legal
and political philosophy throughout the world.
Explaining Political Disagreement - Andrew
Mason 1993-08-27
Study of the reasons given by political theorists
for the existence of intractable political
disagreement.
Mots de L'histoire - Jacques Rancière 1994
History in our day is still a story, and yet one
from which we expect to tell the truth - not just
the facts, the names and events of the past, but
the invisible order and forces behind them. How
can the language of history balance these
seemingly contrary tasks - the narrative, the
scientific, and the political? This is the question
Jacques Ranciere explores in "The names of
history", a meditation on the poetics of historical
knowledge. In the works of writers from Jules
Michelet to Fernand Braudel, Ranciere traces an
ongoing revolution in historical study, a
movement that challenged, in the practice of
language, the opposition of science and
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literature. By way of a commentary on Erich
Auerbach, he shows how fictional narrative
intertwines with historical narrative to produce
a "truth" that retains mythical elements. The
poetics of knowledge Ranciere develops here is
an attempt to identify the literary procedures by
which historical discourse escapes literature and
gives itself the status of a science. His book is
also an appreciation of Braudel, whose work in
the Annales school greatly advanced this project.
Ranciere follows and extends Braudel's
discursive production of new agencies of history,
which accounts for both the material conditions
in which history takes place and the language in
which it is written.
What Is Political Philosophy? - Charles
Larmore 2020-05-05
A new understanding of political philosophy
from one of its leading thinkers What is political
philosophy? What are its fundamental problems?
And how should it be distinguished from moral
philosophy? In this book, Charles Larmore
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

redefines the distinctive aims of political
philosophy, reformulating in this light the basis
of a liberal understanding of politics. Because
political life is characterized by deep and
enduring conflict between rival interests and
differing moral ideals, the core problems of
political philosophy are the regulation of conflict
and the conditions under which the members of
society may thus be made subject to political
authority. We cannot assume that reason will
lead to unanimity about these matters because
individuals hold different moral convictions.
Larmore therefore analyzes the concept of
reasonable disagreement and investigates the
ways we can adjudicate conflicts among people
who reasonably disagree about the nature of the
human good and the proper basis of political
society. Challenging both the classical liberalism
of Locke, Kant, and Mill, and more recent
theories of political realism proposed by Bernard
Williams and others, Larmore argues for a
version of political liberalism that is centered on
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political legitimacy rather than on social justice,
and that aims to be well suited to our times
rather than universally valid. Forceful and
thorough yet concise, What Is Political
Philosophy? proposes a new definition of
political philosophy and demonstrates the
profound implications of that definition. The
result is a compelling and distinctive
intervention from a major political philosopher.
Knowledge, Belief, and God - Matthew A.
Benton 2018
Epistemology has flourished in this millennium,
with new ideas and approaches of many kinds:
Knowledge, Belief, and God shows how these
developments can illuminate the philosophy of
religion and analytic theology. And philosophy of
religion is shown to be a valuable testing-ground
for epistemology.-Compromise and Disagreement in Contemporary
Political Theory - Christian Rostboll 2019-09-06
Until recently, discussions of compromise have
been largely absent in political theory. However,
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

political theorists have become increasingly
interested in understanding the practice and
justification of compromise in politics. This
interest is connected to the increased concern
with pluralism and disagreement. Compromise
and Disagreement in Contemporary Political
Theory provides a critical discussion of when
and to what extent compromise is the best
response to pluralism and disagreement in
democratic decision-making and beyond.
Christian F. Rostbøll and Theresa Scavenius
draw together the work of ten established and
emerging scholars to provide different
perspectives on compromise. Organized into
four parts, the book begins by discussing the
justification and limits of compromise. Part 2
discusses the practice of compromise and
considers the ethics required for compromise as
well as the institutions that facilitate
compromise. Part 3 focuses on pluralism and
connects the topic of compromise to current
discussions in political theory on public reason,
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political liberalism, and respect for diversity.
Part 4 discusses different challenges to
compromise in the context of the current
political environment. The book will be of
interest to a wide range of scholars in the social
sciences, philosophy, and law. It will be useful in
introducing scholars to a variety of approaches
to compromise and as readings for graduate
courses in political theory and political
philosophy, ethics, the history of ideas, and the
philosophy of law.
Conciliatory Democracy - Martin Ebeling
2017-04-07
In this book, Martin Ebeling discusses how we
ought to react to our persistent political
disagreement with other citizens. He presents
this disagreement as not only a moral problem,
but also as an epistemically unsettling
phenomenon, as we often have reason to judge
our opposition to be as competent as ourselves
in judging the political issues at stake.
Conciliatory Democracy reflects on the political
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

