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    APRESENTAÇÃO




    Conta-se que alguns moradores da cidade prussiana de Königsberg no século XVIII acertavam diariamente os seus relógios orientando-se pelo horário inequívoco em que Immanuel Kant fazia a sua caminhada vespertina. Essa conhecida anedota de Heinrich Heine representa uma certa interpretação da ética kantiana segundo a qual ela seria tão formalista e tão alheia às contingências da vida que dificilmente poderia ser colocada em prática.




    A anedota certamente não faz jus à postura crítica com que o filósofo prussiano construiu a sua teoria, especialmente quando refletia sobre a justiça. Em sua Metafísica dos Costumes, Kant nos ensina que o direito é a soma das condições pelas quais os nossos arbítrios, ou liberdades externalizadas, podem conviver mutuamente de uma forma igual e livre ou, em outras palavras, segundo uma lei universal de liberdade. Isso significa que o direito realiza a liberdade possível neste mundo em que o dever ético é mandatório, mas o seu cumprimento é contingente para a frágil vontade humana.




    A teoria da justiça de Kant evidencia que ele não foi um formalista para quem a perfeição estética da teoria devesse ter primazia sobre a realidade. Ao contrário, Kant ajudou a conduzir o direito positivo e as contradições e irracionalidades que lhe acompanham ao centro da reflexão sobre a justiça, sem perder de vista a complexidade inerente às relações humanas. Ele certamente nos forneceu respostas a muitas questões relevantes, mas principalmente nos legou muitas outras perguntas que se encontravam, antes dele, ocultas. Se, com Kant, conhecemos melhor os fundamentos da dignidade da pessoa humana, precisamos agora entender quais as suas repercussões para a justiça social. Se aprendemos que o direito positivo possui uma autonomia em relação à ética, precisamos agora entender qual deve ser o seu conteúdo em vista de construir uma sociedade justa.




    O raciocínio rígido e lúcido que guiaram o filósofo de Königsberg na construção de sua teoria da justiça são, agora, uma inspiração para os estudiosos da Filosofia do Direito, da Filosofia Política, da Hermenêutica Jurídica e de outras áreas de estudo. Nesse sentido é que devem ser lidos as pertinentes pesquisas que compõem este terceiro volume da série de livros “A justiça sub judice: reflexões interdisciplinares”. O leitor encontrará formulações e argumentos capazes de fornecer respostas para algumas das principais questões atinentes à reflexão sobre a justiça.




    O leitor mais atento, no entanto, encontrará nos textos, além de respostas, novas e interessantes questões. É desejo autores e organizadores do livro que ele possa ensejar nos leitores o ímpeto pela reflexão rígida, que seja capaz de pavimentar um caminho seguro para o conhecimento, mas também lúcida, capaz de abarcar a complexidade do conceito de Justiça, ao estilo Immanuel Kant.
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    ABSTRACT: This work aims to analyze the literary work of George Martin, based in the perspectives presented in John Locke’s book Second Treatise of Government. A qualitative bibliographical research was used, mainly in the comparisson of the Westeros conquest and its rebellion, among with lockian concepts. Therefore, there’s a focus on answering how conquest and rebellion in the world of A Song of Ice and Fire correspond to the concepts shown in John Locke’s work. In conclusion, the duality commonly found in the works of George Martin makes it possible to see the two wars benefits, as well as the Westeros government’s degenaration.
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    1 INTRODUCTION




    The present work focuses on two main works, The World of Ice and Fire, which delves into telling stories only mentioned in the original works of this literary world, and John Locke’s Second Treatise of Government. The objective is analyzing both works and how one may come to impact the explanation and development of the other, observing whether both wars, conquest and rebellion, in the fictional World of Westeros, may be understood by Locke’s perspectives.




    The work’s justification is the approximation of a literary work and a socio-political work, explaining how huge literature is and how it manages to encompass contemporary themes.




