LR HER BIEE

AR KRR FEFBEBOR SRR o4
& 5% (31238809-3)
FCEE

Explicating Legitimacy:
In Defense of a Minimalist Role-Based Conception of State Legitimacy

(EHMA AT 5« EFREOERMED I =~ L CREILEA 2 OHEE)
B

KiwSCiE, Fox DR OS2 7l LT 5 TH D TEY (explication) | D5
E% TBOAHIIERME (political legitimacy) | BE&IZHEH T 5 Z & T, RO EFMENIE TILFE
&N TEZEELOMBEOEFMEORIICE Y MTe 2 & & AIREIZ T 5 k) ) 722 Ee A%
DR - %5%?‘5‘60)“(3@6 LUF T ML BHZEDSR - B 5, 120 FasCoo B9 - 51k,
BIO I3 BEROFMOREET ) ZINEITHHRT 52 & T, K SCOMEL T T 5,

1. BFEOR - T2

AL D HE - NE - BiRE 25T 5720101%, AR LOE R & 72 2 BRERHE

LRI D BUEREMMEIZ BT 2 RENM A R L T RERH D, 22 TIEHET, (1)
BEAF D IEREMERFZE S FEEARIR AR I B9~ 2 EREME ORIV 2 2 TN & 2 RERB L, m&%
17O IR I OB R A EFRMBESOMBEIC A L, 2 LT (3) MEMRIRO =113
SHEDOHIERERGTT O MENS D Z L 2T 5,

BEGF O R SE D [EIRE

BEAE O IEAIERFTEIX, A SRR E L Lo EREO B ERESEEEZ R E L T2 o
IEY b Z A D & WS R CTHA TR B3R, B X IXBARO EFRMENED L6 % 7
T HAVAFZE TH D A. 1. Simmons @ [GEFEFIE & BURHIEG)] LSO IEFMENTL /T 2 A

DX, EAPERE SN — A S S 2 SR T 5 & OREO T, IESMER R O S A A B

DIEHITET & 7o, EFEOWIE T, EIEEB I IR 2B RO T TORIENL
ARETHDENTRENTETEY, LEN> THEEEA2EHET5 b0 & L TIEMRMEES
wERT 550, BFOH LW HEFITIER TIIRWE DfGwmA A Lo TnD,

AR OPARE AL, BUEEE /ST ¥ A AL EE A2 BRI ORI S F
bid, L6 ORERITIEFRMM S Z BB 2EZ-TRER S LIZUITR O TV D,
Bl 2 X EFEOH N 72B 5 TH D TBAR Y XZ U XA OFFFERTIL, B B2 E



T HEHOL ML RIS R bEU R EZ-TREREZERT 26O TH L, [FERICH 172
MR Cd 5 TIRFRIERME] ORI S . IEFMEA S - B - BRI Z Dol
M2 2 7= BAER e RE FREX ITIKGFT 5 L ORifE» o, BRI 2 E -1 REIFR 2 (K8
T 5 RETFHE & EMEFIEEZREROT TEHE TV D,

fth 7 CIEHARRY 722 EFMEAFZE O b AFAET 208, S A Th 5, il 2 ITIEEAER 72
EFMEMEORFER TH D TEIEHIY 7 U XA OFFEERIZ, (1) Ab7e A & HERIRTTRIC
I TV D, (2) EFMED BRBISEOFADBER TH 5 KB L T\WD, (3) EmMEE
ROBENBIR TH D, REDEEZRA TV D,

DL OB R O RIREAIE, FEEARRAE A 5 1Y) 7 EREMERF R AT LA\ U AE
T 5, E0biF, 2011 FY E7 NELIE OBURRNEGLO BN RN BN TV 5 _TREDHR
16232722 (Who Is Entitled to Rule?) | DOIEFMEDRIV >F 0 | FEEARIRREIZ I 1T
5 LIRUIES T 26ia%E & L COIERMEDO ERZEEMNICFHMO L, Zh~DO)G%E T A
KT 5 Z EIfRDVWRERAEIN TS SBMETH D, ZofMvid, IREEZFEDOHE
ik (areas of limited statehood) | ##1 25V BT LA D EZ < DEZFE., & HIZIEE DK MEN
B TIZRWIERMEZERZ R L TWD K iEFE & L-BUN 2RI 2EFICENTH LY
N = RO IEFMEOBE NS HAP W TH S, TD72D, ZORIWICEY fTsE
R % BEAF DO IEFMEMFIE N K NT WD Z I RE KRB TH Y . &M O IEFMEFIE D X
T A DR VE L 72 D,

