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This" paper" aims" at" questioning" what" Sen" (2009)" presents" as" a" theory" of" justice" derived" from" Smith's" idea" of" the" "impartial" spectator"." Sen's" tribute" to" Smith's" pioneering" concept" of" the" impartial"spectator"already"gave"rise"to"a"set"of"criticisms"that"we"divide"in"two"kinds:"1)"Sen's" reading" is" unfaithful" with" regard" to" the" original" Smithian" concept" (FormanQBarzilai," 2010;" Gilardone,"2010;"Bruni,"2011;"Alean,"2014;"Shapiro,"2011;"Ege,"Igersheim"&"Le"Chapelain,"2012)" and"2)"Sen's"reading"is"a"weak"point"of"his"theory"of"justice"(Shapiro,"2011;"Ege,"Igersheim"&"Le" Chapelain,"2012)."In"the"paper,"we"try"to"address"both"kinds"of"criticism."Firstly,"we"shed"a"new" light"on"Sen's"reading"of"Smith"and"provide"a"path"of"reconciliation"between"Sen's"analysis"and" Smith's" one." For" us," Sen's" impartial" spectator" is" somewhat" reminiscent" of" another" figure" from" Smith's"moral"philosophy:""the"man"without"."Secondly,"we"show"that,"in"Smith's"analysis,""the" man"without""is"pointless"without"his"genuine"concept"of"the"impartial"spectator,"called""the"man" within"."We"conclude"by"arguing"that"Smith's""man"within""could"constitute"the"missing"piece"in" Sen's" analysis" of" the" process" which" must" lead" public" reasoning" towards" more" justice."

Introducing" a" missing" touch" of" Smith" could" thus" strengthen" Sen's" idea" of" open" impartiality" in" public"reasoning"for"challenging"Rawls'"contractualist"theory"of"justice."

Key=words"

Sen,"Smith,"Impartial"Spectator,"Man"Without,"Public"Reasoning,"Deliberation"

Acknowledgments"

This" research" was" made" possible" thanks" to" funding" provided" by" the" CREM," the" LED" and" the" PHARE." Previous" versions" of" the" paper" have" been" presented" at" the" 26th" Annual" Conference" of" the" EighteenthQCentury" Scottish" Studies" Society" (Paris," Sorbonne," July" 2013)," at" the" Interface" """"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" 1 "LED,"Université"Paris"8"VincennesQSaintQDenis"Q"2"Rue"de"la"Liberté,"93200"SaintQDenis"Q"France.

4" "

If" we" look" at" the" history" of" ideas," Sen" (IJ)" claims," we" can" mainly" distinguish" two" traditions" of" thought" on" justice" inherited" from" European" Enlightenment" in" the" 18 th " and" 19 th " centuries [START_REF] Alean | Sentimiento" Moral" Y" Razón:" La" Noción" De" Justicia" En" Adam" Smith" Y" Amartya"Sen[END_REF] ." The" first" one," called" "transcendental" institutionalism"," is" represented" by" Hobbes," Locke," Rousseau" and"Kant,"and"finds"contemporary"developments"and"success"in"political"philosophy"with"Rawls'" theory" of" "Justice" as" Fairness"." In" this" contractarian" framework," the" emphasis" is" put" on" identifying" perfectly" just" institutions" for" society" (IJ:" 5)." And" it" aims" at" "getting" the" institutions" right","putting"aside"the"analysis"of"actual"societies"(IJ:"6)."As"for"the"second"tradition,"embodied" in" Smith," Condorcet," Bentham," Wollstonecraft," Marx" and" Mill," is" called" the" "realizationQfocused" comparison"" approach" (IJ: " 7)." Here," primacy" is" given" to" the" investigation" and" comparison" of" social"realizations."It"aims"at"removing"manifest"injustice"rather"than"identifying"perfect"justice." Thus," to" the" "arrangementQfocused" view" of" justice"" is" opposed" the" "realizationQfocused" understanding" of" justice"" (IJ:" 10)." The" distance" between" these" two" traditions," Sen" claims," is" "quite"momentous""(IJ:"7),"the"transcendental"theory"addressing""a"different"question"from"that" of" comparative" assessment"" (IJ:" 17)5 ." Sen's" answer" to" the" question" of" knowing" what" should" be" the"subject"matter"of"a"theory"of"justice"is"clearly"in"line"with"the"comparative"approach"and"its" focus" on" reachable" social" states." At" the" very" beginning" of" the" book," he" writes" that" "what" is" presented"here"is"a"theory"of"justice"in"a"very"broad"sense""whose""aim"is"to"clarify"how"we"can" proceed" to" address" questions" of" enhancing" justice" and" removing" injustice," rather" than" to" offer" resolutions"of"questions"about"the"nature"of"perfect"justice""(IJ:"ix)."Again,"in"the"introduction"he" states:""in"contrast"with"most"modern"theories"of"justice,"which"concentrate"on"the"'just"society'," this" book" is" an" attempt" to" investigate" realizationQbased" comparisons" that" focus" on" the" advancement" or" retreat" of" justice." It" is," in" this" respect," not" in" line" with" the" strong" and" more" philosophically"celebrated"tradition"of"transcendental"institutionalism""(IJ:"8).""