    According to the structure designed for this article, the first attempt was the fictional continent of Westeros conquest History. The focus was on the important points, first the battles result, and therefore how each of the six kingdoms came together in a great society, recognizing the Targaryen dynasty as their sovereign. As well as the refusal of the seventh kingdom, Dorne, to bow to face threats and requests from King Aegon Targaryen.




    George Martin’s main book used in this article, The World of Ice and Fire, was written in order to clarify stories and passages in the main Song of Ice and Fire books, giving the context that led to Robert’s rebellion from the Conquest, the formation of the Main Houses as we know them in books and the territorial division. Song of Ice and Fire series were written in 1991 and its first book was released in 1996. George Martin, writer and creator of the known world, aims to build a work based on English History, mainly referring to the known events in the War of the Roses.




    The second chapter focuses on explaining what the Conquest means in John Locke’s perspective, presenting the main points addressed by the author, about how a Conquest takes place and the rights of the conqueror over the achievements arising from this feat. John Locke was born in 1632, in England. When he was writing this work, he aimed to concept the consequences of the constitution and dissolution of a political society. Thus, he focused on define how the political powers were distributed, and the reasons for constitution, as well as establishing the difference between the concepts of Conquest and Usurpation.




    In the third chapter, the work unifies the other two chapters, thus showing the contexts between the events of the conquest and Aegon’s attitudes with the duties and rights directed by Locke in his book, defining conqueror’s behavior.




    Finally, the work will analyze the duality that exists in the person of Robert Baratheon while his rebellion, which is seen by Daenerys, heir to the throne, as an act of usurpation of his rights. The act is understood by other character as a way to end the Mad King’s tyranny.




    Therefore, uses a qualitative approach over the books mentioned before. It is divided into topics to better elucidate its points. The essay tries to understand the World of Ice and fire using John Locke’s view as a guide.




    2 THE CONQUEST’S HISTORY




    The conquest’s history is a landmark in the history of Westeros, it takes an extremely important part in the Song of Ice and Fire series. It became the time frame used by George R.R.Martin.




    This war was named as the great conquest and established the time rule in which we may find the chronology of Westeros: from b.c. (before the conquest) for the years before this war and a.c. (after the conquest) for the years that followed its events (MARTIN et al, 2014).




    According to by Martin et al (2014), the year 114 a.c. was the year of the tragedy that devastated Valyria and it was at that moment that the people who lived in that territory were killed by its complete destruction.




    However, there was a single surviving family, the Targaryens. The dragon lords heard the prophecy of one of their daughters, who saw in one of their dreams the destruction of Valyria. A fact that led them, 12 years before Valyria’s destruction, to leave the place to go to Dragonstone, a place that would be known as the Targaryens’ home.




    Their headmaster was Aenar Targaryen. He collected all his wealth and dragons and set out for Westeros. After the destruction of Valíria, the Targaryens became the only Dragon lords known in the continent (MARTIN et al, 2014). In the years that followed the Targaryens’ flight, they focused their efforts on returning to the east, while the west did not interest them.




    Aegon the conqueror was born in the year 27 BC. and he had two sisters, who would end up as his legitimate wives, the three acted to unify the 7 kingdoms. They all were Dragon lords. The dragons’ names were Balerion, Vhagar and Mexares.




    Aegon had a wooden table made representing the map of Westeros, which would be perfect for planning the conquest of the continent and it could show all his future interests throughout the territory. Aegon certainly had planned his conquest.




    Martin, García and Antonson (2014) state that the Westeros of Aegon’s youth was divided into seven quarrelsome kingdoms, and there was hardly a time when two or three of these kingdoms were not at war with one another. The vast, cold, stony North was ruled by the Starks of Winterfell. In the deserts of Dorne, the Martell princes held sway. The gold-rich westerlands were ruled by the Lannisters of Casterly Rock, the fertile Reach by the Gardeners of Highgarden. The Vale, the Fingers, and the Mountains of the Moon belonged to House Arryn … but the most belligerent kings of Aegon’s time were the two whose realms lay closest to Dragonstone, Harren the Black and Argilac the Arrogant.




