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ESTRUCTURA
• Estado de la cuestión de la interpretación del concepto de
propiedad de Locke
• II. Contexto ajustado de Of Property (verano de 1682)
• III. Refutamos los 4 errores de interpretación del concepto de
propiedad de Locke, poniéndolos en contexto: 1. La
apropiación individual de la tierra. 2. La teoría del valor del
trabajo. 3. Que la condición del derroche se salvaba
mediante las actividades agrícolas y el uso del dinero. 4. Que
dicha teoría conducía a una jerarquía de sociedades en
función de sus capacidades agrícolas.
• IV. Otros escritos de Locke: argumentos religiosos para la
desposesión.
• V. Argumentos políticos y económicos para la desposesión.
• VI. Personalidad, concepción de sí, de la naturaleza y de las
dinámicas relacionales y socioecológicas.

I. Estado de la cuestión de la interpretación del
concepto de propiedad de Locke

• 1. Que Locke defendía la apropiación
individual de la tierra. 2. Que elaboró una
teoría del valor del trabajo. 3. Que la
condición del derroche se salvaba mediante
las actividades agrícolas y el uso del dinero. 4.
Que dicha teoría conducía a una jerarquía de
sociedades, y que la agrícola Inglaterra se
encontraba por encima de las cazadoras
recolectoras nativas americanas y la minera
España

II. Contexto de escritura de Of Property , 1682)

Charter of Carolina - March 24, 1663
•

“CHARLES

the Second, by the grace of God, king of
England, Scotland, France, and Ireland, Defender of
the Faith, &c., To all to whom these present shall
come: Greeting: 1st. Whereas our right trusty, and right
well beloved cousins and counsellors, Edward Earl
of Clarendon, our high chancellor of England, and
George Duke of Albemarle, master of our horse and
captain general of all our forces, our right trusty and
well beloved William Lord Craven, John Lord Berkley,
our right trusty
and well beloved counsellor,
Anthony Lord
Ashley, chancellor of our
exchequer,
Sir George
Carteret,
knight and baronet,
vice chamberlain of our
household, and our trusty and well beloved Sir William
Berkley, knight, and Sir John Colleton, knight and
baronet, being excited with a laudable and pious
zeal for the propagation of the Christian faith, and
the enlargement of our empire and dominions,
have humbly besought leave of us, by their
industry and charge, to transport and make an
ample colony of our subjects, natives of our kingdom
of England, and elsewhere within our dominions, unto
a certain country hereafter described, in the parts of
America not yet cultivated or planted, and only
inhabited by some barbarous people, who have no
knowledge of Almighty God. “

“together with all and singular ports, harbours, bays, rivers,
isles and islets belonging to the country aforesaid; and also
all the soil, lands, fields, woods, mountlills, fields, lakes,
rivers, bays and islets, scituate or being within the bounds or
limits aforesaid, with the fishing of all sorts of fish, whales,
sturgeons and all other royal fishes in the sea, bays, islets
and rivers within the premises, and the fish therein taken;
and moreover all veins, mines, quarries, as well discovered
as not discovered, of gold, silver, gems, precious stones, and
all other whatsoever, be it of stones, metals, or any other
thing whatsoever, found or to be found within the countries,
isles and limits aforesaid”

1682

CONDICIÓN 1
“Sec. 27. Though the earth, and all inferior creatures, be common to all
men, yet every man has a property in his own person: this no body has any
right to but himself. The labour of his body, and the work of his hands, we
may say, are properly his. Whatsoever then he removes out of the state
that nature hath provided, and left it in, he hath mixed his labour with, and
joined to it something that is his own, and thereby makes it his property. It
being by him removed from the common state nature hath placed it in, it
hath by this labour something annexed to it, that excludes the common
right of other men: for this labour being the unquestionable property of
the labourer, no man but he can have a right to what that is once joined to,
at least where there is enough, and as good, left in common for others.”

