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Response to reading 1 (a): Elliot: Social goals and the state
Elliot gives a basic summary of the readings in this chapter of the textbook, informs the reader of what to expect and the main features and takeaway from the chapter. Elliot gives us a fundamental framework for understanding, critiquing, and viewing the government. He argues that the state is not a natural landmark but rather a human creation. He says: "The state…like law…is a human creation."
Through reading Elliot's work, we understand the fundamental constructs of the state- that from the beginning, it has always been inseparable from society and has always been about resolving the tensions between individuals and the community. The author notes that there will always be competing interests in any community as every member has dissenting opinions, goals, and principles. He notes that the collective interests and goals will always be different from those of individuals. 
Elliot's work also brought to my attention what drives the primal need for people to group themselves into a state. The author explains that people tend to share common goals and to the human need to belong in a group for security and strength. Elliot argues that in any state, there will always be negative and positive rights interests. He states that the positive interests are those an individual has against the community or state. At the same time, the negative rights are the aspects of one's life that they desire to remain free from interference from external factors. 
Elliot's work proposes that citizens in a State control and dictate how the government governs them. He argues that participatory democracy gives the common citizens some semblance of control over the government's rule. However, I beg to differ from Elliot's observation. In my opinion, the state is a tool for the political and elite class to dominate the lives and activities of the common citizens. Carl Marx's opinion and theories have shaped my dissenting opinion. According to Marx, states do not promote equality but rather a conduit for the political class to achieve their agenda and oppress the poor. Elliot severally borrows from Marx, who identified the primal need for states was for human flourishing. However, a critical question arises in my mind as I read Marx's discourse on the need for a state. How can the state create an avenue for its citizens to flourish while not interfering with their lives?
In this reading task, Elliot does a commendable job explaining how the Nation States have come into existence in today's world. Despite international law not being part of this text, it reminds us of the need for relations between the states. The author makes valid arguments on global capitalism and how it shapes the interconnection of nation-states. 
Reading this work, I couldn't help reflect on the collective and private interests that Canadians have. A good example of collective interest is the Regina manifesto of 1933 that dictates that the state should direct resources to improve citizens' social and economic conditions. Essentially, legislators and policymakers have a moral and social obligation to ensure the state identifies and promotes our common goal. Despite agreeing with most of Elliot's opinions on the common good, I couldn't help but wonder what criteria the government should use to deice the community's common good.
In Canada, the law also takes care of the individual interests of its citizens. The enactment of the Constitutional Act of 1982 was significant in rolling out the constitutionally granted individual rights for citizens to exploit their potential and chase their contentment. The enactment of the 1982 constitutional Act has slowly promoted the country's rights while slowly phasing out the basic need for the community to work towards achieving a common goal. Reading Elliot's work has made me realize that the greatest enemy of communal responsibility is capitalism and pursuit of personal selfish goals and dreams.
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