    Therefore, Aegon understood that the kingdoms were in constant wars and territorial disputes, which made unpredictable what would happen to the property and land of each of the Lords’ houses an unpredictable fact. Among these houses, a Lord was the trigger for the Conquest war.




    Argilac, the arrogant King of Storm’s End, was startled by the recent conquests of the Targaryens. In order to protect himself from any new attack, he offered Aegon his only daughter. However, Aegon was faithful to his wives, he did not accept the marriage proposal and he offered his best friend and champion Orys Baratheon to marry the Storm’s End Lady. However, Argilac thought this proposal was really abusive and sent the hand of Aegon’s messenger in a box as his counter-proposal.




    Aegon understood this act as a declaration of war. Thus, he summoned all his vassals to join a council, praying to the seven gods of Westeros. On the seventh day of this council, crows were sent all over the continent stating that from that moment on there was only one king in all Westeros. Those lords who bowed their knees would continue with their titles and lands, but those who defied him would be destroyed and humiliated (MARTIN et al, 2014).




    It is not certain how many swords Aegon used in the Conquest, a small army of a maximum of three thousand men went to the Blackwater bay. The first important battle was against Lord Darklyn of Duskendale and Lord Mooton of Maidenpool who joined forces and marched south, but Aegon sent Orys Baratheon to attack them along the way and he himself used Balerion to spread fire on the soldiers. This victory was really important, because Duskendale was the main port of Westeros, since it had a connection with a Narrow Sea.




    Aegon sent his troops to Storm’s End, Orys Baratheon helped him and Rhaenys mounted on Meraxes. Another expedition, composed of the naval fleet, was sent to the Valley lands. Among them, were Daemon Velaryon and Queen Visenya, who was mounted on Vhagar. Aegon himself went northwest to Harrenhal, Harren’s giant fortress home. Harren was known as the Black King, from the Trident lands, the most feared between all kings. In these battles, there were countless losses on both sides. All the losses made Aegon’ army decrease a lot. The King Targaryen himself had a surprise attack made by Harren’s sons.




    House Tully joined the Targaryen against Harren. After that, the rest of the vassal houses followed them against Harrenhal. Harren with fewer and fewer allies locked himself in his fortress, which was considered the largest in Westeros. Aegon called Harren to surrender, if he did so, he could continue as the Iron Islands’ lord. However, he denied the offer, because he was convinced that his fortress was impenetrable.




    At night, Aegon attacked, destroying them all. Harren snubbed that his castle was made of stone and stones don’t burn, however, there was wood inside of it and Harren’s fleet caught fire on the flames of Balerion. The towers that were stone made shone red as candles, and as such they melted little by little and twisting themselves (MARTIN et al, 2014).




    Aegon destroyed the house of Harren and the Iron Islands lost their reign, passing its sovereignty to the house Tully from Riverrun, which became the supreme masters of the trident. The other houses in the region became their vassals.




    At Storm’s End, the vassals proved to be more faithful, this fact led Argilac to have a huge army. Harren’s defeat soon reached the Stormlord, who understood the hiding strategy as inappropriate. Therefore, he went out into the open field with his soldiers who far surpassed the number of men in the Targaryen army.




    The fight, in opposition to what happened to Harren, proved to be deeply bloody and lasting, Orys faced to the storm king equally. A bloody clash resulted with only Baratheon left alive. Argilac died with a sword in his hand and a curse on his lips. Argilac’s daughter Argella, on the other hand, locked herself in the Storm’s End fortress, declaring herself the storm queen. However, she was handed over Orys Baratheon’s guards, chained and naked. Orys decided to assume the motto and symbol of the house Durrandon, as well as their land and took the house heiress as his wife, thus realizing the Baratheon house as it is known and he became the first lord of Storm’s End (MARTIN et al, 2014).