The" opposition" between" the" transcendental" and" the" comparative" approaches" soon" becomes" under" Sen's" pen" a" confrontation" of" the" dominant" Rawlsian" theory" of" "Justice" as" Fairness"" with" """"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" 4 "It"is"not"the"first"time"that"Sen"appeals"to"traditions"of"thought"that"he"himself"builds"up"to"locate"his"own" approach."In"Ethics$and$Economics" (Sen"1987:"2Q7)"he"claims"that"economics"has"two"origins:"the"ethicsQ related"origin"and"the"engineeringQbased"origin."Without"denying"the"interest"of"the"latter,"he"regrets"that" welfare"economics"happened"to"move"away"from"the"former."And"he"presents"his"approach"as"an"attempt" to"enrich"welfare"economics"by"paying"more"attention"to"ethics,"coming"back"to"a"tradition"of"which"Adam" Smith"is"a"great"representative" (Sen"1987:"6Q7)."Invoking"the"history"of"ideas,"and"Smith"in"particular,"is" thus" not" new" for" Sen" to" establish," build" up" and" anchor" the" legitimacy" of" his" contribution" to" a" discipline," whether" economics" or" philosophy." As" E." Picavet" rightly" suggested" to" us" during" the" workshop" Interface" (Goutelas,"dec."2014),"this"method"is"used"by"Sen"to"depart"from"typical"contemporary"forms"of"reasoning," and"mobilise"early"writings"as"partial"guides"for"his"own"form"of"reasoning."
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Indeed,"Sen's"exploration"of"the"history"of"ideas"led"him"to"develop"a"special"interest"for"Smith" who,"according"to"him,"had"many"insights"that"have"not"been"fully"explored"yet:"" "[…]"my"main"reason"for"drawing"on$[TMS]$for"my"own"little"work"The$Idea$of$Justice" is" simply" that" The$ Theory$ of$ Moral$ Sentiments" is" […]" a" central" contribution" to" the" theory"of"justice."My"reason"for"concentrating"on"Smith"rather"than"others"is"that"the" philosophical"insights"of"The$Theory$of$Moral$Sentiments"have"not"been"explored"at" all" as" extensively" as," say," the" writings" of" Immanuel" Kant," the" Critique$ of$ Practical$ Reason" or" the" Groundwork$ of$ the$ Metaphysics$ of$ Morals," have" been" explored." Smith" remains" much" less" understood." It" is," as" I" discuss" in" my" book," a" matter" of" extraordinary"surprise"to"me"that"somebody"as"openQminded"as"John"Rawls"did"not" make"much"use"of "Smith"[…].""(Baujard,"Gilardone"&"Salles,"forthcoming)"