philosophy of Jean-Jacques Rousseau and claims
that advocates of deliberative democracy, which
treats political disagreement mainly as a moral
problem, should expand their approach. The
author promotes Rousseau’s appreciation of
disagreement in contemporary political
philosophy as a way to encourage conciliation
within democracy. Ebeling furthermore draws
on public choice theory and empirical research
to reintroduce political parties as vital players in
the institutional landscape of democracy.
Challenges to Moral and Religious Belief Michael Bergmann 2014-05
Fourteen original essays by philosophers,
theologians, and social scientists explore the
challenges to moral and religious belief posed by
disagreement and evolution. The collection
represents both sceptical and non-skeptical
positions about morality and religion, cultivates
new insights, and moves the discussion forward
in illuminating ways.
Why We Argue (and how We Should) - Scott F.
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Aikin 2013
Why We Argue (And How We Should): A Guide
to Political Disagreement presents an accessible
and engaging introduction to the theory of
argument, with special emphasis on the way
argument works in public political debate. The
authors develop a view according to which
proper argument is necessary for one's
individual cognitive health; this insight is then
expanded to the collective health of one's
society. Proper argumentation, then, is seen to
play a central role in a well-functioning
democracy. Written in a lively style and filled
with examples drawn from the real world of
contemporary politics, and questions following
each chapter to encourage discussion, Why We
Argue (And How We Should): A Guide to
Political Disagreement reads like a guide for the
participation in, and maintenance of, modern
democracy. An excellent student resource for
courses in critical thinking, political philosophy,
and related fields, Why We Argue (And How We
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

Should): A Guide to Political Disagreement is an
important contribution to reasoned debate.
Dis-agreement - Jacques Rancière 1999
"Is there any such thing as political philosophy?"
So begins this provocative book by one of the
foremost figures in Continental thought. Here,
Jacques Ranciere brings a new and highly useful
set of terms to the vexed debate about political
effectiveness in the face of a new world order.
What precisely is at stake in the relationship
between "philosophy" and the adjective
"political"? In Disagreement, Ranciere explores
the apparent contradiction between these terms
and reveals the uneasy meaning of their union in
the phrase "political philosophy" -- a juncture
related to age-old attempts in philosophy to
answer Plato's devaluing of politics as a
"democratic egalitarian" process. According to
Ranciere, the phrase also expresses the paradox
of politics itself: the absence of a proper
foundation. Politics, he argues, begins when the
"demos" (the "excessive" or unrepresented part
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of society) seeks to disrupt the order of
domination and distribution of goods
"naturalized" by police and legal institutions. In
addition, the notion of "equality" operates as a
game of contestation that constantly substitutes
litigation for political action and community.
This game, Ranciere maintains, operates by a
primary logic of "misunderstanding". In turn,
political philosophy has always tried to
substitute the "politics of truth" for the politics
of appearances. Disagreement investigates the
various transformations of this regime of "truth"
and their effects on practical politics. Ranciere
then distinguishes what we mean by
"democracy" from the practices of a consensual
system in order to unravel the ramifications of
the fashionable phrase "the end of politics". His
conclusions will be of interest toreaders
concerned with political questions from the
broadest to the most specific and local.
Political Pluralism, Disagreement and Justice JULIAN F. MULLER 2020-12-18
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

This book poses the question: How can we
organize society in such a way that our
disagreement about facts and norms works to
the benefit of everyone? In response, it makes
the argument for polycentric democracy, a
political arrangement consisting of various
political units that enjoy different degrees of
independence. It is argued that to progress
towards justice, we first need to change our
attitude towards reasonable disagreement.
Theorists have always viewed reasonable
disagreement as nuisance, if not as a threat.
However, this work puts forward that the
diversity of perspectives which underlie
reasonable disagreement should be viewed as a
resource to be harvested rather than a threat to
be tamed. Resting on two key arguments, the
author proposes the idea of polycentric
democracy as the most capable method of
making pluralism productive. The book explores
what such a political order might look like and
concludes that only an institutional system