    The Reach’s and Casterly Rock’ kings joined in a huge army, which marched to face Aegon’s army. In opposition to what had happened before, they were in full combat conditions in a very dry wheat field and with no possibility of rain. Gardens and Lannisters went into combat, this time, Aegon fought in the air with his sisters. The black dragon set fire on the formation lines and the other two queens flew over the enemy armies and blew fire that easily spread throughout the wheat field. Afterwards, the battle was named Field of Fire.




    The whole Garden House died in that battle, the King of Casterly Rock managed to escape, he wanted to survive, so he placed his sword and crown at Aegon’s feet and, as promised, Aegon allowed him to remain as the Casterly Rock lord. Afraid that another enemy would take Highgarden when the Gardens died, Aegon went to the castle and when he arrived there, the quartermaster Tyrell handed him the keys to the castle and swore his loyalty. As a reward, Aegon declared the Tyrell protectors of the South and Mander’s supreme lord.




    King Torrhen Stark, king in the North, had passed the bottleneck and entered the Riverlands with 30,000 (thirty thousand) wild northerners. Aegon heard the news and flew to intercept the king and sent messages to his allies calling them to battle. When Torrhen was close to the Trident river, he found an army that was twice the size of his own and three dragons flying overhead. During the night several negotiations followed and at daybreak the king of the north crossed the Trident and knelt, placing his crown at the feet of Aegon, and became known as the king who knelt, Aegon declared him as the protector and lord of the North (MARTIN et al, 2014).




    Visenya flew again to try to conquer the Vale, which was with all its fortified defenses. However, these defenses proved to be ineffective since they failed to prevent the queen and her dragon from landing in courtyard of the Eyirie. The Queen regent of the Vale found her little son and heir sitting on Visenya’s lap gazing the dragon with fascination; there were no need for threats. The regent queen brought the crowns which belonged to the Arryn family and in return, Visenya took the little lord to fly on his dragon. Thus, there was an union between the Vale and the Targaryen.




    Rhaenys Targaryen went to Dorne, however, everybody there was gone, leaving only women, the elderly and children. When he entered Dorne’s castle, he found only the princess Meria Martell, who made it very clear that Dorne would not submit. Rhaenys returned without conquesting Dorne.




    Then, Aegon went to Old Town, capital of the faith of the seven, when he arrived he found the gates open and a town which had already surrendered. The High Septon was waiting to crown him. He placed the crown on Aegon and declared him as King of the seven kingdoms, King of the Andals, of the Roinars and of the First Men, Protector of the Realm.




    Therefore, this was the way Westeros became a unified kingdom, through the power of Conquest.




    3 THE CONQUEST IN JOHN LOCKE




    The conquest may constitute a new society. However, this will only be possible if it has the people’s consent. A pirate or thieves may use the force, because they have the power to do so, but these are illegitimate conquerors. An illegitimate conqueror is as a thief. In this situation, an aggressor can never demand rights on those he conquers, and the conquered have no obligations on those who violated them with illegitimate force (LOCKE, 2003).




    According to Locke (2003), the great difference is that the thieves punish and mistreat t weakest people so that can they obey them. There would be no possibility of not giving in to an invasion. Therefore, there are no rights that can come from an unfair war.




    A legitimate conqueror, on the other hand, can be seen when it comes from a legitimate war. Locke (2003) states that those who fought on the side of the conqueror, as well as against im, should not suffer any harm by the conquest, and should remain as free as they were before. Usually, before the battles, they already had the knowledge of what they would win by fighting alongside the just conqueror.




    For Locke (2003), the conqueror ends up joining the conquered, thus, assuming an absolute power over the kingdom. For example, this is what happened in England.




    The power a conqueror gets over those he overcomes in a just war, is perfectly despotical: he has an absolute power over the lives of those, who, by putting themselves in a state of war, have forfeited them; but he has not thereby a right and title to their possessions. (LOCKE, p.181, 2003)




    Locke (2003) further states that a conqueror acquires power only over those who actually contributed to the conquest or those who battled against him. That means those who did not agree with their rulers in the decision to go on with the war cannot be seen as conquered. The strength of the conqueror towards the conquered people does not work when there is a unfair war.