As" observed" by" Ege," Igersheim" &" Le" Chapelain" (2012)," it" cannot" be" said" that" such" interest" for" Smith"is"anecdotal."While"Sen"has"been"prone"to"claim"a"Smithian"inheritance"since"his"book"On$ Ethics$and$Economics" (1987),"and"more"explicitly"in"Development$as$freedom"(1999) 12 ,"in"the"Idea$ of$Justice"( 2009),"he"goes"further"in"his"exploration"of"Smith,"elaborating"greatly"on"the"concept" of""impartial"spectator" [START_REF]Sen," should" be" based" on" a" procedure" of" open" impartiality" in" which" impartial" spectators" play" a" central" role" (see" supra," §1.1)." Indeed," Sen" militates" for" "an" inclusive" effort" to" bring" in" the" perspectives" and" values" of" other" people," even" when" they" live" far" away"" (Sen" 2012b:" 104)." To" put" it" differently," impartial" spectators'" assessments" must" be" part" of" the" inputs" of" the" public$ discussions 39 " concerning" institutions," behaviors" or" other" determinants" of" justice." They" allow" critical" reflection" on" "positional" viewpoints"" in" Sen's" words," so" "that" we" can" move" to" a" transpositionally" allowable" resolution"" (Sen"2012a:"173)[END_REF] ."We"count"no"less"than"132"references"to"Smith"all"along"the"IJ [START_REF]each"author's"project" leads"to"conclude"that"the"Senian"concept"is"far"removed"from"the"Smithian"concept"so"that,"on" first" view," it" is" difficult" to" see" how" the" latter" could" serve" Sen's" project." However," such" a" perspective"on"each"author's"project"also"leads"to"foresee"some"possible"bridges"between"them." Despite" major" differences," Sen's" concept" of" impartial" spectator" is" not" altogether" irreconcilable" with"Smith's"analysis."" 2.2.#The#"Man#Without":#a#Way#to#Reconcile#Smith#and#Sen# Though" he" does" not" correspond" to" Smith's" concept," Sen's" impartial" spectator" is" somewhat" reminiscent"of"another"figure"from"the$Theory$of$Moral$Sentiments:"the""man"without""(TMS,"III," 2:"130Q1)[END_REF] ."The" most" critical" excerpt" can" be" found" in" chapter" 2" ("Rawls" and" Beyond")," just" after" a" long" presentation" of" the" interests" and" limitations" of" the" Rawlsian" conception" of" justice." " In" this" excerpt,"Sen"states"that""[t]he"idea"of"addressing"the"issue"of"fairness"through"the"device"of"the" Smithian" impartial" spectator" allows" some" possibilities" that" are" not" readily" available" in" the" contractarian"line"of"reasoning"used"by"Rawls""(IJ:"70)."He"especially"highlights"four"issues"that" "the" Smithian" line" of" reasoning," involving" the" impartial" spectator"" (Ibid.)," may" address" more" easily"than"the"social"contract"approach:" "(1)" dealing" with" comparative" assessment" and" not" merely" identifying" a" transcendental" solution;" (2)" taking" note" of" social" realizations" and" not" only" the" demands"of"institutions"and"rules;"(3)"allowing"incompleteness"in"social"assessment," """"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" 7" " but" still" providing" guidance" in" important" problems" of" social" justice," including" the" urgency" of" removing" manifest" cases" of" injustice;" and" (4)" taking" note" of" voices" beyond" the" membership" of" the" contractarian" group," either" to" take" note" of" their" interests,"or"to"avoid"our"being"trapped"in"local"parochialism.""