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Abstract

The spontaneous order, understood as a
self-regulating order, is connected with
society in a larger sense. There is a tradition
of western social theory that is emphatic on
the advantage to society of the order of
unintended consequence. The idea of
spontaneous order may be represented mainly
by Hayek. Hayek is deeply appreciatine of
Smith, Ferguson, and Hume, and locates
these Scottish philosophers in relation to
Mandeville’s theory of society.

However, various problems that follow
are very far from easy to resolve, and this

present project assumes the task to struggle
with a number of them. The effort must be
made to argue that whether Smith, Hume,
and Ferguson should be understood as
participants in the tradition of social
evolutionism, just as to argue that whether
Hayek, Mandeville, and the Scottish
philosophers were in agreement about the
place of politics.
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