    (…) For the people having given to their governors no power to do an unjust thing, such as is to make an unjust war (for they never had such a power in themselves) they ought not to be charged as guilty of the violence and injustice that is committed in an unjust war, any farther than they actually abet it, no more than they are to be thought guilty of any violence or oppression their governors should use upon the people themselves, or any part of their fellow-subjects, they having empowered them no more to the one than to the other. (LOCKE, p. 180, 2003).




    A conqueror gets despotic power over those he subdues in a fair war, thus, there is absolute power over those who fought against the conqueror. It is common that, during the conquest, those who fought against the conqueror have their properties harmed when the war occurs (LOCKE, 2003).




    The conqueror’s right ends with those who have faced him, that is, their children cannot have their rights withdrawn or get the blame. However, if they were allies with their parents during the war, they can also be subdued. The conqueror acquires the right to destroy his opponents in battle, but he does not necessarily acquire power over the lands, but only the part that belonged to his direct war opponents (LOCKE, 2003).




    Thus, Locke (p. 182-183, 2003) considers that only the children who did not participate in the war or did not oppose the conquest have their rights preserved. Because children and women have right to a part of the greater good. If they do not take part in the war or do not help in any way, they cannot lose what had belonged to them before. The Author concludes his idea stating that the conqueror has the right to repair his properties, as well as the parts that belonged to those who lost the war. The wife and children of those who fought in the war have rights to their previous properties. If both rights come into conflict, the conqueror must give up the right so that the ones in need can have the means to survive.




    If a fair conqueror do not follow these issues, he should not rule those he had conquered before. It is important to mention that this statement refers only to natural resources, assets as gold and treasures are not considered as an essential property.




    Therefore, the conqueror shall not rule those who fought on his side, those who do not oppose the conquest, or the children of those who lost. There is no right for conquerors to rule over all, even though many of them had done so. In fact, they do not have this right only because they were conquerors, the consent of those who had been conquered is the most important requisite to become a legitimate power.




    If consent has been forced, there is no agreement made by people, they cannot be subjugated to a command if it is only by force. That is, it is necessary for the conqueror tomake a social contract with the people, not only from the outside. People need to trust why they are giving power to the new ruler. Otherwise, if it is only forced, it is not legitimate.




    According to Locke (2003), a man has to powers when he is born, the first power is the freedom, which allows each one to decide what to have, and the second power is about property. This power allows the right to inherit from relatives, such as brothers, children, nephews.




    Locke (2003) writes about the first right, he states that a man should not be submitted to the government, even if it is already in force. Thus, a man can even deny to be placed under the jurisdiction. However, if he does so, he would choose to lose the rights that the government grants.




    About the second right, the descendants from those who lost the battle during the conquest and who did not accept the new social contract have the natural rights over their ancestors’ possessions, even if the this new government rules them by force. Because the conqueror never really owned all the conquered lands, since there was no consent, they had the absolute right to free themselves from usurpation and tyranny.




    The short of the case in conquest is this: the conqueror, if he have a just cause, has a despotical right over the persons of all that actually aided, and concurred in the war against him, and a right to make up his damage and cost out of their labour and estates, so he injure not the right of any other. (LOCKE, p. 186, 2003).




    Therefore, Locke (2003) defines what should be the duties and rights would be and what the limits to the ruler do not become a Tyrant.




    4 AEGON’S ACTS UNDER JOHN LOCKE’S PERSPECTIVES




    As reported before, Aegon’s conquest happened through battles and alliances which in turn resulted in the union of two six kingdoms of Westeros. the North belonged to the lords of Winterfell, the River Lands had the Tully from Riverrun as their overlords, The Reach was owned by the Tyrell from Highgarden, the Western Lands were with the wealthy Lannisters from Casterly Rock, the Vale belonged to the Arryn house of the Eyrie and the Baratheon Storm had Storm’s End.