oL AOREEE & U C o TE A& oo R

ERMERFGRD T 7 A MR E B 5 72101, B2 BT O R MR ZE o [
BEERET D2 ENEETH S, AiCit, 20 hOMRE AL, EMERES 2K 2 B
ThDHEEETH, BEMARBEAL LT UTFO MEOLORD 5,

H10, B O ISR OB S Th 5, LM OBk A TH 5 7, BF
O EMMEI RO ULEFIED E XI5 Y . ERMEAZ N BRI SN T O RE R
HABBS DM D D, ZOfE, R b ERO EFMEE STEICE - HHE R L o#%
ROTHECA LIZUIZELTWS, AL, EFMEDE S LR O R ORI, EAE
BEEOLIICHMTLONEFHELNITHIMEHRENLETHDL L EERT S,

BT, FERERMAO KN TH D, ZOMILE bIZ oOMBEICS T bd,
— ORBEIE R X 51T, ERMERFZE O I 35\ T LS 2 A T R L i
O BN TEZZ ETh D, ZhE BRI DRMETE T 4 A 5 LIS, MEER/S
T HEA LR T A IEFHRERGRIL. BEMROEZRICOWTIEICH 5D B EEDNIERH TiE
T & DR O FEZRERT B LR, LA o T [HERHRIBEICET 2002 |
D IEFABR R IEFMEDR W2 N 5 Z E N TER,

FE A ERMAEZ DS " ORI, ERER LT LISERZ OB SR L A H ST
X H T D, JHEHERL LTOIEFME ST 24 5 LIRS, EHHE L HERI o R — X ES
DF MR OARL 2L 2305, 72872 5 | HROHERIEZ OTTHAHERIRERE ORI E




\\\\\

\ZE S ZFD THRE{bAE (enabling rights) | TH AL THDH, Mx T, EHEOHH D%
HMIZIESEL L D LT 2 LIXEROMRNZRE Ly NTESLT 52 & & TR
FERmWTo s IR &R Z Rl — i 2 BERIX I IE S b O R 2 > TRIEL TW D
DA BT, ES(LOEREAZFNEIZEDTLESTND,

DFY | ERMEFROERZAE L T2 ERIE, EREESOBEK S EERE/ T

2 L UCTHERIE LCOESIED S5 2 A 52 Y EHMREA 232 Bk 5 s,

AL E D 5 R D T

Wi, T OB O EFNERZE N ERHEE AT SV T O KGR 2 B@ L TV 5
D TR Bl 2T MO S 2 5 LRV ERERAZIRE L T\ 5, 7248,
ZDA XY MIREW R DITEE > TND, UL, BEFOMIENEE ST = &5 L7
WIEFHEE 2 AR TR CH B - L AR LTV AKE. REZOL 5 AlARENS
FLODEOWTORBERR S TH BN ThH B, LA - T, BT EO ERMERE &
AHETHDHEEETHILE2BAT, BEOHANRERE LV EHLMICTH 2 L0
VETH D, ZORDIIE, BAKIED FIERIRE NN L 725,

2. WMXDER - Hik

AL D B HY
LU ECRLE U 72 BEAF O IEREMERFFEDORIER 252 T, A SIRO[R 2 B &9 5,

Kian XD HHG : IEFTENFEDLERE Z 1517 T S BT D IEFPERES D & fF 55 =
& DT & B0 IEFCIERES 5 HEIE & L 7= BES K E D L3l Z R D0 THRaN 95 =
EIZL Y, THEDPFTIERITNET S D5 P ) &0 5 IERLEDIBEER THIG 20 HPEREIN
FEDRIUNTIR Y #ldr = & D TE 37 R IEH R gy DN T 54 A L]0 < 15 %
1E5 = &,

AL DI

RIS ED TiEE LT &I (conceptual engineering) |. L VL S 1
XFo—fE LTI NF v 7B 7 TR (explication) | D HFEZHAWS,

