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Plato
Justice in the state
September-18-12
1:09 PM
Last Class
1. Structure of ideal state
1. Who should rule
1. The noble lie used to implement the ideal
1. How rulers live and why
1. Objections
0. Rulers are unhappy
0. Ideal city is vulnerable to wealthy cities
0. Rulers have too many instructions to follow
 
Three parts to the city
Rulers
Auxiliaries
Class folk
 Rulers primary job is to preserve education system - provides means to objectively place people where they best fit.
Virtues of the city
· Wisdom - Rulers
· Decisions about how best to peruse the best for the state
· Courage - Guardians
· Preservation of the ideal in the face of pain, threats, ext.
· Able to do so because there is a class dedicated to it
· Self-Discipline/Temperance/Moderation - Class Folk - Harmony between classes
· Citizens agree to be ruled by rulers
· Better part of the city rules the rest
· Must have harmony between parts
· Justice - Everyone
· Each individual does what they do best
· Principle of division of labour
· Everyone gets what they need to fulfil themselves
· Makes all the other virtues possible
· Wisdom - rulers wouldn’t be the best suited people
· Courage - Wrong people in place
· Harmony - people won't want poor rulers to rule
 
 
Self-Discipline - people allow the better part of themselves to discipline the rest.


Justice of the soul
September-20-12
11:44 AM
Like the state, has 3 components and the same virtues.
 
Nothing can do opposite things, or be in opposite states.
In the same part of itself 
at the same time 
in relation to the same object.
 
Three parts to the soul - Align with three parts of city
Reason - Wisdom, knows truth and good
Spirit - Courage, employs the reason, -knows when and how to fight/defend to protect the self
Desire - Self Discipline, creates harmony
Justice when all parts work together
Reason rules over spirit and desire with the consent of all parts
In the ideal soul, when reason says desire is unreasonable, desire doesn't rebel
 
Desire vs. Spirit - thirsty but refuse to drink
Spirited vs. Desire - 
Reason vs. Spirit - in children, spirit is present without reason
 
Reason can condemn spirit, irrational anger
· Spirit wants to be angry, reason knows shouldn't be
Theory of Forms
September-25-12
1:04 PM
Cave people
When freed: pain - can't see - take the shadow for the real world, they see it better
Eventually when adjusted they feel liberated
If brought back, he wouldn't be as good at seeing shadows, may be deemed inferior
Journey out of the cave is from the sensible realm to the intelligible realm.
Need to turn away from illusion to truth.
 
	Lovers of wisdom - philosophers
	Lovers of spectacles - practical folk/ordinary

	Knowledge/wisdom of all sorts
	Particular knowledge

	Forms themselves ex. Beauty
	Things that instantiate the forms ex. beautiful things

	Sees true knowledge of what really is
	Opinion of what is/is not

	Seeks knowledge of that is timeless, eternal, unchanging
	Unchanging/Uncertain depends on circumstances 

	Knows by dialectic
	Knowing by the senses


 
Aristotle 
Virtue
September-27-12
11:48 AM
Virtue - Nature of virtue is a mean or average between two extremes. Don't want too much or not enough.
Angry, but not too angry or not angry enough.
 
Means and Ends
Work -> $ -> Trip
Ends are things we want, means is what we do to get there.
Things are means as well as ends. Ex. Go on the trip -> Ends -> Ends…
Happiness is the ultimate end. Human fulfillment. Characteristic of an entire way of living.
Ultimate good:
1. Good in itself
1. Pursued for its own sake
1. Always choice-worthy
1. Self-sufficient -> A life that has it lacks for nothing
A life well lived must be fulfilling its highest capacity.
Happiness in this sense ≠ Desire ≠ Pleasure.
Happiness = Fulfillment of human potential.
Flute Player ---Virtues---> End
Flute Player <----Vices-----End
 
Emotions: Pride, envy, anger, pity, fear, ambition
Faculties: Capacity to experience emotion
Moral States or Virtues: Dispositions/Tendencies

Happiness is the ultimate end.
Fulfilling human capacities.
Enhances happiness = virtue, Impedes happiness = vice
Education exists to fulfil human capacities -> happiness. Cheating is a vice because it impedes education thereby impeding happiness.
Humans are unique in ability to deliberate rationally about ends and means.
· Doing so is excelling at the craft of living
Virtues contributes to ends.
 