10/26

Downloaded from
omahafoodtruckassociation.org on by
guest

which is capable of profiting from diversity, such
as polycentric democracy, might reasonably be
expected to generate an overlapping consensus.
Continuing in the tradition of Karl Popper and
Friedrich August von Hayek, this book lies at the
intersection of philosophy, political economy and
political theory. It will be of great interest to
academics and scholars working in philosophy,
politics and economics.
The Oxford Handbook of Political
Communication - Kate Kenski 2017-06-23
Since its development shaped by the turmoil of
the World Wars and suspicion of new
technologies such as film and radio, political
communication has become a hybrid field largely
devoted to connecting the dots among political
rhetoric, politicians and leaders, voters'
opinions, and media exposure to better
understand how any one aspect can affect the
others. In The Oxford Handbook of Political
Communication Kate Kenski and Kathleen Hall
Jamieson bring together leading scholars,
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

including founders of the field of political
communication Elihu Katz, Jay Blumler, Doris
Graber, Max McCombs, and Thomas Paterson,to
review the major findings about subjects ranging
from the effects of political advertising and
debates and understandings and
misunderstandings of agenda setting, framing,
and cultivation to the changing contours of
social media use in politics and the functions of
the press in a democratic system. The essays in
this volume reveal that political communication
is a hybrid field with complex ancestry,
permeable boundaries, and interests that
overlap with those of related fields such as
political sociology, public opinion, rhetoric,
neuroscience, and the new hybrid on the quad,
media psychology. This comprehensive review of
the political communication literature is an
indispensible reference for scholars and
students interested in the study of how, why,
when, and with what effect humans make sense
of symbolic exchanges about sharing and shared
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power. The sixty-two chapters in The Oxford
Handbook of Political Communication contain an
overview of past scholarship while providing
critical reflection of its relevance in a changing
media landscape and offering agendas for future
research and innovation.
Moral Disagreement - Folke Tersman
2006-03-13
Folke Tersman explores the nature of moral
thinking by examining moral disagreement.
Voicing Dissent - Casey Rebecca Johnson
2018-02-01
Disagreement is, for better or worse, pervasive
in our society. Not only do we form beliefs that
differ from those around us, but increasingly we
have platforms and opportunities to voice those
disagreements and make them public. In light of
the public nature of many of our most important
disagreements, a key question emerges: How
does public disagreement affect what we know?
This volume collects original essays from a
number of prominent scholars—including
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

Catherine Elgin, Sanford Goldberg, Jennifer
Lackey, Michael Patrick Lynch, and Duncan
Pritchard, among others—to address this
question in its diverse forms. The book is
organized by thematic sections, in which
individual chapters address the epistemic,
ethical, and political dimensions of dissent. The
individual contributions address important
issues such as the value of disagreement, the
nature of conversational disagreement, when
dissent is epistemically rational, when one is
obligated to voice disagreement or to object, the
relation of silence and resistance to dissent, and
when political dissent is justified. Voicing
Dissent offers a new approach to the study of
disagreement that will appeal to social
epistemologists and ethicists interested in this
growing area of epistemology.
Civil Disagreement - Edward Langerak
2014-03-11
How can we agree to disagree in today’s
pluralistic society, one in which individuals and
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groups are becoming increasingly polarized by
fierce convictions that are often at odds with the
ideas of others? Civil Disagreement: Personal
Integrity in a Pluralistic Society shows how we
can cope with diversity and be appropriately
open toward opponents even while staying true
to our convictions. This accessible and useful
guide discusses how our conversations and
arguments can respect differences and maintain
personal integrity and civility even while taking
stances on disputed issues. The author examines
an array of illustrative cases, such as debates
over slavery, gay marriage, compulsory
education for the Amish, and others, providing
helpful insights on how to take firm stands
without denigrating opponents. The author
proposes an approach called “perspective
pluralism” that honors the integrity of various
viewpoints while avoiding the implication that all
reasonable views are equally acceptable or true.
Civil Disagreement offers a concise yet
comprehensive guide for students and scholars
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