BETHLE, A DBRICRE L TO OS2 BICRET 20 TiER <, TR HAH
BEHTHDHZ L ZRHRIC LT O « 21T OB ORHTHY . L7ch > TR
T B DOBEAF O ERMAL S 2 3l - T 2 AmL O BICIRS LTI Th 5, ATy
WX, EFEEFEOEEHRIZCB W T 2RO TN D HIETH L0, ZIULERM 0 LR
WA ZNE TRRA R BD T2 DITER A RIE THRESNTE 2 (FIRIE THElE) T2%E)

BRI b D) 7 EOEERITEN O 02 DB Z R T 5 X< BEINTETR),

BTk 2 R BT DIZHW OIS K BR 2 FIEORHTH Y . £ D L




SHEE L TREA R BEND D B 2O ENNEYTH 5 003IMEE L5 B IIKFET 5,

AL, OEFIEMIRORE LS BRI B O I, QIEFMEE W 9 BHRZ2BEFO
BESZEAWILT 22t 2 BN ET D, MIIE, METE~OFA R T 7u—FOHhTh,

OHGRI BN DT DIZ, QIEWRBEF OIS Z Wi/ b DICIY B2 2 D ThH LM T,

AL OHMIZHEEG LT D, Eio, OPHRIZB W CTREIIE  (explicatum =g o il
W) oY) S O EEOILEIL, EINBGEPMEIE (theoretical values) %1 2 7= Blim D%
FaRETLLEVIERTEYLZWY (fuitful) Z & Th D,

3. BMXEHROBHROES

UL EDBRZERNT D 7T OAGR ST, RO T EZ W T, ZEE G L L TOIER
MWD I =<)L R IEZOZFEF I (The Minimalist Justice Fiduciary Conception of Legitimacy
as Role-Fittingness) & FESIEREMEOHEARZ | GaSCakZzim U TR - #iE3 2, Z OREIC
X EnEN B TR L BRSO KR E SIS T 2L F =208 EMR & 5,

1. T&EEASMHEE L COERME] &V FiREREBSOMMEZERTTS
Kim L CHEHE T 2 EMMEMABOE — R EIL, A& EE ST L L CTOIERN

(Legitimacy as Role-Fittingness—UPA ' LARF) & B2 Fi7z 7o EFMEBES O Mkl 2 B 3
DRI T 5, 2L, EROMER & L TOIERME T XA L5302 5 BEIZ FEIZHIET b,
ZONRTEA NI REE L COEZROMFORE 2 RFEH 720 TR <, EEOFFOMHE
a2 BMCIEYS LT 5 2 & 2RV 58 CIEMRMEOEY A2 RMLEICEREOFH NS DIZ L
TLEIRTHBETH 7o, ZHIUSK LAGSL, EZREOHEFR TR TH 5 DI, il
DAFRIC R EEN TH 2 EZOEENER (role-morality) O—#TH D7D Th 5 & EiE
L., HEDLEN R EFRMEBESN L0 FEY 20 e FET S, K0 BERICIEARGR ST, R
MIZEFOHIE L~ TOEEES M (role-fittingness) & L CEICHB TX 5 & FiET 5,
EFROEEEAME & 1T, FrEDOSMEEW T L@ OEFNER E L To&EN HEAE] L,
FIIC KV RENCESSHER E BB O G 25T HEZOEEEEN N T—S oIk
HEZEWT 5, ZOPHIL, HEF & L TOEFRME T XA LOREE RS D DR 5T,
BeEE A O SCIRBUSPE  (context-sensitivity) & U9 FHIZ L 0 FEBRARIRRESE O SCARIZ IS
U7 BRI A FTRE L 725 & W D FRME B 2 D A THEY L0y,

2. ESEOEREMENENWIBRTI =L REREERTHD

KR S CHEET 2 IEFMEREIR O F ORI, ERMEE S ZHRE OBEIEES (S 61
IXEZEDOAREELT 5 HEF] (right to do wrong)) & E L2RWE CTHMET 2 M CI =~/ 72 1E
FNEREAR T 2 MIHFT D, ZORITEERB /T XA LOREIZH ST 5, Z 2 TOMRM
RE, BIEREBE SR T D IEREEE A2 ERMEITIE 22 < L BEOEFICH M
SNDGEITEEEFOIEXLOEREDO R SITERT 2/TEF £V ICHEE T 5T,
BEEG 25 E RV IERMAEIRIL, RESHIBRIMEST 20022 | 72 & OB OIFFIER 72