(IJ:"70)" These" four" issues" are" at" the" core" of" Sen's" theory" of" justice." We" can" even" consider" that" they" constitute," for" him," the" four" requirements" that" must" satisfy" a" relevant" theory" of" justice" (see" IJ," Preface:" ixQxii [START_REF]For"this"reason," Smith"refers"to"him"as""the"supposed"impartial"and"wellQinformed"spectator""(TMS,"III,"2:"130)"as" opposed"to"the""man"without""that"he"depicts"as""ignorant""and"potentially""weak""(TMS,"III,"2:" 131)" because" he" could" either" be" impartial" (having" no" particular" connection" with" us)" or" partial" (having"a"particular"connection"with"us"or"being"influenced,"in"his"judgment,"by"others"criteria" than"moral"ones 45 )." Now," and" this" is" the" second" point," despite" his" imperfections," the" man" without" still" keeps" an" important" role" once" our" moral" conscience" is" developed." Smith" claims" that" there" are" "some" extraordinary" occasions"" on" which" "the" testimony" of" the" supposed" impartial" spectator" cannot" always"alone"support"him""(TMS,"III,"3:"134)[END_REF] )." By" the" way," the" passages" aboveQquoted" take" place" in" the" first" part" of" the" IJ" entitled:" "The" Demands" of" Justice"." This" is" an" additional" argument" to" maintain" that" Smith's" influence"on"Sen's"view"of"justice"is"not"minor."However,"and"contrary"to"what"he"announces,"it"is" not"clear"to"understand"how"Smith's"contributions"prove"to"be"a"key"in"all"four"issues."It"is"only" regarding" requirement" (4)" that" we" have" some" precisions" about" Smith's" influence" (Sen" 2002," 2006,"2009,"2010). 16 ."" Now,"one"may"ask"why "Sen"(2002,"2006,"2009,"2010)"most"notably"claims"to"derive"from"Smith's" impartial" spectator" the" idea" that" people" from" outside" the" "focal" group"17 " should" participate" in" the"debates"and"should"be"taken"into"account"in"public"reasoning"on"justice"(e.g.,"see"IJ:"125)."The" cause"may"be"the"following:""Sen"has,"for"his"purpose,"disconnected"the"issue"of"public"reasoning" -"which"he"takes"from"contemporary"political"philosophy,"and"from"Rawls"in"particular"-"from" the"search"of"the"just"society"-"which"he"considers"as"irrelevant."This"led"him"to"distinguish"and" separate" two" questions:" "What$ is$ the$ relevant$ public?" and" "On$ what$ questions$ should$ the$ reasoning$ concentrates?"" (Sen," 2006:" 215)." Smith's" concept" of" the" impartial" spectator" is"mostly" used" by" Sen" to" answer" the" first" question" and" to" offer" an" alternative" to" what" he" calls" Rawls'" "closed" impartiality"" -" in" which" only" people" from" the" focal," contracting" group," are" involved." However,"both"questions"are"intimately"related"and"that"the"answer"to"the"former"depends"from" the" answer" to" the" latter." In" other" words," Sen" has" artificially" divided" the" subject" in" two" parts," which"render"his"use"of"Smith"and"the"understanding"of"his"approach,"rather"unclear 18 ."The"idea" of" public" reasoning" grounded" on" open" impartiality" that" Sen" derives" from" Smith's" impartial" """"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" 8" " spectator" goes" much" further" than" a" mere" inclusion" of" outsiders" in" public" reasoning" and" might" therefore"answer"all"four"issues"mentioned"above."It"is"an"alternative"choice"procedure"based"on" the" comparison" of" diverse" social" realizations" and" thought" patterns" (requirements" 1," 2" and" 4)," leaving"the"possibility"for"incomplete"agreement"(requirement"3)."This"is"what"will"be"shown"in" the"next"subsection."

