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So there are two strands that intertwine in the notion of cosmopolitanism. One is the idea t}fat W P_lave 1{
; obligations that stretch beyond those to whom we are related by the ties of kith and

_The other is that we take seriously the value not

eans taking an interest in the practices and beliefs

olSligationS to others, .
kind, or even the more formal ties of a shared citizenship
(0) ust of human life but of particular human lives, which m

oﬁ\ that lend them significance. People are different, the cosmopolitan knows, ar?d there is.much to learn from o
uﬁa;‘\u;" our differences. Because there are so many human possibilities worth explormg, we neither expect nor o_wg %

< U))‘ desire that every person or every society should converge on a single mode of life. Whatever our prsob oM o
= obligations are to others (or theirs to us) they often have the right to go their own way. As we'll see, there Leo TN\
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will be times when these two ideals — universal concern and respect for legitimate difference — clash. ¥\ N4>

There’s a sense in which/cosmopolitanism is the name not of the solution but of the challenge.
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Cosmopolitanism is the name not of the solution but of the challenge.
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10 A citizen of the worlc:l:. ho?zv far can we take. that idea? Are.you really éupposed to abjure all l?ca e
allegiances and partialities in the name of this vast abstraction, humanity? Some proponents o pLiSORe e"\l()
cosmopolitanism were pleased to think so; and they often made easy targets of ridicule. “Friend of men,
and enemy of almost every man he had to do with,” Thomas Carlyle! memorably said of the eighteenth-
century physiocrat the Marquis de Mirabeau, who wrote the tre.atxse LW v:her'l he wasn’t S‘)&p s
busy jailing his own son. “Aflover of his kind, but a hater of his kindred,” Edmund Burke" said of Jean- 5
Jacques Rousseau,Vii who handed each of the five children he fathered to an orphanage. bove his oon kit o
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Yet the impartialist version of/éle cosmopolitah crée@ R4 chitirREd o Bold a steely fascination. Virginia ?

‘ Woolf'iil once exhorted “freedom from unreal loyalties? — to nation, sex, school, neighborhood, and on and
Qd&“ ©~ on. Leo Tolstoy,™* in the same spirit, inveighed against the “stupidity” of patriotism. “To destroy wat; destroy
C’wyi«& “patriotism,” he wrote in an 1896 essay — a couple of decades before the tsar was swept away by a revolution

gl in the name of the international working class. Some contemporary philosophers have similarly urged that

oo e boundaries of nations are morally irrelevant — accidents of history with no rightful claim on our
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S\ But if there are friends of cosmopolitanism who make me nervous, I am happy to be opposed to 5) OJ\S
Jo‘:& % , 2 *cosmopolitanism’s noisiest foes. Both Hitler and Stalin — who agreed about little else, save that murder was s o“‘r
formg o

the first instrument of politics — launched regular invectives against ©

M

rootless cosmopolitans”; and while, 52{)6mt-,:anx) z
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for both, antizcosmopolitanism was often just a euphemism for anti-Semitism, they were right to see
«\oW" cosTnopolitanism’ heir enemy. For they both required a kind of loyalty to one portion of humanity — a
Q{C\\’hod\u) nation, a class — that ruled out loyalty to all of humanity. And the one thought that cosmopolitans share is
Ao yWD that nolocal loyalty can ever justify forgetting that each human being has responsibilities to every other.
Q@Qw >  Fortunately, we need take sides neither with the nationalist who abandons all foreigners nor with the hard-
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