ERMEORVCEYNCER D 2D LB L0 B0, TVEVZNENI) HTHD,
ZAVTHIZ S =< LR EFRESAEL SIS AR TH D E WV S TR, FUNLVEY L
WZ L AR & LI HERICESWTORT HCEEFEOMZE L D bEN TV S,

3. ERO®REE EEOZHE] & LTHEETS

ARG CTHEET 2 IEFMERER O F = ORHEIL. LARF OFHEA CTOEZFR OEE % IEFRD
Z5t#H (Justice Fiduciary) TH D &9 2 MICTFET Do ZIVZIEFIERL & O X o EIC
IET 5D, EWVHDH . LARF OFE W2 I =~ L 2 EREREE N HEE SN2 LT,
EZOEENZDOWTERN Y BN T e 2 EBRICIEFREHEGRICEHA TE Wiz Th
%, EFEDOZFHE L L COERORENBRII - H>OERICHMND, F—I0, ERMEERO
BEINDEZOHT ST o AKRRICET 2 AR FEZZEICANTRE SN S EZOHEE
WL THRIERICBATRIREZETE) L LTOIEEREZFEBTLHZLTHLLEVWI R THD, H
io, EFHIREBIROEAMEE L ZET 5 L HFITHAR D FROEIE (deliverer) T
172K, —EDOIEEFio TS RHIEE DT OIZEFRICES T —E X2t 5 ER
DEZFEH (fiduciary) TH5H L L, = OREN KT 2 B2 ERE I EE S RT 5 &0
IRTH D, EFOEEZEFROSE L LTIRIRT 5 Z 213, EVZWVEHEADODO
OO NS OB, SF V| I =~/ L7 LARF OFHAO A 2 FE4 25 5070 Bk
PEZ R D2 L&, FEDNHFITHRILT 5 BERFH IR & 22 WRWEHEIPH O L5252 1T AL B
N FHFGRFED DTN D THDH Z & EDRDONT U AEFEET D,

LU E =2 DR A AR 2 78 72 72 IERTEREARIE, [REARIERICIET 2002 ) Ofnz
WU D 2 & DTE DIEMMENTE/ N T & A L~OfEH %2 51T T & 72 BEAF O IERMERIE D
AR B 5, ERMEIIEOBRHO -6 & 725 ERMMIETH 5,

FRICOME - Bk

L OM B MR L OEBKIL, BEEHUE O FIEICET 2 KB RRED T Th 5B O
BORYE AL & 1T — A m L, BT M & D el & L7 Fikamn il o x|
BEAT D IERNERFZE O HE R % 15 1T C & 7o BRI S O BE & e i3 2 87 72 72 IE AR A AR & 42
AT HZ LT, IERMFROITEREE Y 28D T X A LML A FREICT 2 mUSAET D,
BEAF O IERMERFZRIL, EFMEREE O BEISE K 3 2 EFMEOIES{bD/n— L OE ST X
DATEFEEVICER L TWD, —H THEIEEE/ N7 XA L@ T 5 EMRMEIRIL, MED
HHEEZU TOEZICE SN5GE. @ CTOEZITER TRV EW D BEAOEFE 2 i
DIRTZELMNTERNEVIRBUCEET LTS, ZOMOES L EoREL, EHFEO
MR 2 HA CIES LT 5 Z &L 2RV D4R & L COIEMRME/ T XA DL - TEIELIEDL
NTno, ZOBRO T, FENFIBEIMT 52002 ) ORWIZRE SN D IERTEOR
BRCHA A e FEF AR WVITERH SN T LE > TV D, 20D L 5 RIEFHMENIEOTURD
FTEEEE 0 ZATHT 2 JEBRAOBIE & 72 2 05 CAGR SUTIERMERFFE 2RI R L T KA E R
ZITObDENR D,



SR/

ACKNOWLEDGMENT ...cuuiiniitiiiiiiinssiineiissiiseississeessesssesssssssssssssssssssssssssesssssssssnss v

