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Group A: English [Full Marks: 30] 
Read the following passage carefully and answer the following question. The answer must 

be in the candidate’s own words but remaining confined to the content of the passage. One 

can write the answer in Bengali as well. 

 

The virtues of tolerance and neighbourliness are paramount in securing a free society. Genuine 

liberty requires an acceptance of styles of life different from our own, combined with some 

degree of social trust and fellow feeling. There is, in one sense, a tension between these two 

virtues: tolerance can easily become apathetic and neighbourliness can easily become 

meddlesome. I will argue, though, that avoiding both intolerance and apathy is not a matter of 

finding the correct balance between two extremes on a single dimension. Humanistic concern for 

the welfare of others is not a moderated form of paternalism, and tolerance is not a moderated 

form of indifference. It is possible to simultaneously have high levels of the good sort of 

community and the good sort of individualism. 

 

No matter how hard we try to come up with political institutions which promote liberty, it will be 

impossible to overcome a populace which is overwhelmingly bigoted or otherwise illiberal: 

garbage in, garbage out. A free society does not, of course, require that people approve of the 

lives of others, but merely that they respect the rights of individuals to live their own lives as 

they see fit. 

 

Simple indifference towards others, though, is not sufficient for freedom. Informal institutions, 

which rely on the “social capital” produced in a trusting and cohesive society, are also a crucial 

element. People need the ability to cooperate in order to pursue their goals. Enforcement costs 

would be overwhelming if people were always out to fleece one another. Trust advances freedom 

by lubricating social relationships, reducing the frequency with which force must be resorted to 

as a means of dispute resolution. 

 

Neighbourliness also allows people to more effectively protect their freedom against those who 

would take it from them. Our rights would often go unprotected without the help of our fellow 

people. A bystander will intervene to protect the vulnerable from violence only in a society with 

a sufficient level of social capital, and a neighbor will only take notice of a stranger walking out 

of your house with your television if he knows who you are. Professional police, whether 

provided voluntarily or through the state, are an important means of protection against 

aggression, but cannot completely replace the vigilance of a community. 

 

On the one hand, excessively bigoted or paternalistic sentiments erode freedom by encouraging 

people to take coercive action against externally harmless activities; on the other, excessively 

self-regarding preferences preclude the social capital needed to ensure that the rights of the weak 

are upheld. If people have too much concern with the affairs of others, they will not let them live 

their lives. If people have too little concern, they will not defend their fellows against the 

coercive actions of others. We need then, to carefully consider which institutional arrangements 

best promote the virtues of tolerance and neighbourliness. 

 

Q. How does the author envision the working of tolerance and neighbourliness in 

promoting a liberal society? 



 

  

 