of philosophical or religious ethics, political or
social philosophy, and political science, as well
as general readers who are concerned about the
polarization that often seems to paralyze
national and international politics.
Political Epistemology - Elizabeth Edenberg
2021
The first edited collection to explore one of the
most rapidly growing area of philosophy:
political epistemology. The volume brings
together leading philosophers to explore ways in
which the analytic and conceptual tools of
epistemology bear on political philosophy--and
vice versa.
Recognition or Disagreement - Axel Honneth
2016-05-10
Axel Honneth is best known for his critique of
modern society centered on a concept of
recognition. Jacques Rancière has advanced an
influential theory of modern politics based on
disagreement. Underpinning their thought is a
concern for the logics of exclusion and
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domination that structure contemporary
societies. In a rare dialogue, these two
philosophers explore the affinities and tensions
between their perspectives to provoke new ideas
for social and political change. Honneth sees
modern society as a field in which the logic of
recognition provides individuals with increasing
possibilities for freedom and is a constant
catalyst for transformation. Rancière sees the
social as a policing order and the political as a
force that must radically assert equality.
Honneth claims Rancière's conception of the
political lies outside of actual historical societies
and involves a problematic desire for
egalitarianism. Rancière argues that Honneth's
theory of recognition relies on an overly
substantial conception of identity and
subjectivity. While impassioned, their exchange
seeks to advance critical theory's political
project by reconciling the rift between German
and French post-Marxist traditions and
proposing new frameworks for justice.
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

Why We Argue (And How We Should) - Scott
F. Aikin 2018-09-03
Why We Argue (And How We Should): A Guide
to Political Disagreement in an Age of Unreason
presents an accessible and engaging
introduction to the theory of argument, with
special emphasis on the way argument works in
public political debate. The authors develop a
view according to which proper argument is
necessary for one’s individual cognitive health;
this insight is then expanded to the collective
health of one’s society. Proper argumentation,
then, is seen to play a central role in a wellfunctioning democracy. Written in a lively style
and filled with examples drawn from the real
world of contemporary politics, and questions
following each chapter to encourage discussion,
Why We Argue (And How We Should) reads like
a guide for the participation in, and maintenance
of, modern democracy. An excellent student
resource for courses in critical thinking, political
philosophy, and related fields, Why We Argue
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(And How We Should) is an important
contribution to reasoned debate. What’s New in
the Second Edition: Updated examples
throughout the book, including examples from
the 2016 U.S. election and first years of the
Trump presidency; Expanded coverage of
dialectical fallacies, including coverage of new
types of fallacies and of sites where such
fallacies thrive (e.g., cable news, social media);
Revised For Further Thought questions and
definitions of Key Terms, included at the end of
each chapter; The addition of five new chapters:
Deep Disagreement Argument by Analogy
Argument between the Ads The Owl of Minerva
(or weaponizing metalanguage) Argumentative
Responsibility and Repair.
Reasonable Disagreement - Christopher
McMahon 2009-07-16
This book-length treatment of reasonable
disagreement in politics sheds light on this
important and overlooked aspect of political life.
Disagreement - Bryan Frances 2014-08-25
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

Regardless of who you are or how you live your
life, you disagree with millions of people on an
enormous number of topics from politics,
religion and morality to sport, culture and art.
Unless you are delusional, you are aware that a
great many of the people who disagree with you
are just as smart and thoughtful as you are - in
fact, you know that often they are smarter and
more informed. But believing someone to be
cleverer or more knowledgeable about a
particular topic usually won’t change your mind.
Should it? This book is devoted to exploring this
quandary - what should we do when we
encounter disagreement, particularly when we
believe someone is more of an authority on a
subject than we are? The question is of
enormous importance, both in the public arena
and in our personal lives. Disagreement over
marriages, beliefs, friendships and more causes
immense personal strife. People with political
power disagree about how to spend enormous
amounts of money, about what laws to pass, or
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about wars to fight. If only we were better able
to resolve our disagreements, we would
probably save millions of lives and prevent
millions of others from living in poverty. The first
full-length text-book on this philosophical topic,
Disagreement provides students with the tools
they need to understand the burgeoning
academic literature and its (often conflicting)
perspectives. Including case studies, sample
questions and chapter summaries, this engaging
and accessible book is the perfect starting point
for students and anyone interested in thinking
about the possibilities and problems of this
fundamental philosophical debate.
Moral Disagreement - Richard Rowland
2020-11-25
Widespread moral disagreement raises ethical,
epistemological, political, and metaethical
questions. Is the best explanation of our
widespread moral disagreements that there are
no objective moral facts and that moral
relativism is correct? Or should we think that
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

