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Locke
Background Information
· Locke is widely regarded as the founder of liberal political theory
· Considered one of the first empiricists however his theory is widely dependent on rationalist principles
· Note for contrast/compare: state of nature, view of property	
Religion
· We all need to have some religion or belief in higher authority
· Thought it was irrational not to believe in God
· Hereditary right to rule is not linked to any type of divinity
· The kings of England and France do not have the power to rule from the will of God
State of Nature
· For Locke, the state of nature is a state of inconvenience, not anarchy, isn’t horrific
· It is a state of freedom, it is not poor, brutish nor violent, it is a beautiful place
· In the state of nature we are not yet political, no one has the right to enact laws and rule
· We do not have authority over others
Natural Rights in the State of Nature
· We have natural inalienable rights that are derived from God and granted to every human
· Life, liberty, private property
· We can all recognize our natural rights, but lack an impartial judge to help us solve disagreements about their actualization
Property and Labor
· Our right to property is inalienable and exists both in civil society and in the state of nature
· Important: before anything, we own ourselves and our labor
· Right to property is natural
· If you put your labor into something that no one owns that make it yours
· Therefore ownership is gained through labor
· Value of object is determined by the amount of labor put into it
· The idea of a field:
· Has no value if it is left to sit there
· By doing stuff to this field, plowing, planting crops, its value increases
· Locke asserts we should only claim things insofar as we do not commit ‘spoilage’ or excessive ownership
· Whether ownership is excessive or not can be distinguished using reason –which all people possess innately
· There should be enough resources for everyone to live- you cannot own all the resources and infringe on people’s inalienable right to life
Social Contract
· We grant governments control, they need our permission to establish authority
· We give them our authority hence limit our freedom, and in return they must protect our natural rights
· Therefore the purpose of civil societies/governments is to defend our natural rights
· If government is not successful in upholding everyone’s natural rights (property, life, liberty) we have the right to overthrow it 
· Locke asserts that authority should not be absolute
· Hobbes’ sovereign (Leviathan) could and should never exist
· Democracy is a better alternative
Slavery
· One can never be a slave because all people have natural liberties granted by God that cannot be taken away, they are innate and everlasting
· People that see themselves as slaves are not actually slaves
· They cannot be slaves 
· However, it is possible to enter a metaphysical mental state that makes one falsely see oneself as a slave
Hume
Background Information
· Inherits the Lockean tradition but takes it in a different direction
· Empiricist in the Lockean sense but modest about the power of reason
Opinions on Reason
· His depiction of reason as fallible is central to his whole philosophy and carries over to every aspect of it
· Reason is extraordinarily limited, reason is forever a slave of the passions
· At best, reason can tell us how we can get what we desire
· It doesn’t tell us what we desire
· Doesn’t tell us what we ought to desire 
· It is modest and instrumental
· Instrumental because reason could spur passions as means of motivations, but it cannot be the grounds on which morality is built
· Problem: We cannot derive what ought from what is
· Solution: worry about what is
· Reason cannot tell us what ought, we have to explain how conventions occur (what is)
Passions
· Opposing Hobbes and somewhat opposing Locke, passions are not found in deep profound instability or war
· They are not bad or good, they simply are
· We have passions of lust which explain power-hunger, natural affection which explains generosity (although it is limited)
· The artifice of justice originated in convention is used to regulate our passions through government
Role of Government
· Government is made to help solve the problem of the passions- meant to aid in their regulation, 
· Locke touches on this idea
· Government solves failures of reason
· Failure doesn’t come from anything distorting or limiting our reason
· Our reason itself is limited
· Hobbes: governments= security, Locke: governments= protections of rights
· Hume: Governments = solve the failures of rationality
· Our own judgment is not effective therefore we need governments
· They correct our inabilities and things we mismanage
· Group coordination is the way we solve problems
· This is a very hopeful view of governments
· Solves things which we cannot achieve or understand individually
· Turn around the limitations of reason, 
· Hume transforms skepticism into the promise of government, and that promise is rooted in the artifice that is the convention of justice 
· Justice is an artifice and formed conventions are used to reconcile our reason’s shortcomings
On Morality
· Reason cannot tell us what is true or false: moral statements do not do this either
· Saying murder is wrong is a mode of expression but is not rational
· Moral statements cannot be truth-evaluative
· We cannot determine what ought to be the case (moral standard, virtuous behaviour)
· We can only say what is (observable behaviour)
Justice
· Justice is an artificial virtue, created by convention
· Justice gives us our ideas about ownership and alienation, tells us what we can do with our property when we own it
· Property is therefore conventional, created and constructed, not innate
· This view is comparable to Rousseau and opposes Locke
Epistemology
· Analytic knowledge derives from experience
· Reason is limited; can’t give us knowledge of cause and effect relationships
· Our knowledge about the world is developed through the habitual observation of phenomena: Every day you experience (visually) the sun rising and setting
· But the assurance and certainty one has regarding this habitual phenomenon is not the same as the certainty one can have regarding  logic and mathematics
· This notion is grounded in Hume’s modest appraisal of reason
Human Action: Cause and Effect
· Human actions are the result of chance and spontaneity
· Result of necessary causal change innate in the world, so if we look deep enough, we can find the cause of our actions
· The causes of our actions aren’t apparent because they are not willed by reason
· Passions? But why these passions and not others?