CONDICIÓN 2
“Sec. 31. It will perhaps be objected to this, that if gathering the acorns, or other
fruits of the earth, &c. makes a right to them, then any one may ingross as much as
he will. To which I answer, Not so. The same law of nature, that does by this means
give us property, does also bound that property too. God has given us all things
richly, 1 Tim. vi. 12. is the voice of reason confirmed by inspiration. But how far has
he given it us? To enjoy. As much as any one can make use of to any advantage of
life before it spoils, so much he may by his Tabour fix a property in: whatever is
beyond this, is more than his share, and belongs to others. Nothing was made by
God for man to spoil or destroy. And thus, considering the plenty of natural
provisions there was a long time in the world, and the few spenders; and to how
small a part of that provision the industry of one man could extend itself, and
ingross it to the prejudice of others; especially keeping within the bounds, set by
reason, of what might serve for his use; there could be then little room for quarrels
or contentions about property so established.”

Sec. 49. Thus in the beginning all the world was
America, and more so than that is now; for no such
thing as money was any where known. Find out
something that hath the use and value of money
amongst his neighbours, you shall see the same man
will begin presently to enlarge his possessions.

Teoría del valor del trabajo lockeana :
“puede identificar el trabajo (labor) como la fuente del valor-de-uso o
utilidad (razón por la cual la gente desea un bien en primer lugar),
puede intentar explicar la determinación de los precios relativos (el
valor de cambio de los bienes) basada en algunas medidas de la
aportación del trabajo, o puede argumentar que el trabajo proporciona
el único argumento justificable para recibir el valor de cambio de los
bienes que produce…cuando la mayoría de los economistas discuten la
teoría del valor del trabajo, es una teoría en el segundo sentido. Es
decir…sobre la relación entre el valor relativo de un producto en
relación con otro y la cantidad de trabajo empleado en producir cada
uno de ellos.”
Karen I. Vaughn, “John Locke and the Labor Theory of Value”, 1978

III. Errores de interpretación del concepto de propiedad de
Locke

• 1. Locke no defendía la apropiación individual.
• “all commonwealths are in the state of nature one with
another”, Locke, Two Treatises of Government, Ch. XVI,
n.183-4
• by the “Civil Law, no Country is interpreted to bee in any
Princes Possession, But what hath been taken Possession
off by somebody comissionated by him & not barely by y
residence & Planting of His subjects upon y place.”:
Shaftesbury opinion, Great Britain, Council for Foreign
Plantations, Journal, 1670-86, 3v, Library of Congress, Sir
Thomas Phillipps, Ms 8539, pt 1,pp. 68-69

“He that is nourished by the acorns he picked up under an oak, or the apples he
gathered from the trees in the wood, has certainly appropriated them to himself.
No body can deny but the nourishment is his. I ask then, when did they begin to be
his? when he digested? or when he eat? or when he boiled? or when he brought
them home? or when he picked them up? and it is plain, if the first gathering made
them not his, nothing else could. That labour put a distinction between them and
common: that added something to them more than nature, the common mother
of all, had done; and so they became his private right.”
Locke, Two Treatises, II, V, 28

2. Locke no elaboró una teoría del valor del trabajo, sino un
argumento de derecho de gentes (accesión-enfiteusis) para
legitimar el dominio inglés frente a España y los indios.
PROPERTY= SUUM (cuique tribuere) : vida, extremidades,
libertad, reputación, honor y propias acciones (actiones
propriae)= LABOUR.
“Dios, ordenando subyugar [la tierra], [le] dio autoridad
para apropiarse: y la condición de la vida humana, que
requiere trabajo (labour) y materiales para trabajarlos
(work), necesariamente introduce las posesiones
privadas.” (Two Treatises, II, 35)
“Señor de sí mismo, y Propietario de su propia Persona, y
de las Acciones o Trabajo de ella”, tenía en sí “la gran
Fundación de la Propiedad” (Two Treatises, II, 44)
.