just as there is widespread disagreement about
whether we have free will but there is still an
objective fact about whether we have it,
similarly, moral disagreement has no bearing on
whether morality is objective? More practically,
is it arrogant to stick to our guns in the face of
moral disagreement? Must we suspend belief
about the morality of controversial actions such
as eating meat and having an abortion? And
does moral disagreement affect the laws that we
should have? For instance, does disagreement
about the justice of heavily redistributive
taxation affect whether such taxation is
legitimate? In this thorough and clearly written
introduction to moral disagreement and its
philosophical and practical implications, Richard
Rowland examines and assesses the following
topics and questions: How does moral
disagreement affect what we should do and
believe in our day-to-day lives? Epistemic
peerhood and moral disagreements with our
epistemic peers. Metaethics and moral
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disagreement. Relativism, moral objectivity,
moral realism, and non-cognitivism. Moral
disagreement and normative ethics. Liberalism,
democracy, and disagreement. Moral
compromise. Moral uncertainty. Combining clear
philosophical analysis with summaries of the
latest research and suggestions for further
reading, Moral Disagreement is ideal for
students of ethics, metaethics, political
philosophy, and philosophical topics that are
closely related, such as relativism and
scepticism. It will also be of interest to those in
related disciplines such as public policy and
philosophy of law.
Living with Moral Disagreement - Michele S.
Moses 2016-03-28
How to handle affirmative action is one of the
most intractable policy problems of our era,
touching on controversial issues such as raceconsciousness and social justice. Much has been
written both for and against affirmative action
policies—especially within the realm of
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

educational opportunity. In this book,
philosopher Michele S. Moses offers a crucial
new pathway for thinking about the debate
surrounding educational affirmative action, one
that holds up the debate itself as an important
emblem of the democratic process. Central to
Moses’s analysis is the argument that we need to
understand disagreements about affirmative
action as inherently moral, products of conflicts
between deeply held beliefs that shape differing
opinions on what justice requires of education
policy. As she shows, differing opinions on
affirmative action result from different
conceptual values, for instance, between being
treated equally and being treated as an equal or
between seeing race-consciousness as a
pernicious political force or as a necessary
variable in political equality. As Moses shows,
although moral disagreements about raceconscious policies and similar issues are often
seen as symptoms of dysfunctional politics, they
in fact create rich opportunities for discussions
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about diversity that nourish democratic thought
and life.
The Epistemology of Group Disagreement Fernando Broncano-Berrocal 2020-12-11
This book brings together philosophers to
investigate the nature and normativity of group
disagreement. Debates in the epistemology of
disagreement mainly have been concerned with
idealized cases of peer disagreement between
individuals. However, most real-life
disagreements are complex and often take place
within and between groups. Ascribing views,
beliefs, and judgments to groups is a common
phenomenon that is well researched in the
literature on the ontology and epistemology of
groups. The essays in this volume seek to
connect these literatures and to explore both
intra- and inter- group disagreements. They
apply their discussions to a range of political,
religious, social, and scientific issues. The
Epistemology of Group Disagreement is an
important resource for students and scholars
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