Moral States = disposition character trait/habit
Ex. Being charitable in all the appropriate situations. Vs. Giving to charity once.
 


Machiavelli
He says the ends justifies the means.
Human beings are terrible.
Prince
Virtue leads to ruin therefore virtue is vice.
Good for people to think the prince is virtuous.
Good princes ensure order, stability, and control of the state.
 
Pretty much writing a handbook on how to rule

Looks into history to base his philosophy.
Looks at what princes worked and what didn't in the past. That will be useful.
Too big of a gap between how we should live and how we aught to live.
Ruler has to be a hypocrite. Ruling over hypocrites. Can't be virtuous all the time.
 
Is his handbook advice to maximize rulers welfare or to have a successful state?
1. Ruler's welfare
0. Obligation is self interest
1. Having a stable state.
0. Obligation to the state
 
Generosity vs Miser
As a result of stinginess will have more money to defend the state.
Reputation of being a miser is not going to lose you a state
 
Loved vs Feared
Best to be both but when that is not possible fear is better.
When self-interest is pitted against love people will chose self-interest.
Fear aligns the two.
Want to be both the fox and the lion.
Fox is smart lion is ferocious.
 
Honest vs dishonest
Great prince cares little for keeping promises.
Want reputation of being honest without always honoring it. 
Shouldn’t keep word when it’s not to your advantage.
 




Descartes
Knowledge
October-09-12
1:13 PM
Like a building
 
[bookmark: _GoBack]    Beliefs
        ↑
Foundations
 
If the foundations are false the beliefs can't be true. Need to rebuild foundations before forming new beliefs. Can't re-establish beliefs without re-establishing foundations.
When rebuilding foundation, need to have certainty. Where no error is possible.
Beliefs can then be established based on this foundation.
How is this possible?
 
Principle 1: Trust the senses above all else!
Objection: senses have deceived me. -> Illusions, Hallucinations, ext.
Principle 1b: Trust you senses under the right conditions!
Objection: Can't always tell. I've been fooled by dreams in the past.
 
Ordinary Life…..doubt…..Reality
 
The doubt is very deep, can't be settled. Ordinarily no doubt there.
 
Principle 2: trust "simpler" and "universal" things are known even if dreaming. 
Ex. 3 sides = triangle.  2+3=5

Second meditation
What comes first in our order of knowledge?
I think therefore I am.
Know that I exist even if I am deceived by my surroundings.
Take the things most commonly known. Ex. A piece of wax. 
Know it has a taste, touch smell, sound, texture, sights(colour, shape, ext.)
When brought to a heat source, the wax is the same in a different shape, sensory qualities are different so should be a different object. We know it’s the same object, but not because of senses.
What do we know that’s unchanged?:
Extended in space
Flexible
Changeable
This is all I know of the wax.
Infinite many possible qualities. I cant picture all the possibilities
What I know can't come from mental image either. 
The knowledge that we get from objects is independent of their sensory qualities. The knowledge grasped with the mind is the most certain of all.
Contents of our mind are more certain than contents of our world.
If there's thoughts that are reflecting there must be an "I" that exists. 
 
There is part of you doing reflecting, and the object of reflection. The "I" doing the reflecting is separate from the "I" being reflected on.
 
Cogito is certain because it is a clear + distinct idea.
 
So the basic principle is: all things that I perceive clearly and distinctly are true!
The ideas can't be false. Ex. Mental pictures, feelings, ext.
What is not so clear is the world beyond ideas. Experiences can't necessarily represent the 'real' world.
We use the perception of a hand as evidence that there may actually be a hand outside me. 
Source of errors is the judgement of ideas as 'real' things.
 
When moving out of the idea world there are two things what we rely on:
1. Natural inclination - leads us astray so is not infallible.
1. Ideas resist our will - 
Cant will the table away.
Just because it resists my will doesn’t mean it exists outside of me.
Ex. Song stuck in my head, addiction, cant sleep, ext.
 
Third meditation
1. All ideas are mental states
1. But they differ in content
1. If they are ideas with properties that I can't be the cause of then one of two things is the case:
0. They have no cause
0. Their cause is other then me
1. These ideas must have some cause - from nothing you get nothing
1. So the causes of ideas with these properties has to be something other than me.
 