“one may ingross as much as he will. To which I answer, Not
so…God has given us all things richly…To enjoy. As much
as any one can make use of to any advantage of life before
it spoils, so much he may by his labour fix a property in:
whatever is beyond this, is more than his share, and
belongs to others. Nothing was made by God for man to
spoil or destroy (Two Treatises, II, 31)

“different degrees of Industry were apt to give Men
Possessions in different Proportions…this Invention of
Money gave them the opportunity to continue and enlarge
them” (Two Treatises, II, 34)

3. “La condición del derroche no consiste en emplear dinero, sino
en el comercio.
“what would a man value ten thousand, or an hundred
thousand acres of excellent land, ready cultivated, and well
stocked too with cattle, in the middle of the inland parts of
America, where he had no hopes of commerce with other
parts of the world, to draw money to him by the sale of the
product? It would not be worth the inclosing, and we should
see him give up again to the wild common of nature” (II, 48)
“It would be a strange catalogue of things, that industry
provided and made use of, about every loaf of bread, before it
came to our use, if we could trace them; iron, wood, leather,
bark, timber, stone, bricks, coals, lime, cloth, dying drugs,
pitch, tar, masts, ropes, and all the materials made use of in
the ship, that brought any of the commodities made use of by
any of the workmen, to any part of the work; all which it would
be almost impossible, at least too long, to reckon up (II, 43)

IV. Otros escritos de Locke
•

“No recuerdo que haya leído de ningún Entusiasta entre los
Americanos” (borrador Ensayo sobre el entendimiento , 1682)

•

“Ningún hombre debe por tanto ser privado de sus Bienes
Terrenales por causa de su religión. Ni siquiera los Americanos”
(Una carta sobre la tolerancia, 1689)

•

“some Americans I have spoken with, (who were otherwise of
quick and rational parts enough,) could not, as we do, by any
means count to 1000; nor had any distinct idea of that number,
though they could reckon very well to 20. Because their language
being scanty, and accommodated only to the few necessaries of a
needy, simple life, unacquainted either with trade or
mathematics, had no words in it to stand for 1000” Essay, II, 16,
6.

•

La religión católica es “la menos apta para formar mentes
inquisitivas” promoviendo “el mundo ignorante y celoso por arte
e industria de su clero” que hacía “a la ignorancia la madre de la
devoción” (Essay on Toleration, 1667)

•

“Tis death in Spain to export Money: And yet they, who furnish
all the World with Gold and Silver, have least of it amongst
themselves. Trade fetches it away from that lazy and indigent
People, notwithstanding all their artificial and forced
contrivances to keep it there. .. Nature has bestow'd Mines on
several parts of the World: But their Riches are only for the
industrious and frugal” (Some considerations , 1692)

V. Argumentos político y económico
1. El argumento político: liberty= King in Parliament :
“For no government can have a right to obedience from a people
who have not freely consented to it; ...to which they have by
themselves or their representatives, given their free consent,
and also till they are allowed their due property, which is so to
be proprietors of what they have, that nobody can take away
part of it without their own consent.” (Two Treatises)
2. El argumento económico: áritmética política.:
“Lo que el Español ha hecho en las Indias Occidentales ha sido
diez veces más por Conquista que Plantando” (Child, A discourse,
1690).

“the chief design of the Spaniards thither [in America], has bin the
transportation of Bullion: which being so profitable, they may well be
thought to have overseen many other of its Native Riches.
But above all let us reflect on the temper of the Spaniards
themselves. They suffer no strangers to arrive there: they permit not
the Natives…to know more than becomes their slaves.
And how unfit the Spanish humor is, to improve Manufactures, in a Country
so distant as the West-Indies; we may learn by their practice in Spain
itself: where they commonly disdain to exercise any Manual Crafts, and
permit the profit of them, to be carry'd away by strangers.”

