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AIETM aanur ofianpAnniversarnyANre-)ReadinglExercise:
issihe J&j» hg of the Intergenerational Problem

LT Ju—' C s a Joint Path: The Intergenerational Development
_mJ _,;J -ragmatlc Objection

=1V. ] In 1 -_| nsic Problems for an Intergenerational Perspective
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f § andard Intergenerational Models for Answering the
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—— Pl_'agmatlc Objection
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- o VI. Non-Standard Intergenerational Attempts: Three Possible
Paths for going further
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I"SIhe Meaning of an Anniversary:
~ A (re-)Reading Exercise
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WIS JH PEOPLES OF THE UNITED NATIONS
DIEHIE ij‘ NED

2 U ve succeeding generations from the scourge of war,
Wr ~tW|ce In our lifetime has brought untold sorrow to mankind,

- "
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—= - C) ): establish: conditions under which justice and respect for the
_:_: 6bl|gat|ons arising from treaties and other sources of international
~~ law can be maintained, and

- to promote social progress and better standards of life in
larger freedom [...]

e (Signed: San Francisco, 26. June 1945)
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EVENR yqr}" asa member of society, has the right to social
SEClity and Is entitled to realization, through
ru ional effort and international co-operation and in

~ ac “_r_dance with the organization and resources of each
i.:” 3 ate of the economic, social and cultural rights
—"ff; - -_|nd|spensable for his dignity and the free

_ - development of his personality.

o (Approved by the UN General Assembly, the 10. of December 1948)
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ation on the Right to D‘e¢_vej,epm4m,

Ihe'General Assembly, - -

hat development is a comprehensnve economic, soaal
o 14

PEING Of the entire population and of all individuals on the basis of their active, free
meaningful participation in development and in the fair distribution of
bENEfits resu llting therefrom |[...]

RECO Jm/mr at the creation of conditions favourable to the development of peoples and
HCJJ\/JCLJr S s the primary responsibility of their States,

Hrorl . he following Declaration on the Right to Development:
--";k E‘1
':—’-‘-’z-i‘l' Tﬁe right to development is an inalienable human right by virtue of which
~every human person and all peoples are entitled to participate in, contribute to, and enjoy
- _economic, social, cultural and political development, in WhICh all human rights
and fundamental freedoms can be fully realized.

2. The human right to development also implies the full realization of the right of
peoples to self-determination, which includes, subject to the relevant provisions of
both International Covenants on Human Rights, the exercise of their inalienable
right to full sovereignty over all their natural wealth and resources.

(UN Resolution 41/128 — the 4. December 1986)

fical’ process, which aims at the co g improvemer fthe*d
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JiieNEanadigmatical framing coming fro
Js’C/Jf‘:I ()] of the nght-to Developrii

| —
(Art. 1)

AYIRIght to Development (RtD) as a Human Right (HR) which
S Jdd,)f‘; interrelated to all other HRs and the fundamental
rrds_JJm > RtD IS a «timeless right>»

2 BUF -
2 ,5) th -egltlmate «Right of peoples to self-determination and
= L.;—full sovereignty over their natural wealth and

*-J- §ources>> could put forward severe limitations of RdAT from a
dlachronlcal point of view.

-;___~

’A'-‘

e ‘The rationale of the Intergenerational Problem > Human
Rights Vs Local/National Politics




LFL: owards a Joint Path: The
/‘fj fwie lenerational Developmentand
'__the Pragmatic Objection
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aotariting fi m the re-reading exercise:

—
."

> [he j rgeneratlonal approach as a shared committment that
~can ot be postponed

_- -'....
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= “AT] mcreasmg risk in terms of development: The risk of
~ oscillation without a clear direction and the need of a

— - comprehensive goal to be durably pursued

-
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Wp ch Development?
W,r hTranS|t|on?

0 rw J P! 55|ble anNSWErs..

he more sustanaible one

‘ ;- = _$ The more fair and open for the anyone’s exercising of her
-~ own freedoms.

— and the correlative problems

- ——e A) What does it mean “sustainable™?

e The sustainability mantra and its (traditional) problems:
® A definition problem
® The «ultra-greens» opposition
® The cultural critics

Dayr\ opbmen:
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DEVEIopr eﬂtg@iran-sit-i@néﬁit'

S)MWhat does it meah “fair and open
Lransit en"'?
= Or er g Up the intergenerational approach

e attempt for a Right to Intergenerational
:;_ “‘""‘B evelopment (RtID)

-

gf:: “~ — Who is in charge for reclaiming RtID?