    Only Dorne remained unconquered. Although Aegon was named king of the seven kingdoms, this kingdom had not joined by battles. Two centuries later, a peace treaty with the Targaryens made the union of the seven kingdoms.




    This part analyzes Aegon Targaryen and his sisters choices They all gave Orys Baratheon, his hand and first ally at the great war, huge honors, as well as the Lands of the Storm and the Storm’s End fortress.




    They that fought on his side cannot suffer by the conquest, but must at least be as much freeman as they were before. And most commonly they serve upon terms, and on conditions to share with their leader (...). (LOCKE, p. 179, 2003).




    Thus, as stated by Locke (2003), the conquerors’ allies must share their conquests with them, since they shared the battlefield and fought in favor of the conqueror’s interests. Nevertheless, Orys marries the storm’s heiress and assumed for himself and for his name the house’s standard and symbol, thus not leaving the heirs helpless.




    Like him, all those who bowed and allied to Aegon had rewards, an example are the Riverlands’ vassals who gradually joined Aegon against the tyrannical King Harren of the Hoare house. Aegon named the house Tully as Trident’s overlord because it was the first house to rebel and accept the Targaryens as kings and conquerors, sharing the domain of the Riverlands with those who supported him.




    It is worthy to mention that both the Garden and Hoare houses ended after The conquest’s battles, leaving no heirs, since the sons of the lords fought together with their parents and ended up losing their lives. Therefore, there was no heir left. That is the reason why Aegon shared the lands among his other allies.




    This is an essential part in Locke’s argument (2003), who analyses this point stating that a conqueror has no rights over the heirs, nor over their lives, nor over their lands. For him, It is clear that persecution on the heirs should not be possible.




    When the battles had ended, Aegon rebuilt a realm that was supported by those who swore him loyalty. During the conquest, the king sought acceptance in various ways by his new subjects, thus establishing new rules in addition to moving away from usurpation and Tyranny.




    Whenever therefore any number of men are so united into one society, as to quit every one his executive power of the law of nature, and to resign it to the public, there and there only is a political or civil society. And this is done, wherever any number of men, in the state of nature, enter into society to make one people, one body politic, under one supreme government; or else when any one joins himself to, and incorporates with any government already made (...) (LOCKE, p. 137-138, 2003).




    Initially, the Targaryen Dynasty introduced a new way to rule their conquered and allies, which were all the reigns of Westeros, They allowed the ones who kneeled before them to dispose of kingdoms and titles.




    The only way whereby any one divests himself of his natural liberty, and puts on the bonds of civil society, is by agreeing with other men to join and unite into a community, for their comfortable, safe, and peaceable living one amongst another, in a secure enjoyment of their properties, and a greater security against any that are not of it. (LOCKE, p. 141-142, 2003).




    Therefore, through the consent of each individual of that society, it can be seen as a whole body, as it was presented by Locke (2003). Thus, the community moves in a single direction, having a single objective, flowing according to the will of the majority and through the consent of all. It works as a social contract.




    The threat used by the Targaryens during the conquest is evident here, impelling those who did not agree with their domination to bow down forcefully to the king. Among them was King Torrhen Stark, who knelt and made a promise to serve the king seeing that fighting would be of no avail. In fact, it would result in several deaths of northerners in vain.




    It remains only to be considered, whether promises extorted by force, without right, can be thought consent, and how far they bind. To which I shall say, they bind not at all (…) (LOCKE, p. 184, 2003).




    This makes it possible to question how far there was a real loyalty among the ones who felt obligated, that means, they acted without their consent. This fact, in turn, may imply a separatist request for those whose rights had been harmed and their consent was hurt. As Locke (2003) states, those who did not consent may turn back against those who uttered the threats.




    In contrast, the alliance made by the Arryns in the Vale did not happen only because of threats, but because both queens exchanged courtesies between them and talked often to each other.