INTRODUCTION....cuuevuiruinuenuecssecssesssesssessnesnne creesaeesaessaeenne ceereeaeesanesnnaee . |
0.1 Starting Points: “Who Is Entitled to Rule?” as a Quintessential Question of

| 7o 11 0T T USSR 1

0.2 Existing Legitimacy StUAICS .......ccccuieeiiiiiiiiiiiee ettt 6

0.3 The Concept of LEGITIMACY as the Central Problem ............cccccceveviiiiiiniienennne. 11

0.4 The Aims and the Contributions of the Thesis.........cccoceeriiriiiniiiniiinicenicenee, 15

0.5 ChapterS OVEIVIEW .....cccuviieeiiiieeeiiieeeeiieeeeiteeeetteeeetteeessebeeesenbbeeeesseeesnnsaeesensees 19

0.6 Preliminary RemArksS.........cooouiiiiiiiieiiiiie et 21

0.6.1  Which Legitimacy?........cceeiiiiiiiiiie e et eiee et e eeieee e eiaee e seeaaeeseaaeeeenes 21

0.6.2  MOTAIIEY . .eeiiiiiiie ettt et e et e et e e e et eesentaeeeetbaeeeenraeeeetaeeeann 26

0.6.3  Role as a Task-Bearer.........ccoouiiiiiiiiiiniiiiiieec e 28

0.6.4  Corporate MOral AGENCY .......veeeeiieeeiiiieeeiiieeeeieeeeeieeeeeireeeetreeeseneaeesssreeeenns 29

0.6.5  Hohfeld’s Scheme of RIhtS.......ccceiveiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e 31

1 EXPLICATING LEGITIMACY ................ cereessneesnneane cereesnessneesanees .37

Chapter INTrOAUCTION. ... .eciiiiiieiiiie ettt e et ee et e e e b eeeeabeeeessraeeesnsseeeensseeeannnes 37

1.1 Many Faces Of LEGITIMACY ......oceevuiiieiciiiieeiiieeeeiieeeeiveeeeeteeeessveeessnseeesnseeesnns 39

1.2 Which Method of Conceptual Determination? .............cceeveeerieenieensieeneeeneeenens 45

1.2.1  Against the Purely Descriptive Approach ...........ccocoeveviiiniiiniieniieenieeeieeenn 46

1.2.2 Why Not Just StPUIAte? .......ccciiiiiieie et 52

1.2.3  Conceptual Engineering as a Pragmatic Prescriptive Approach........................ 56

1.2.4  Carnapian EXpPliCAtION . .....ccueeiiuiiiiiiteiie ettt 60

1.3 Which Desiderata for a Good Concept of LEGITIMACY? ......vvvveeeeeeiviiireeeeeieennnnn, 65

1.3.1 Carnap’s Four Desiderata for Explicatum...........ccccoeeveeiiivieeeiniiiiieee e, 65

1.3.2  “Fruitfulness Within the Bounds of Similarity”............c.ccccovvviireiiriiciiiiineeees 67

1.3.3  Explicating FRUITFULNESS..........c.cceeveuiitereeeeteseteeeeeseseeeeseeseseeseseesesenseseesesenns 69

1.3.4  Theoretical Values in Moral INQUITY ..........ccoeeiiiriiiiiiiieeeiiiiieee e 72

1.3.5  “Fruitful Concept for Fruitful Theory” ........cccoviiriiiiiiieiiceee e 74

1.3.6  The Discontinuity OBJECtiON ........ccccuveiiriiiiiiiiiiieeeiiee e 77

1.3.7  The Deflationary Function-Based ReSponse ............cccoeeueeeiniiieiinnieeeeniiee e, 79

Chapter CONCIUSION ......uiieiiiiieeiiiiee ettt et e e e et e e e nbee e e st e e enbeeeeennes 87

2 LEGITIMACY AS THE RIGHT TO FUNCTION AND ITS LIMITS. .....ccceeeresunnene 88

Chapter INTrOAUCTION. ......eciiiiiieiiiie ettt e et e e et e e st eeeesnbaeeesnnbeeeenraeesennees 88