. P

~~  » Anincoming revolution for our political and legal systems?
- The future generations as rightholders
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(or: &2 rigzlel neratlona/ feed. for. development)

gloua /, Lr) F e present situation, we can’t take care and afford
rum,, Ing about who will come in future times to live here”

" > .'_ -

«_J—“v 5 T he normative assumption

= oif‘ﬁe‘ /nterqeneratlona/ need for development)

—-'*"T.~ -

- -“\.I\T’e must create, maintain and leave to those who will come
after us at least the same development capabilities we had”



IV. Intrinsic Problems for an
Intergenerational Perspective
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tion: Ad Vocem,'M'erriam-Webster Dictionary
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2 a:a JJJ\/ 0 ’Ilvmg beings constituting a single step in the line of
rlmmnr \ N an ancestor

/

= b: aar up of individuals born and living contemporaneously (es.
r ne Qung generation)

—

= group of individuals having contemporaneously a status (such
r"": 'as that of students in a school) which each one holds only for a
—— 'Ilmlted period

~ o d: a type or class of objects usually developed from an earlier type



jon: an "instrument” or a "obstacle” for
T

al sciences?

_ Iw of a limitation
A C ronologlcal sense

**G‘f.c» ina spatlal sense

p— -g_”

e d:in a normative sense: the borders of duty
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heNnterc eneratlonal Ievel of j
JJH e methoéléibglcal pro

SVAIREDIStemological problem
BN dentif «atlon and management of variables to be considered

— [glg rJ:‘ aplng of the concept of agreement (among present and
0T -,ft_ present stakeholders/shareholders)

= W' problem of stability

= e The duration of a generation

—
— e W

~  — —  ® The stability/continuity of the (political/moral) will
® The stability/continuity of duty




heNnterc eneratlonal level of
SO -methodd‘ﬁglcal pro lems — II

SMANroblem of space and places
2 '.Jarge S the normative sphere of such a kind of justice?
*-yopical and meta-topical justice

SRR

e

he 1dent|ty dependent account of justice
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-*'-, - ® Jdentification and roles of the stakeholders and shareholders
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~_ ~ ® Jhe actors at stake: Who is in charge for assuring the
Implementation of justice?

® \Who controls the controllers?




dhennterc eneratlonal Ievel of 3
SOME qnethmnglcal pro

2 Cog) rJJr'J g approaches

rrr dlstr/but/ve Justice to /ntergenerational one? A
ruf {inear path

Jf ﬁ#a—aeneratlona/ Justice s inter-generational justice
app roach?
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V. mer rd Intergenerational Models
-~ for Answering
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ilree Models,.

Siihe Q'J ractualistic Models

J ) w s (1972) and the Original Position
J Gr b thier (1986) > the Constrained Maximizer

tllltarlan )\ LoYe[]]

s - . and the indeterminacy towards the future
-. = ' S|dW|ck (1874); Sikora (1978); de-Shalit (1995)

'j: heorles of Descending Reciprocity
- ® .. and their critics
® Barry (1991); Gosseries (2008); Gardiner (2011)
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VI. J\JJ -Standard Intergenerational
Attemp ts for Answering the Pragmatic
=== Objection
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PRIhECOre of the Pragmatic Objection the
JrJJJr‘J‘E of motivation towards the future
Jen r\” c' ns
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_ 5 non-standard paths Vs the motivation
== roblem

— A) «The gift theory» revised

— B) The graduation of obligations

— C) The inclusive approach
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SRS tartii At the theory of Marcel"Mat

<line fb?‘

SMIiE structural elements of a gift:
_ lv"'iﬁ' (the first move towards social relationships)
2o ,recelvmq (you can'’t refuse the gift you received)

—s;‘

'-"» ~ e reciprocating (the move towards social integrity)
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o The rationale of the Intergenerational GIft:

® From reciprocity to reciprocation

® the structural non-reciprocability from G2 towards G1 directs
reciprocation towards another G: it triggers a reciprocability
towards G3.
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\r]s the Nicomachean. Ethics > # proximity > # duties

» W A, Galston Cosmopolitan Altruism
g ?ersonal Altruism

f.

if == Communal Altruism

e AT

= = Cosmopohtan Altruism

.
- _’
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== The rationale of the obligations ranking

® Considering as a priority the obligation towards the recipient
most close to the agent’s perspective BUT, at the same time,

® considering such an obligation as just one among_other
obligations than cannot be avoided.
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RIIEStarting. point:
2 :{,Jw Constructivisim. in. Moral Theory (1980)

2:..,

—

= The earch for reasonable grounds Vs the search of
=7 .(,a__r_al truth

~ ® |)istarting from a concrete and practical problem

= »;- =—%i) considering the affirmation of normative judgements from
= : the perspective of the directly involved agents

- ® iii) scrutinizing the targeted set of normative judgements

® Jv) The result: implementing a comprehensive and inclusive
solution from the involved agents’ point of view
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SIIENECretical proposal:

SIE JJL, ;de5|gn should contemplate, from the very
e JnrJJr g

— 'X) E' “{ntraqeneratlonal Right to Development

=B ihe Intergenerational Right to Development

o~
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— Just and only the policies that include both expectations

: of rights can be considered as legitimate.
e The Hyper-pragmatic answer to the pragmatic objection.
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Reconsidering the meaning of
~ an anniversary:
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= <<.r’ ’Eé Il"lC/an [...] thinks of the next election,
~_«-' a statesman of the next generation.

= (James Freeman Clarke)
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iiank You for Your attention!
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