    Martin, García and Antonson (2014) state that no threats were spoken, no angry words exchanged. The two queens smiled at one another and exchanged courtesies instead. Then Lady Sharra sent for the three crowns (her own regent’s coronet, her son’s small crown, and the Falcon Crown of Mountain and Vale that the Arryn kings had worn for a thousand years), and surrendered them to Queen Visenya, along with the swords of her garrison.




    Martin, García and Antonson (2014) present in their fictional literature numerous points that are consistent with what Locke (2003) states. They use the idea of conqueror to creator of a social base. However, as in a real society, there are several differences from the theory, showing us how everything cannot be presented simply and unilaterally.




    5 ROBERT BARATHEON’S DUALITY, USURPER OR RESISTANCE




    Usurpation can be considered a kind of internal conquest, and external conquest can come to be considered a foreign usurpation of a previous society (LOCKE, 2003).




    As conquest may be called a foreign usurpation, so usurpation is a kind of domestic conquest; with this difference, that an usurper can never have right on his side, it being no usurpation but where one is got into the possession of what another has right to. This, so far as it is usurpation, is a change only of persons, but not of the forms and rules of the government: for if the usurper extend his power beyond what of right belonged to the lawful princes or governors of the commonwealth, it is tyranny added to usurpation (LOCKE, p. 187, 2003).




    In the World of Ice and Fire created by George R. R. Martin, the war that dethroned the Targaryen dynasty from power became known as Robert’s Rebellion or the Usurper War.




    Within the book series, some characters see King Robert Baratheon an usurper of the King Aerys II throne, the Mad King. In addition, he killed all the descendants and future heirs of Westeros’ realm. This view of the facts is portrayed by Daenerys, one of the heirs who fled from her home to protect herself from Robert’s advances.




    Her brother Rhaegar battling the Usurper in the bloody waters of the Trident and dying for the woman he loved. The sack of King’s Landing by the ones Viserys called the Usurper’s dogs, the lords Lannister and Stark. Princess Elia of Dome pleading for mercy as Rhaegar’s heir was ripped from her breast and murdered before her eyes. (MARTIN, p. 25, 2012).




    The Targaryen Reign had been consolidated since the conquest of Aegon I, in which the first king of Westeros was crowned. His succession was passed from father to son successively. The last of his kings, Aerys II, already had the crown prince, Rhaegar, who was extremely popular with the people of Westeros, he was loved by all and hailed as the next king. He had married Elia Martell and had two children with her, Rhaenys and Aegon Targaryen.




    During the Harrenhal tournament, Prince Rhaegar ended up winning the jousting and proving to be a great tournament champion. Then, he could give the crown with winter flowers to the woman he considered the most beautiful of all. People expected him to deliver the crown to his wife, Elia. However, in opposition to all expectations he handed the crown to Lyanna Stark, Robert’s betrothed, naming her as the queen of love and beauty, which led people to receive such an act as an affront.




    Consequently, Lyanna Stark was kidnapped and then Robert Baratheon made his rebellion. In addition, the Lord of the North’s and his son and heir Brandon Stark’s deaths occurred.




    It is worth highlighting some points that may lead to understand whether Robert Baratheon is indeed a conqueror, or a usurper.




    First, Robert Baratheon, descendant of Orys Baratheon, when he took his place as Lord of Storm’s End, adhered to that society’s rules, consenting to submit to the Targaryen reign. As a free man according to Locke (2003), he can refuse to follow the reign. However, he would lose all his assets and titles that came from the social contract.




    (…) A man is naturally free from subjection to any government, though he be born in a place under its jurisdiction; but if he disclaim the lawful government of the country he was born in, he must also quit the right that belonged to him by the laws of it, and the possessions there descending to him from his ancestors, if it were a government made by their consent. (LOCKE, p. 185, 2003).




    This passage has great value and is worth mentioning, since Orys Baratheon the First Storm Lord fought alongside Aegon during the conquest, subsequently giving consent for the Targaryen Dynasty to have power before Westeros.




