
Ownership, guardianship & stewardship or, Ownership, duty free
 

Hereôs a puzzle:
  
Locke writes: ñ...every man has a property i





ownership.
 

In this talk, I want to make the case that Locke is wrong, and Kant is right. I have two 
majo



unaware of the danger. The land just east of the canyon is Pa



an increase in uncertainty is an increase in risk will depend on your theory of risk. 
Alternatively, increases in uncertainty







at least preserve its well-being if we were masters over this dog. But the well-being of a 
dog probably does not matter as much as ours, and it may be true that we are permitted 
to treat the dog, within constraints, in ways that please us. 
 

Like dyeing it to look like a tiger, as I understand is becoming trendy in China. And 
it probably does not offend or disturb us that dogs are bought and sold, are market-
alienable.
 

Itôs not my intention to offer a comprehensive theory about whi
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can have authority that come, in virtue of the authority, with duties to preserve the object 
for the benefit of relevant third parties. Maybe that includes significant works of art or 
other objects of cultural significance, or things like ñthe environmentò or an ñecosystem,ò 
or religious icons, and so on.
 

We can put this conception of stewardship formally as folloV 