Thomas Sprat, History of the Royal Society, 1670, pp. 383-384

VI. Personalidad, concepción
de sí, de la naturaleza y de
las dinámicas relacionales y
socioecológicas.

“What other simple ideas it is
possible the creatures in other
parts of the universe may have,
by the assistance of senses and
faculties more or perfecter
than we have, or different from
ours…to penetrate into the nature
and inmost constitutions of
things; what ideas they may
receive of them far different from
ours, we know not. This we know
and certainly find, that we want
several other views of them
besides those we have, to
make discoveries of them
more perfect.”
Locke, An Essay, 1690, IV,
III, 23

Martin Schongauer: The Archangel Gabriel

“Who would undertake to resolve
what species that monster was of
which is mentioned by Licetus
(Bk. i. c. 3), with a man's head
and hog's body?
Or those other which to the
bodies of men had the heads of
beasts, as dogs, horses, &c.
If any of these creatures had lived,
and could have spoke, it would
have increased the difficulty”
Locke, An Essay Concerning
Human Understanding, 1690,
book 3, Chapter VI, n. 27

“every man has a property in his own person: this no body has any

right to but himself. The labour of his body, and the work of his
hands, we may say, are properly his. Whatsoever then he removes
out of the state that nature hath provided, and left it in, he hath
mixed his labour with, and joined to it something that is his own,
and thereby makes it his property.”
Locke, Two Treatises, 1690, 27, p.245.
“I being as much concerned, and as justly accountable for any
action that was done a thousand years since, appropriated to
me now by this self-consciousness, as I am for what I did the
last moment.”
Locke, An Essay, II, xxvii, 16
‘That with which the consciousness of this present thinking thing can
join itself, makes the same Person and is one self with it, and with
nothing else; and so attributes to itself, and owns all the actions of
that thing, as its own.”
Locke, An Essay, II, xxvii, 17

“the moral man, as I may call him, which is this immovable,
unchangeable idea, a corporeal rational being.”
Locke, An Essay, III, xi, 16
“Person. It is a Forensick Term appropriating Actions
and their Merit; and so belongs only to intelligent
Agents capable of a Law, and Happiness and Misery.”
Locke, An Essay, II, xxvii, 26

“what Person stands for; which, I think, is a thinking
intelligent Being, that has reason and reflection, and can
consider it self as it self, the same thinking thing in different
times and places; which it does only by that consciousness,
which is inseparable from thinking, and as it seems to me
essential to it.”
Locke, An Essay, II, xxvii, 9

“we observe no…making use of general signs for universal
ideas; for which we have reason to imagine that they
[“brutes”] have not the faculty of abstracting, or making
general ideas, since they have no use of words, or any other
general signs.”
Locke, An Essay, II, XI, 9
“A perfect courtier can command
his gestures, his eyes, and his
countenance; he is profound and
impenetrable; he seems to
overlook every injury; he smiles on
his enemies, controls his temper,
disguises his passions, belies his
inclinations, and both speaks and
acts against his opinions.”

La Bruyere, Characters

“a gentleman … proper calling is the service of his country; and so is most
properly concerned in moral and political knowledge”

“Perspicuity consists in the using of proper terms for the ideas or thoughts, which he would
have pass from his own mind into that of another man.”
“to read such books as are allowed to be writ with the greatest clearness
and propriety, in the language that a man uses”

John Locke, Some thoughts concerning reading and study for a gentleman

Coles, Elisha, An English dictionary , 1677

Cotgrave, A Dictionarie of the French and English Tongues, 1611

“the custom of tormenting and killing of beasts,
will, by degrees, harden their minds even
towards men; and they who delight in the
suffering and destruction of inferior creatures,
will not be apt to be very compassionate or
benign to those of their own kind…Children
should from the beginning be bred up in
abhorrence of killing and tormenting any living
creature . . . people from their cradle should be
tender to all sensible creatures”.
John Locke, Some Thoughts Concerning
Education, 1693, 116