working on social and applied epistemology,
disagreement, and topics at the intersection of
epistemology, ethics, and politics.
Conflict in Aristotle's Political Philosophy Steven Skultety 2019-11-01
Offers a careful analysis of how Aristotle
understands civil war, partisanship, distrust in
government, disagreement, and competition,
and explores ways in which these views are
relevant to contemporary political theory. Do
only modern thinkers like Machiavelli and
Hobbes accept that conflict plays a significant
role in the origin and maintenance of political
community? In this book, Steven Skultety argues
that Aristotle not only took conflict to be an
inevitable aspect of political life, but further
recognized ways in which conflict promotes the
common good. While many scholars treat
Aristotelian conflict as an absence of substantive
communal ideals, Skultety argues that Aristotle
articulated a view of politics that theorizes
profoundly different kinds of conflict. Aristotle
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comprehended the subtle factors that can lead
otherwise peaceful citizens to contemplate
outright civil war, grasped the unique conditions
that create hopelessly implacable partisans, and
systematized tactics rulers could use to control
regrettable, but still manageable, levels of civic
distrust. Moreover, Aristotle conceived of
debate, enduring disagreement, social rivalries,
and competitions for leadership as an
indispensable part of how human beings live
well together in successful political life. By
exploring the ways in which citizens can be at
odds with one another, Conflict in Aristotle’s
Political Philosophy presents a dimension of
ancient Greek thought that is startlingly relevant
to contemporary concerns about social divisions,
constitutional crises, and the range of
acceptable conflict in healthy democracies.
“Through debate with other scholars, this book
clarifies the meaning of stasis, a central term in
Aristotle’s Politics; speculates about the limits of
Aristotle’s notion of practical wisdom; and puts
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

in dialogue Aristotle’s historical thought with
contemporary debates about the nature of
political conflict.” — Thornton Lockwood,
Quinnipiac University
The Epistemology of Disagreement - David
Christensen 2013-04-25
This is a collective study of the epistemic
significance of disagreement: 12 contributors
explore rival responses to the problems that it
raises for philosophy. They develop our
understanding of epistemic phenomena that are
central to any thoughtful engagement with
others' beliefs.
Practice, Judgment, and the Challenge of
Moral and Political Disagreement - Roberto
Frega 2012-04-05
Practice, Judgment, and the Challenge of Moral
and Political Disagreement: A Pragmatist
Account offers an account of moral and political
disagreement, explaining its nature and showing
how we should deal with it. In so doing it strikes
a middle path between troublesome dualisms
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such as those of realism and relativism,
rationality and imagination, power and
justification. To do so, the book draws on the
resources of the pragmatist tradition, claiming
that this tradition offers solutions that have for
the most part been neglected by the
contemporary debate. To prove this claim, the
book provides a large account of debates within
this tradition and engages its best solutions with
contemporary philosophical theories such as
perfectionism, critical theory, moral realism, and
liberalism. The question of the nature of
disagreement is addressed both at the general
theoretical level and more specifically with
reference to moral and political forms of
disagreement. At the more general level, the
book proposes a theory of practical rationality
based upon the notion of rationality as inquiry.
At the second, more specific, level, it aims to
show that this conception can solve timely
problems that relates to the nature of moral and
political reasoning.
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

Why Deliberative Democracy? - Amy Gutmann
2009-01-10
The most widely debated conception of
democracy in recent years is deliberative
democracy--the idea that citizens or their
representatives owe each other mutually
acceptable reasons for the laws they enact. Two
prominent voices in the ongoing discussion are
Amy Gutmann and Dennis Thompson. In Why
Deliberative Democracy?, they move the debate
forward beyond their influential book,
Democracy and Disagreement. What exactly is
deliberative democracy? Why is it more
defensible than its rivals? By offering clear
answers to these timely questions, Gutmann and
Thompson illuminate the theory and practice of
justifying public policies in contemporary
democracies. They not only develop their theory
of deliberative democracy in new directions but
also apply it to new practical problems. They
discuss bioethics, health care, truth
commissions, educational policy, and decisions
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to declare war. In "What Deliberative Democracy
Means," which opens this collection of essays,
they provide the most accessible exposition of
deliberative democracy to date. They show how
deliberative democracy should play an important
role even in the debates about military
intervention abroad. Why Deliberative
Democracy? contributes to our understanding of
how democratic citizens and their
representatives can make justifiable decisions
for their society in the face of the fundamental
disagreements that are inevitable in diverse
societies. Gutmann and Thompson provide a
balanced and fair-minded approach that will
benefit anyone intent on giving reason and
reciprocity a more prominent place in politics
than power and special interests.
Dissensus - Jacques Rancière 2015-07-30
Dissensus: On Politics and Aesthetics brings
together some of Jacques Rancière's most recent
writings on art and politics to show the critical
potential of two of his most important concepts:
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