2.1 The Function of LEGITIMACY: A Metacoordination VIEW ...........c.uuuueeeeeeeeeeeennnnnn. 90

2.1.1 What Is Political INStitUtiON? ..........oeviviiiiiieiiienie e 91
2.1.2  Institutional Legitimacy and Metacoordination.............cccceeeveeerveenieennieeeniennns 94
2.2 Legitimacy and the Right to FUNCtiON ...........ceeviiiiviiiiiiiiicec e 101
2.2.1  Legitimacy Entails the Right to FUnction............cccccceeriveniiiniinieeie e 101
2.2.2  Components of the Right to FUnction ............ccecceeeviieniiiiiiinieeeeie e 103
2.3 Rejecting Legitimacy as the Right to Function...........c.cccccooviiiiiniiiiiinieine, 105
2.3.1  Equating Legitimacy with the Right to Function...........c..cccccooiiiiiniiiinnnnc.. 106
2.3.2 What’s Wrong with Equating LEGITIMACY with the Right to Function?......... 108
2.3.3 Do lllegitimate Political Institutions Lack a Duty to Function? ...................... 116
Chapter CONCIUSION . ........uvviiiieeeeiiiitteeeeeeeittt e e e e e sttaeeeeeeessearreeeeseesssssseeeasssssssnsseeeaeansnnes 120
LEGITIMACY AS ROLE-FITTINGNESS.. reeesnessatsaeeateanesasenaes 122
Chapter INTrOAUCTION. .....eciiiiiiie ettt e et e e st e e e et e e e enbeeessabaeeeennes 122
3.1 A Fresh Start: ROLE, ROLE-MORALITY, and ROLE-FITTINGNESS...............ccccu.... 123
3. 1.1 What IS ROLE? ..ottt 124
3.1.2  Role-Morality and External Justification ..............cccceeeeriiiriniiiierniiiee e 126
3.1.3  Content 0f RoOIe-MOTality ........cccueteriiiieiiiiieeiiiiee e 129
3.1.4  ROIC-FIttNGNESS....cceiiiiieiiiiie ittt eeiiiee et ee e eitee e et e e e etreeestteeesentaeeesnneeeenes 131
3,15 TaKing StOCK .....cuuiieeeiiieeeiiiee ettt ettt eee e et e e e eiree e st e e sentaeeesnbeeeenes 136
3.2 Institutional Role, Role-Morality, and Role-Fittingness.............ccccceeveviveernnnennnns 137
3.2.1 Institutional Role: Umbrella and Subsidiary ...........ccoccevveeenciiieenciieeeniieeenne, 137
3.2.2  Umbrella Role-Morality and Subsidiary Role-Morality ............cccccveerreuveennns 140
3.2.3  Institutional-Level Role-Fittingness ........cccceeveveiiiiiiieiiciiieiiiee e 142
33 Legitimacy as RoIe-Fittingness..........cccuviiiiiiieiiiiieeeiiiie e eieeeeeieee e 144
3.3.1 General Idea of Legitimacy as Role-Fittingness..........ccccveevcvveeencieeeeniieeennnne, 144
3.3.2  Fruitfulness of Legitimacy as Role-Fittingness............cccccevevevveeenciieeeecineeens 147
3.3.3  Objectionable DIiSCONTIMUILY? .......ccocviieiiiiieeiiiiireeeiieeeeireeeeeireeeseireeeseanee e 154
Chapter CONCIUSION ... .vviiiiiiiieeiiieeeeiiee e ettt e e ettt e e et e e e eteeeeeeteeeesebaeesensbeeeessaeeennseeeeennnes 155
LEGITIMACY WITHOUT THE DUTY TO OBEY ........... cereesnessnnesaees 157
Chapter INTroAUCLION. ......c..iiiiieriie ettt ettt e st e st e st e eneeesneeeneee 157
4.1 The Longstanding Preoccupation of Legitimacy Studies with the Duty to Obey . 160
4.2 Doubts about the DUty t0 ODEY......cc.veieeiiiiieiiiiieeiieee et 164
4.2.1 CONSENE TREOTY.....uviiiieiieiiiiiie ettt et e e e e e et ree e e e s s ennsreeas 165
4.2.2  Fair Play THEOTY ..cccveieiiieiieeete ettt 169
4.2.3  Associative Obligation Theory ........ccccveeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee et 171