1.2.#An#alternative#choice#procedure#to#reach#open#impartiality:#Smith's# impartial#spectator#

Sen" is" not" the" first" theorist" of" justice" to" draw" inspiration" from" Smith's" analysis. " Rawls" (1971)" himself" already [START_REF] Fleischacker | Adam" Smith" and" Cultural" Relativism[END_REF] " appealed" to" the" Smithian" concept" of" the" impartial" spectator." This" is" another" opportunity"for"Sen"to"criticize"Rawls,"but"this"time"about"his"reading"of"Smith"(IJ:"136Q138)."A" closer" attention" to" this" criticism" allows" understanding" why" Sen's" use" of" Smith's" impartial" spectator"is"inherent"to"an"alternative"choice"procedure"including"the"four"requirements"aboveQ mentioned." We" will" deal" successively" with" two" aspects" of" Rawls'" reading" of" the" impartial" spectator"with"which"Sen"disagrees:"(i)"the"idea"of"an"ideal"spectator,"(ii)"the"soQcalled"utilitarian" point"of"view."This"will"allow"us"to"show"that"such"disagreement"is"related"to"Sen's"idea"of"open" impartiality"that"goes"well"beyond"the"issue"of"the"relevant"public."

First" of" all," Sen" blames" Rawls" for" interpreting" Smith's" concept" of" the" impartial" spectator" as" an" "ideal" observer"" (IJ:" 136)." This" reading" leads" Rawls" to" advocate" the" famous" device" of" a" veil" of" ignorance" in" the" original" position" in" order" to" guarantee" impartiality" (see" for" instance" Kandil" 2010"&"2013,"Clare"and"Horn"2010)."In"the"original"position,"the"participants"to"public"reasoning" are"said"to"be"ideal"observers"because"they"ignore"their"identities"and,"thus,"cannot"defend"their" own" interests" while" discussing" principles" of" justice" or," in" other" words," because" they" are" impartial." According" to" Sen," this" interpretation" is" not" faithful" to" Smith's" view" of" the" impartial" spectator" which" would" not" represent" an" ideal" spectator," but" real$ spectators" with" their" own" identities."Smith,"he"says,""requires"the"impartial"spectator"to"[...]"see"what"the"issues"would"look" like"with"'the"eyes"of"other"people',"from$the$perspective$of$'real$spectators'$-$from$both$far$and$ near""(Ibid.,"underlined"by"us)."" """"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" [START_REF] Fleischacker | Adam" Smith" and" Cultural" Relativism[END_REF] " Notice" that " Harsanyi" (1953)" also" proposed" to" base" a" social" choice" function" on" impersonal" judgments," which"has"often"be"related"to"impartial"spectatorship."For"Harsanyi,"the"impersonality"required"for"such" function" refers" to" "ethical" preferences"" -" by" contrast" with" "subjective" preferences"." Ethical" preferences" express"what"social"situation"would"be"chosen"without"knowing"one's"personal"position"-"by"contrast"with" what" social" situation" one" actually" prefers." It" is" well" known" that" for" Harsanyi" this" kind" of" impartial" reasoning" necessarily" leads" to" choose" a" utilitarian" point" of" view." Sen's" criticisms" to" Rawls" also" address" Harsanyi's"theory,"though"indirectly"(IJ:"199)."For"a"discussion"on"the"difference"between"Harsanyi's"and" Smith's"impartial"spectator,"see" Fernandes"&"Kandil"(1998)."

9" "

Second," Sen" criticizes" Rawls" for" "misattributing" ideas" to" Smith," taking" him" to" be" mainly" a" utilitarian"" (Baujard," Gilardone," Salles," forthcoming) [START_REF] Raphael | Introduction"to"the"Theory$of$Moral$Sentiments[END_REF] ." His" position" is" that" Smith" did" not" argue" for"sensations"of"pleasure"and"pain"to"be"the"foundations"of"our"morality"(IJ:"137)."Thus,"there" would" be" no" ground" for" considering" Smith's" impartial" spectator" itself" as" a" utilitarian." More" broadly," according" to" Sen," it" would" be" erroneous" to" state" that" the" judgments" of" the" impartial" spectator"rely"on"a"unique"criterion,"whether"utilitarian"or"not"(See"IJ:"137"and"394)."