If I have an idea of a god, it can't come from me but also can't have no cause.
 If it has a cause, it must be created by something at least equal to it.
 I'm no perfect, I can't think of something perfect. 
1. I have an idea of god - omnipotent, omniscient, omnipresent, good, creator of everything
1. There must be as much formal reality in the cause of that idea as there is objective reality in the idea itself
Shadow of a tree    vs.    Real tree
Formal reality - less real than the tree
Objective reality - less real than the tree
 
Sherlock Holmes   vs.   Marie Curie
Objective reality - Same
Formal Reality - S.H. is less real
 
God is the most objectively real. His existence depends on nothing.
1. I am finite, not perfect, omnipotent, ext. so I'm not the cause of my God idea.
0. So, something other than me is omnip, omnis, infinite, ext.
0. So, god exists.
Locke
Reading from John Locke: Origins, State of Nature
· Proved that there is a god last time 
· There are powers that the monarchs have over their subjects, economic power like Donald Trump, hence we are looking at the question: How does power get established?  What is the source of it?
· Historical context where Locke is writing: takes points from Filmer’s view: Political power: patriarchal power
· Hence Filmer’s view goes like this: God is the father
                                                                 ∨
    Adam
        ∨
Eve and kids---Power transfers to the eldest son=King 
· Locke thinks that Filmer’s perspective has got to go. 
· Locke thinks that there are foundations to political authority.  He wants to however separate the different kinds of power.  Filmer runs all the different kinds of power into one, and Locke is differently, separating them all out.
· Hence, the teacher to student relation, the father to the son relation are two different power relations. 
· So Locke is specifically interested in the origins of political power. 
· Exclusion Crisis: They didn’t want James to get into power because he was not catholic.  Locke explains that it’s not unnatural to overthrow someone’s political power sometimes, hence James.
· Political power: the right of passing laws
· Locke: we can find the origins of political power in the state of nature 
· State of Nature: 
1. Perfect freedom- perfectly free to do what I want within the laws of nature. No one can tell us what to do.  I’m not subject to anyone else’s commands.  
1. Perfect equality- equal power, not that we are in a state with no political power but that we are in a state with equal political power. We are of the same species so we are thus of the same rank. We are all the same species, hence we all have roughly the same capacities and faculties and so we should be treated the same, unless God intended that there should be by nature some people who are subjected to more power over others, which there isn’t.  Hence, the state of perfect equality
Rank for Locke:
GOD-- Human Beings (Universal capacities and faculties, ONE species)- Beasts   
1. But it is not licence, hence we cannot break the laws of nature, hence the laws of physics. He refers to those natural laws as the laws that God laid down. We cannot break the laws that God laid out but we are free in the sense that we do not have to listen to what others tell us to do necessarily.  God’s laws are also the idea of perfect freedom and equality
· Locke thinks that the mind is a blank slate but that we have this common understanding of the state of nature 
· We, the human race, enforce the rights. We all have the same power and obligation to punish those who break God’s laws.  We enforce the laws as a human race. The execution of the laws of nature is put in man’s hands.
· Everyone is obliged to enforce these laws, and hence a duty to punish those who break these laws.   
· God=Legislator
· In the state of nature: judiciary (judge), executive (police)- these roles are fulfilled by every human being because we all have the right to fulfill this role
· Yes there will be inconveniences with this equality, but it is better to have this system than to have a system where this is one person ruling at the top.  So there is no person ruling who is impartial and perhaps not fair.  
· If you’re criminal, you are considered a beast and you ceased to have the rights of equality and freedom from God because you have broken God’s law(s). You are disqualified as being regarded as a human being, and therefore aren’t treated as one anymore. You’re on the lowest rank for Locke.   

1. God given us the world in common!!
1. God gives us reason to use nature for survival/comfort
1. Must be some way of coming to own things! Ex. Private property!
 
Common stuff + my labour = my stuff
 
Everyone has property in oneself + in ones labour
 
Leave as much/ as good for others to have
No waste, no spoilage
 
Prior to money:
SN = peace, good will
 
Post money:
SW = state of war
Can begin to amass wealth because there in no spoilage.
 
Before land was owned, everything was common. 1000 apples
After land is owned, 10000 apples, people who only have themselves must sell their labour.
All is just because people are working, still as god intended.
With difference in wealth comes temptation to steal.
Loss prevention is up to everyone. Stealing is a crime against humanity.
People will still have conflicts so we set up a civil authority.
People transfer their right to exercise gods law.
Agreed upon by everyone. Self-gov't.
Legislature - judges - police ext.
If authority is unjust everyone has the right to overthrow.
 