4.2.4  Natural DUty TREOTY .....vviiiiiiiiiiiii et 174
4.2.5  TaKing StOCK.......eeiiiiieiiieiit ettt 176
4.3 Legitimacy without the Duty to0 ODEY ........ceocuieriieiiieiiieie et 177
4.3.1  Beyond Conceptual Possibility Of LWO ........ccccciiiiiiiiiiiiieieeieee e 178
4.3.2  Fruitfulness of LWO (1): Function of LEGITIMACY ........ccvouverieeniieeiieeieeene 184
4.3.3  Fruitfulness of LWO (2): Fostering T-fruitful Legitimacy Theory .................. 188
4.3.4  Interlude: Legitimacy without the Right to Do Wrong .............cccceeevvvninnnnnnn. 196
4.4 Defending Legitimacy without the Duty to Obey..........ccccvviveeeeiicciiiiiireeeeienee, 198
4.4.1 LWO Cannot Explain the Duty to Comply with the Law ............c.ccccevreeennns 198
4.42  Legitimate States Should Be Capable of Doing What They Claim.................. 202
443 LWO is not Significantly Different from LW in Terms of Demandingness..... 203
4.4.4  Practical Implications of Explicating LEGITIMACY as LWO..........ccccceeenee.. 206
4.4.5  No Need for a Paradigm Shift?...........ccccooiiiiiiiiiiii e, 210
Chapter CONCIUSION ......viiiiiiiie ittt et e e st e e ettt e e s eabeeeeeneee 212
5 STATE AS JUSTICE FIDUCIARY ............ creesaessaessaeenne rreesessesesessaae 215
Chapter INTrOAUCTION. .....cceiiiiie ittt ettt e et e e et e e eebeeeesnraeeeennes 215
5.1 How (Not) to Attribute Functions to Institutions ............ccccceeeeeeiiiiiiiieeeeenennnee. 217
5.1.1  Requirements for the Appropriate Method of Function Attribution ................ 218
5.1.2  DeSi@N FUNCHON. ...cciiiiiiiiiiiieeieie ettt ettt e st e e st e e siaeee e 219
5.1.3  Etiological FUNCHON.......ccccuiiiiiiiiieiiiiee ettt 222
5.1.4  SyStem FUNCHOMN ...oceeiiiiiiiiiie ettt e et siteeesetaeeeseaeee e 226
5.1.5  Hypothetical Design FUNCHON ........ccuiiiiiiiieiiiiiee et 228
5.2 Realization of Justice as the Function of the State..........cc.cccooviiiiiiiniiinniinnc. 232
5.2.1  Attributing Hypothetical Moral Design Function to the State......................... 233
5.2.2  Replying to a Potential Objection...........cccueeereuvereriiieeeeiiieeeiiieeeeiieeeeiveee e 241
5.3 State as a Justice FIdUCIArY .......cccviiiiiiiiiiiiie e 244
5.3.1  Applying a Fiduciary Theory to the State ..........ccccccvveevciiieiciiieeeiiee e 245
5.3.2  Replying to Potential ObjectionsS ..........ccccvvieerciiereiiiiieeeiiieeeieeeeeieeeeeiieee e 251
5.4 Virtues of the Justice Fiduciary ACCOUNt ........c..ceevvviiiiiiiieeiiiiie e 253
Chapter CONCIUSION .....vviiiiiiiieeciieeeetiee et e ettt e e eitee e e eteeeeetbeeeesebeeesensseeeesseeeennnseeeansnes 255
CONCLUSION ..cuttiiininininssnenssnenessisssstsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassssass 257
6.1 Back to the Starting POINtS...........ccceeiiieriieiiieciee e 257
6.2 Arguments of the Thesis: Towards a New Paradigm in Legitimacy Studies......... 259
BIBLIOGRAPHY ......uucouiruiiuenuennecnessnessaessnennne ceeesaessanssanenne ceeeeeneessnnesnnaee 263




BEDOEWH

®  Chapter 1. Explicating Legitimacy
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®  Chapter 2. Legitimacy as the Right to Function and Its Limits
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®  Chapter 3. Legitimacy as Role-Fittingness
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®  Chapter S. State as Justice Fiduciary
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