As"a"result,"Rawls'"proposal"to"replace"the"utilitarian"point"of"view"by"the"social"contract"point"of" view" also" fails" to" convince" Sen" (IJ:" 134)." He" sees" two" major" drawbacks" in" such" proposal:" (i)" "closed"impartiality""or"the"privilege"of""membership"entitlement""in"the"choice"procedure [START_REF] Valentini | A"Paradigm"shift"in"theorizing"about"justice?"A"Critique"of"Sen[END_REF] ;"and" (ii)"the""prudential"social"morality""that"drives"contractualist"approaches 22 ."Again,"Sen"appeals"to" the"Smithian"impartial"spectator"to"show"that"these"two"aspects"are"not"appropriate"in"a"theory" of"justice"that"would"satisfy"the"four"requirements"aboveQmentioned."" Smith's" concept" is" viewed" by" Sen" as" a" contribution" "to" a" fuller" understanding" of" the" requirements" of" justice," particularly" through" an" understanding" of" impartiality" as" going" beyond" the" interests" and" concerns" of" a" local" contracting" group"" (Sen" 2010:" 50," our" italics)." Sen" particularly"insisted"on"the"idea"that"the"Smithian"impartial"spectator"demands"that"we"include" in"public"reasoning"real"spectators"who"come""from"far"or"from"within"a"community,"or"a"nation," or"a"culture""(IJ:"123)"which"satisfy"requirement"(4)."" But"he"also"sees"in"the"Smithian"impartial"spectator"a"way"for"selfQdistancing"that"would"be"an" alternative"to"the"Rawlsian"veil"of"ignorance,"in"line"with"requirements"(1)"and" (2)."To"him,"selfQ distancing" does" not" amount" to" a" complete" ignorance" of" the" self," like" it" is" behind" the" veil" of" ignorance" in" the" original" position." He" rather" takes" into" account" what" he" views" as" "Smith's" insistence"that"we"must"inter$alia$view"our"sentiments"'from"a"certain"distance"from"us'""(IJ:"45)." Thus," selfQdistancing" involves," for" him," comparing" one's" view" with" the" ones" of" other" real" spectators" who" may" "enlighten" without" being" either" a" social" contractor," or" a" utilitarian" in" camouflage"" (IJ:" 138)." This" is" also" a" way" out" of" selfQinterest" ethics" at" work" in" contractualist" approaches" ," since" he" argues" that" Smith's" device" of" the" impartial" spectator" may" be" used" for" "enlightening"people"about"moral"concerns"and"obligations""(IJ:"207)."

At"last,"one"of"the"main"interests"he"sees"in"Smith's"view"of"impartiality"relates"to"the"possibility" of" incomplete" agreement" -" requirement" (3)." In" this" regard," we" have" to" keep" in" mind" Sen's" """"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" 20 "On"Rawls'criticism"to"utilitarianism,"see "Hawi"(2011)." [START_REF] Valentini | A"Paradigm"shift"in"theorizing"about"justice?"A"Critique"of"Sen[END_REF] "Sen"highlights"three"moral"problems"in"Rawls'"view"of"impartiality:""exclusionary"neglect",""inclusionary" incoherence"" and" "procedural" parochialism"" (IJ:" 138Q139)." For" a" criticism" of" Sen's" view" of" closed" impartiality,"see" Clare"and"Horn"(2010)."

" The" relevance" of" such" a" dichotomy" is" growingly" debated" by" Sen's" commentators"[START_REF] Ege | Par"delà"le"Transcendantal"et"le"Comparatif":" Deux"Arguments[END_REF]"and"forthcoming,"Kandil"2010[START_REF] Robeyns | Are" Transcendental" Theories" of" Justice" Redundant?[END_REF]."Here,"we"will"not"question"Sen's"belonging" to" a" pure" comparative" approach," neither" the" possibility" to" interpret" Smith's" concept" of" the" impartial" spectator"within"this"tradition."We"take"for"granted"the"fact"that"Sen's"refusal"of"transcendental"elements" is"the"reason"for"which"he"appeals"to"a"specific"version"of"Smith's"view"of"impartiality.""