·  We must look to the world and see the chain of cause and effect
· It is on this reasoning that Kant identifies as an awakening from his dogmatic slumber
Burke
Background Information
· He is not a theorist in the way everyone else is in the course
· Uses historical examples to build framework for his ideas, doesn’t use the same methodology as the rest of the philosophers
· Provided the infrastructure for both the liberal and conservative traditions
· Essentially liberal, but provides the philosophical architecture for conservatism/traditionalism
· Conservative duet to his skeptical view of reason and grand rational conceits
· At his time, Burke was considered a radical, so much so that he left his seat in parliament
· He embodies a tension in which he upholds conservative traditional values while supporting liberal individualism
· Most noteworthy contributions
· Significance of tradition
· Role of Representatives
Social Contract
· Our social contract isn’t just between us and our governments
· We have an obligation to our past and our future
· Our actions must take into account those that are living, dead, and yet to be born
Nobility
· The symbolism and pomp and circumstance of tradition is embodied and upheld by the nobility, which has profound importance
· Given the modesty of reason and our reason’s limited ability to understand the world around us, tradition through the nobility provides the support necessary and the infrastructure essential to create a stable governmental system
· Burke asserts that freedom that is grounded in tradition, wisdom through history
· We find ourselves as members of a community, as we belong to a system which contains static social hierarchies and that’s okay
History, Nature, Wisdom
· Skeptical of the power of reason, thinks history is the wisdom accumulated through the ages, and should be heeded
· Not always, for sometimes tradition is wrong and shouldn’t be followed
· But should normally be merited
· People should construct institutions and governments according to the ways of life which derive from the natural flow of history and tradition
· Nature is wisdom without reflection
· There is a hierarch in nature, and we should emulate that system
· Affirm the natural order
· Tradition has wisdom, wisdom no one could possibly hope to derive, discern, or to understand
Change
· Incremental change should be implemented as a mechanism for reform
· Social contracts shouldn’t be broken 
· Burke isn’t opposed to all change, but we should look to history to determine  the approach we should take when implementing change 
· Regardless, change should always be implemented slowly
· When making changes, do not only think about what is best right now, but think about the past and the future (social contract)
Democracy
· Sees problems in democracy
· People aren’t intelligent enough to rule in a democracy
· Everyone voting makes no sense- the masses aren’t necessarily educated
· Most individuals think in terms of their passions, very short term. 
· They do not take into considerations the future and the past, the lessons learned from history and the full implications of the actions to the next generations
Ideal Regime
· A hybrid of monarchy and democracy
· Would avoid both the tyranny of a monarch through the crown’s regulation by parliament
· Prevent mob-rule through its dependence on the monarch and an aristocratic class
· How much can an elite ruling class care for minorities?
· Not that much, but better than the masses
· As long as there is an aristocratic class that allows for human progress and reform, everyone will be better off
· Trickle down politics
On the French Revolution
· Burke did not approve of the French revolution
· It was as a violent, unnecessary revolution that was the result of bad temper and momentary frustrations, could have been solved peacefully
· Chivalry, manners, and tradition were widespread in France before the revolution
· After it there were certain features which didn’t change, and for Burke this is what is good in French society
· Burke was no enemy of liberty, governments are supposed to help maintain individual liberty
· Was in agreement with Hume that governments and institutions should assert conventions which are proven solutions to problems 
· These conventions are discovered throughout history
· Reason is so fragile, when reason oversteps its abilities, when it tries to guide us, it fails not just dramatically but horrifically
· For example, the terror of Robespierre following the French Revolution
Elected Representatives
· Parliament is a deliberative assembly of one nation, with one interest, that of the whole, the general good
· When one elects a representative, their job isn’t to represent their voters specifically, but to represent the whole nation, and in some cases, what is in the national interest isn’t in agreement with their constituent’s personal interest
· Not a representative of Bristol, but a representative of parliament, of England
· Representatives shouldn’t be controlled by interest groups and particular wants/needs
· Representatives should be isolated and motivated, aim to achieve the good of all
· This idea concedes the notion of the General Will found in Rousseau
Wollstonecraft
Background Information
· Wollstonecraft’s work is filled with criticisms and refutations of previous philosophers
· Most prominently against Burke, Locke, Rousseau
· She is a contemporary of Burke and Rousseau
· Affirms the enlightenment
· Importance of equality as well as liberty
· Her letter was written around the same time Thomas Paine’s “Right of Man” was released
· Her strategy is repetition, muddled argument but stresses reason and virtue
Critique of Locke
· Does not believe in his natural rights
· Everything derives from reason, nothing is innate except for equality which is grounded in our biology
Critique of Burke
· Sees him as a gentleman of wealth and power whose writing seeks only to justify his position in society and secure the existence of an elite class (excuse Marxist terminology) 
· Burke’s slavish devotion to tradition masks privilege
· She disputes the historical approach of Burke and his romanticizing of it
· History shows the vice, not the virtue
· We need to have some notion of virtue when we examine history
· This way we can know what lessons we want to keep and what we wish to dismiss 
· Otherwise we would be lost 
· Directly opposes Burke (and Hume) by claiming that reason is the most powerful tool at our disposal and it, not history, shows us the way to good society
Critique of Rousseau
· Opposes his noble savage
· Natural pity of Rousseau is not true since his writing perpetuates a system of male-dominance
· Writers like Rousseau try to appear pitiful to the female population but they in fact want to uphold the patriarchal system to maintain their power
Reason and Happiness
· Genuine happiness is grounded in reason
· Happiness comes from virtue which is inextricable from reason, and emanates from acting virtuously (similar to Aristotle?)