Property rights are fundamental, in place before gov't
Labouring turns common stuff into private stuff. 
Its fair to give away your fortune.
 
Everyone has the opportunity to get rich.
 
This is god's rules.
Why some are richer than others
1. Some work more
1. Some are more productive/better skilled
1. Some skills are more in demand than others + draw different earnings as a result
1. Some take big risks and win/lose, some take few/no risks
1. Some make smarter decisions than others





Marx
Criticize Locke
November-15-12
12:13 PM
Says there is a structural flaw. Not everyone can be rich.
 
	Mary
	A

	Bob
	B

	Frank
	B

	Jane
	C


With Locke it's possible for everyone to get an A. Everyone get what they get regardless of what others do.
Marx says there is a curve system. If bob writes an A paper it has to be better than Mary's otherwise he will get a B.
It is set out that there will be an A, two B, and a C.
 
Capitalism has this structure built in. It depends on there being people at the top and bottom.
Must have people filling all social rolls.
 
Slave Economy
Land owners = control means of production
Slaves = direct labours
Total production by slaves - socially necessary labour = surplus labour
 
· Labour process
· Direct labourers
· Socially necessary labour
· Surplus labour
· Class - exploitation
 
Not by god, contrary to Locke
Why inequality arises in capitalism
Marx: exploitation
And
Unequal class structure causes
Differences in:
· Skills
· Smarts
· Risk taking
· Entrepreneurial ability
· Ext. 
 
Difference in people are both a cause and effect of the class structure. Poor because parents are poor, no option to save/invest.
 
Exploitation: occurs when there is surplus that is controlled by the capitalist.
Ex.
· 12 hour workday
· SNLT = 6 hours ($3) the bundle of goods the labourer needs to come back the next day
· 10kg cotton + 6h labour = 10kg yarn
· Measures goods in amount of labour to produce
· Raw materials + deprecation of spindle = 24h work = $12 in the raw material.
· 24h/$12 + 6h/$3 = 10kg yarn/30h/$15
· Cost the capitalist $15 to get $15 worth of yarn.
· Where do we get profit?
· Pay the labourer 6 hours worth of labour ($3) for 12 hours of labour.
· Labourer creates the surplus that that capitalist gets. - Exploitation 
 
 
Marx argues that Locke's system is too simple. Everyone doesn't have equal opportunity to succeed. If someone is a better entrepreneur because they work harder, fair to be rich. If they are good because of class/innate gift/ext. then its not fair that they have more. 

Sartre
What makes a decision/standpoint good or bad or evil.
Other philosophers have something that defines what is good.
Sartre doesn’t think there is a supreme being.
 
Existence Precedes Essence
Our starting point is subjectivity
 
Paper cutter - made by an artisan, conceives its purpose; function; design. -- essence of it.
^inspiration comes from a concept
In the case of the paper cutter the essence precedes existence.
If we believe in god then the essence of the world also precedes existence.
 
No god so existence precedes essence.
 
In choosing for myself I help determine what is good for everyone.
Impossible to choose evil. If we chose it we deem it valuable.
By choosing something I am bringing the essence of it into the world.
 
If I want to marry/have children, I am involving all of humanity in the idea of monogamy.
When choosing for myself, I am choosing for everyone 
 
Human condition
Anguish
Forlornness
Condemned to be free
Despair 
 
Any voices that guide me I must choose if it is good. No proof that an angel has told me and not a demon.
 
 
I define myself. Saying "shy by nature" is an excuse.
Must define myself, and thereby all of humanity
 
Nothing to appeal to. Up to us to figure out what we should do.
1. Anguish
0. No guidance in making choices
0. Prior to grounds of decision comes the decision to decide those grounds
1. Forlornness
0. That god doesn’t exist
0. Nothing to determine our principles
0. Distress; no basis to find the meaning of life
0. There is nothing to legitimize our decisions
 
 
Existentialism 
December-04-12
1:04 PM
God doesn't exist.
 
Choice of inaction.
Most optimistic philosophy
Nothing is closed.
 
Without commandments, or a story of if I do this, this will happen. Everyone does whatever they want.
 