" Sen" also" acknowledges" the" influence" of" his" wife," Emma" Rothschild," who" is" a" specialist" of" Smith's" thought:""Her$own$work$on$Adam$Smith$has$been$a$great$source$of$ideas,$since$this$book$deals$a$great$deal$ on$ Smith's$ analyses.$ I$ had$ a$ close$ relationship$ with$ Adam$ Smith$ even$ before$ I$ knew$ Emma$[…].$ Under$ her$ influence,$the$plot$has$thickened.""(Sen"1999:"xvi)""On"the"influence"of"Smith"on"Sen"see"[START_REF] Rothschild | Adam"Smith's"Economics[END_REF]"in"which"Smith's"theory"of"poverty"is"said"to"anticipate"the"capability"approach.""

"Until"2002,"Sen's"use"of"Smith"is"limited"to"the"notions"of""sympathy",""prudence""or""rules"of"conduct"" to"question"the"standard"definition"of"rationality"in"economics"and"the"predominant"role"of"selfQinterest." For" interesting" insights" regarding" Sen's" early" reading" of" Smith," see[START_REF] Walsh | Smith"after"Sen[END_REF]." Many" links" could" be" made" with" Sen's" latter" reading" of" Smith," in" particular" with" regard" to" his" early" rejection" of" "the$ sharp$ fact/value$distinction""and"the""'meaninglessness'$of$value$claims""(Walsh"2000:"6)"-"without"falling"in"the" trap"of"a"new""dichotomy$between$what$the$world$is$like$independent$of$any$local$perspective$and$what$is$ projected$ by$ us""(Walsh," quoting" Putnam" 1993:" 

148)." However," this" would" go" beyond" the" scope" of" this" article."" 14 "Most"of"them"are"related"to"the"device"of"the"impartial"spectator,"but"Smith"is"also"invoked"more"widely" for"dealing"with:"the"motivations"of"human"action"(particularly"in"chapter"8""Rationality"and"Other"people"" or" chapter" 9" "Plurality" of" Impartial" Reasons")," comparative" thinking" (in" "Introduction")," the" relativity" of" perspectives"(in"chapter"12""Capabilities"and"Resources"),"the"abolition"of"slavery"(in""Introduction""and" chapter"18""Justice"and"the"World"),"and"the"central"role"of"emotions"in"reasoning"(chapter"1""Reason"and" Objectivity").""

"Note"that"in"this"section"of"the"Preface"entitled""What"kind"of"a"theory?","Sen"exposes"explicitly"the"first" three"requirements."However,"the"fourth"is"implicitly"contained"in"the"second"one."

"As"a"result,"commentators"tend"to"focus"on"that"specific"issue,"independently"from"the"others"(see"[START_REF] Clare | Sen"and"Sensibility[END_REF][START_REF] Formanqbarzilai | Adam$ Smith$ and$ the$ Circle$ of$ Sympathy[END_REF][START_REF] Fleischacker | Adam" Smith" and" Cultural" Relativism[END_REF][START_REF] Shapiro | Review" of" The$ Idea$ of$ Justice," by" Amartya" Sen[END_REF]."As"we"are"going"to"show,"this" is"not"representative"of"the"influence"that"Sen"grants"to"Smith."

" Sen" usually" uses" this" expression" of" "focal" group"" (2009:" 123," 126," 128," 133," 138," 139," 145Q150)" to" designate" the" group" which" has" to" take" a" collective" decision." Sometimes" he" also" speaks" of" "local" group"" (2009:" 150)" or" "particular" group" of" people"" (2009:" 117)," or" even" the" "contractarian" group"" (2009:" 70)" though"he"refuses"the"idea"of"social"contract.""

"For"instance,"Clare"and"Horn"(2010:"79)"consider"that"Sen's"open"impartiality""requires"us"to"listen"to"all" and" any" voices/perspectives" regardless" of" their" ultimate" relevance" to" the" topic"." This" leads" them" to" conclude"that"it"is""no"useable"alternative"."Or"Ege,"Igersheim"&"Le"Chapelain"(2012)"consider"that"Sen's" appeal" to" Smith's" impartial" spectator" refers" directly" to" Smith's" "man" within"" and" thus" conclude" that" the" distinction"between""closed""and""open""impartiality"has"no"relevance."