    It is worth highlighting the persecution that Robert did to the throne heirs, concerning the murder of Rhaegar’s children and the persecution on his siblings, Viserys and Daenerys. The two siblings left Dragonstone, the House Targaryen address before the conquest, and went to Essos in search of protection. Because after the death of the Crown Prince, Robert decreed that Targaryen offspring should be killed.




    I say, this concerns not their children who are in their minority: for since a father hath not, in himself, a power over the life or liberty of his child, no act of his can possibly forfeit it. So that the children, whatever may have happened to the fathers, are freemen (...). (LOCKE, p. 184, 2003).




    Even though Robert won battles against Rhaegar and Aerys II, persecuting their children and descendants was not a legitimate action, just as it was only fair for the children to preserve part of their shares that were inherited after their parents’ death.




    This is why political communities that have a defined form of government conceptualize how successors in power will be chosen, as well as the way in which power is distributed.




    Whoever gets into the exercise of any part of the power, by other ways than what the laws of the community have prescribed, hath no right to be obeyed, though the form of the commonwealth be still preserved; since he is not the person the laws have appointed, and consequently not the person the people have consented to. (LOCKE, p. 188, 2003).




    That means, when someone usurps the power that first would not be his, it goes against the laws and the will of those who formed society. Robert goes against the Dynasty, which had the power since the conquest over Westeros and the consent of those who knelt before Aegon, as well as those who joined the kingdom years later, as in the case of Dorne.




    Nevertheless, it is worth mentioning an apparently tyrannical behavior shown by King Aerys II in his reign, demonstrated by the sharp increase in taxes and the madness that plagued him.




    As usurpation is the exercise of power, which another hath a right to, so tyranny is the exercise of power beyond right, which nobody can have a right to. (LOCKE, p. 188, 2003).




    According to Locke (2003), it is allowed to go against the king when he uses more power than he was given, breaking the social contract. Even so, for those who use force it is necessary that they are no longer protected by the law. Moreover, for a revolt is legitimate it is necessary that tyranny focuses over the whole society, not just a small group.




    It is interesting to analyze the duality presented by George Martin in his characters, Robert’s rebellion itself was legitimate, where King Aerys II, the Mad King, was in power tyrannically. However, Robert’s persecution over the heirs, when they were still underage and with their subsequent murder, ended up making his actions disproportionate and illegitimate.




    6 CONCLUSION




    Aegon during his conquest took several attitudes from the most just to the most sordid. In the whole of George Martin’s work it is possible to perceive the similarity with human History, where there are no clear definitions of good or evil, in fact each situation can be understood from both sides, both in the form of salvation, as well as a terrible catastrophe.




    The story of the conquest of Westeros and Robert’s rebellion could not be different. One can observe both acts of bravery and heroism, as well as sordid and disapproved traits.




    Aegon led his brave warriors in search of victory and the union of the seven kingdoms of Westeros in a single kingdom. He would like to be declared the first of his name and protector of the seven kingdoms. However, not everyone knelt before his decision and agreed with his ideas.




    The Northern King, for example, only bent his knees before the Targaryen king thanks to the threats he suffered, and knowing it would be an already lost fight. Because the Targaryen army had newly adhered allies and three dragons, which would lead to the death of northerners in vain. Thus, as not to lose the lives of his men, he chose to agree with the will of the conqueror Targaryen. It is worth mentioning that the king in the north remained with his lands and had the title of protector of the North and Lord of Winterfell maintained, which would be passed on to the Stark house heirs.




    Therefore, this work concludes that both wars have points of duplicity and inconsistency, and may lose their actions legitimacy considering certain points. For example, The House Stark, which did not really accept the social contract, being obliged to do so. As well as these attitudes can lead to what Locke (2003) says is the path of the monarchy to tyranny, and with it a power that had not been legitimized before, surpassing the trust of those who take part in society.
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