the aesthetics of politics and the politics of
aesthetics. In this fascinating collection,
Rancière engages in a radical critique of some of
his major contemporaries on questions of art and
politics: Gilles Deleuze, Antonio Negri, Giorgio
Agamben, Alain Badiou and Jacques Derrida.
The essays show how Rancière's ideas can be
used to analyse contemporary trends in both art
and politics, including the events surrounding
9/11, war in the contemporary consensual age,
and the ethical turn of aesthetics and politics.
Rancière elaborates new directions for the
concepts of politics and communism, as well as
the notion of what a 'politics of art' might be.
This important collection includes several essays
that have never previously been published in
English, as well as a brand new afterword.
Together these essays serve as a superb
introduction to the work of one of the world's
most influential contemporary thinkers.
The People's Duty - Shmuel Nili 2019-06-13
Nili develops a novel conception of 'the people',
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both as an agent with its own moral integrity,
and as an owner of public property. Exploring
problems central to present-day politics, this
non-technical book will appeal to political
theorists, but also to readers in public policy,
area studies, law, and across the social sciences.
Contemporary Political Philosophy and
Religion - Camil Ungureanu 2017-12-12
What is the place of religion in a pluralist
democracy? The continuous presence of religion
in the public sphere has raised anew normative
and practical issues related to the role of
religion in a democratic polity, generating
spirited political debates in Western and nonWestern contexts. Contemporary Political
Philosophy and Religion provides an advanced
introduction to, and a critical appraisal of, the
major schools of political thought with a focus on
the relationship between democracy and
religion. Key features of this book include:
Analyses of different political traditions:
liberalism, republicanism, deliberative
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

democracy, feminism, postmodernism,
multiculturalism, and interculturalism; Critical
discussions of key contemporary philosophers,
such as John Rawls, Jürgen Habermas, Richard
Rorty, Charles Taylor, Susan Moller Okin,
Martha Nussbaum, Will Kymlicka, Chandran
Kukathas, and Bhiku Parekh; A pluralist
approach that questions the strict divide
between analytical and continental political
philosophy; Discussion on the place of religion in
politics from multiple perspectives by drawing
on a plurality of political contexts, both Western
and non-Western; Analyses of legal and political
cases related to different religious traditions, for
example, Islam, Confucianism, Buddhism,
Christianity, and Hinduism. This comprehensive
text will be of great use to students of religion
and politics in the fields of political and legal
theory, and religious and theological studies,
while also offering critical insights and
arguments that will be of interest to the experts
in the field.
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Why We Argue (And How We Should) - Scott
F. Aikin 2013-11-12
Why We Argue (And How We Should): A Guide
to Political Disagreement presents an accessible
and engaging introduction to the theory of
argument, with special emphasis on the way
argument works in public political debate. The
authors develop a view according to which
proper argument is necessary for one’s
individual cognitive health; this insight is then
expanded to the collective health of one’s
society. Proper argumentation, then, is seen to
play a central role in a well-functioning
democracy. Written in a lively style and filled
with examples drawn from the real world of
contemporary politics, and questions following
each chapter to encourage discussion, Why We
Argue (And How We Should): A Guide to
Political Disagreement reads like a guide for the
participation in, and maintenance of, modern
democracy. An excellent student resource for
courses in critical thinking, political philosophy,
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

and related fields, Why We Argue (And How We
Should): A Guide to Political Disagreement is an
important contribution to reasoned debate.
The Morality of Conflict - Samantha Besson
2005-11-25
This book explores the relationship between the
law and pervasive and persistent reasonable
disagreement about justice. It reveals the
central moral function and creative force of
reasonable disagreement in and about the law
and shows why and how lawyers and legal
philosophers should take reasonable conflict
more seriously. Even though the law should be
regarded as the primary mode of settlement of
our moral conflicts,it can, and should, also be
the object and the forum of further moral
conflicts. There is more to the rule of law than
convergence and determinacy and it is important
therefore to question the importance of
agreement in law and politics. By addressing in
detail issues pertaining to the nature and
sources of disagreement, its extent and
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significance, as well as the procedural,
institutional and substantive responses to
disagreement in the law and their legitimacy,
this book suggests the value of a comprehensive
approach to thinking about conflict, which until
recently has been analysed in a
compartmentalized way. It aims to provide a
fully-fledged political morality of conflict by
drawing on the analysis of topical jurisprudential
questions in the new light of disagreement.
Developing such a global theory of disagreement
in the law should be read in the context of the
broader effort of reconstructing a complete
account of democratic law-making in pluralistic
societies. The book will be of value not only to
legal philosophers and constitutional theorists,
but also to political and democratic theorists, as
well as to all those interested in public decisionmaking in conditions of conflict.
Disagreement - Jacques Rancière 1999
"Is there any such thing as political philosophy?"
So begins this provocative book by one of the
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

foremost figures in Continental thought. Here,
Jacques Ranciere brings a new and highly useful
set of terms to the vexed debate about political
effectiveness in the face of a new world order.
What precisely is at stake in the relationship
between "philosophy" and the adjective
"political"? In Disagreement, Ranciere explores
the apparent contradiction between these terms
and reveals the uneasy meaning of their union in
the phrase "political philosophy" -- a juncture
related to age-old attempts in philosophy to
answer Plato's devaluing of politics as a
"democratic egalitarian" process. According to
Ranciere, the phrase also expresses the paradox
of politics itself: the absence of a proper
foundation. Politics, he argues, begins when the
"demos" (the "excessive" or unrepresented part
of society) seeks to disrupt the order of
domination and distribution of goods
"naturalized" by police and legal institutions. In
addition, the notion of "equality" operates as a
game of contestation that constantly substitutes
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litigation for political action and community.
This game, Ranciere maintains, operates by a
primary logic of "misunderstanding". In turn,
political philosophy has always tried to
substitute the "politics of truth" for the politics
of appearances. Disagreement investigates the
various transformations of this regime of "truth"
and their effects on practical politics. Ranciere
then distinguishes what we mean by
"democracy" from the practices of a consensual
system in order to unravel the ramifications of
the fashionable phrase "the end of politics". His
conclusions will be of interest toreaders
concerned with political questions from the
broadest to the most specific and local.
Disagreement - Richard Feldman 2010-08-19
Disagreement is common: even informed,
intelligent, and generally reasonable people
often come to different conclusions when
confronted with what seems to be the same
evidence. Can the competing conclusions be
reasonable? If not, what can we reasonably think
disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

about the situation? This is the first book on the
epistemology of disagreement.
May '68 and Its Afterlives - Kristin Ross
2008-11-26
During May 1968, students and workers in
France united in the biggest strike and the
largest mass movement in French history.
Protesting capitalism, American imperialism,
and Gaullism, 9 million people from all walks of
life, from shipbuilders to department store
clerks, stopped working. The nation was
paralyzed—no sector of the workplace was
untouched. Yet, just thirty years later, the
mainstream image of May '68 in France has
become that of a mellow youth revolt, a cultural
transformation stripped of its violence and
profound sociopolitical implications. Kristin Ross
shows how the current official memory of May
'68 came to serve a political agenda antithetical
to the movement's aspirations. She examines the
roles played by sociologists, repentant exstudent leaders, and the mainstream media in

25/26

Downloaded from
omahafoodtruckassociation.org on by
guest

giving what was a political event a
predominantly cultural and ethical meaning.
Recovering the political language of May '68
through the tracts, pamphlets, and documentary
film footage of the era, Ross reveals how the
original movement, concerned above all with the
question of equality, gained a new and
counterfeit history, one that erased police
violence and the deaths of participants, removed

disagreement-politics-and-philosophy

workers from the picture, and eliminated all
traces of anti-Americanism, anti-imperialism,
and the influences of Algeria and Vietnam. May
'68 and Its Afterlives is especially timely given
the rise of a new mass political movement
opposing global capitalism, from labor strikes
and anti-McDonald's protests in France to the
demonstrations against the World Trade
Organization in Seattle.
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