Reason and Gender
· Men and women are both equal by nature, our inherited conventions create distinctions
· In our male-dominated society, women have been taught not to use the power of reason, thus they are reduced to their sexuality
· Sexuality destroys their human character as the qualities of women become overpowered by their sex
· Ignorance by both males and females regarding this is not an excuse  for Wollstonecraft
· We all have the ability to reason, we know this patriarchal sexist society exists, and as consequence it cannot be justified
· Her work is meant as a provocation to men, to shock and upset; she’s trying to ‘call men out’ and make them feel embarrassed for their actions
· To dispute her is to view women as tools used to please men, insinuating their inferiority and allowing their objectifying
Rousseau
Background Information
· Wrote at the same time as Hume
· Rousseau was a strange man, inspired by Hume and met with Hume once-
· Hume couldn’t quite deal with the strangeness of Rousseau
· Recall jumping in the lap story
· Rousseau inherited the work of Locke and Hobbes
· Gives us two important innovations
· State of Nature as an imagined anthropology
· The general will
· Rousseau foreshadows writing of Kant, Hagel, Marx, Nietzsche and some aspects of Darwinism 
State of Nature
· Part I of the Discourse attempts to establish what it would be like to live in the state of nature
· What is actually the human condition as dictated by nature and instinct
· Not societal influence and governmental corruption
· Hobbes and Locke are reading man as a product of civilization
· They tell us a story and start it in its ending
· Imagined historical narrative, begins with humans as prime-apes in trees, due to scarcity of resources they moved down to land, where they had all the resources they needed for generations
· Problems surfaced when society formed: Seen as the downfall of humanity
State of Nature: Noble Savage
· In his state of nature humans are benign, base,  instinctually-driven animals
· Basically good
· Have physical capacity for self-preservation,  reproduction, compassion, and  pity
· Have ‘soft hearts’
· Possess will, free choice, agency (spiritual)
· Have potential for self-improvement, the will for self-improvement  is central to  human agency
· In our natural state we are not rational beings, do not possess reason and so do not act on our will for self-improvement
State of Nature: Possession
· When humans came down from trees in their primal state, one of them tricked the others into believing he owns some of the land
· He started growing plants, food, which also became his
· This is the first moment of society
· Rousseau contrasts Locke: property is actually an artifice of civil society
· Not a natural right
· Created through social convention
State of Nature: Language and Inequality
· Slowly with the development of language, distinctions push us towards property, reason, society, and interdependence
· As we develop language we attribute words to meanings which signify differences
· We come to depend on one another because of these differences 
· Whether they are attributed to strength, humor, looks, speed, etc. 
· Distinctions become important, due to this process of development 
· Differences turn into inequalities
State of Nature: Agriculture
· In combination with language, agriculture drove humans from their state of nature to societies
· When you can grow your own food, and that food is recognized as yours, some people ‘have’ and others ‘have not’
· Distinctions become entrenched and inequality becomes transparent due to growing interdependence, those that do not have to rely on those that do have
· Mutual power over one another
· We lost freedom and agency
Civil Society: Freedom and Equality
· 2 types of inequalities surface when civil society forms
· Natural/physical
· Moral/political
· These two aren’t so much distinct as they are a story about how material physical differences become inequalities
·  These differences become inequalities in some kind of process. In part because we are “in chains” to customs/conventions.
· Thus, rights supervene on the social order
· There are still private interests but we accept that there is something like a general will or common good and we give up our right to authority for its sake 
· Although we lost our natural freedom, we can regain it through its transformation into political freedom
· Man is born free (state of nature) but everywhere he is in chain (society)
· We are born free, but are bound to inequalities through our socialization
· We can reconcile this through the implementation of a legitimate system of order
Politics
· Politics are a blatant corruption of our true freedom unless they reestablish the freedom we had in the state of nature
· That is the purpose of the social contract
· We should all be citizens, both subject and author of the law
General Will
· Politics can be grounded in knowledge, fundamental principles of right, public good
· The general will is something we all share, concerning things that truly unite us
· Peasants under the oak tree?
· Therefore forcing people to abide by the general will forces them to be free
· Not in natural but civic sense
· For Rousseau, this is the way we can recover the freedom we have lost in civilization
Fascist Interpretations
· The General Will is shaped by conventions of things that passed, things we have no control over
· We need an extraordinary person to unite people
· Someone with strong sentiments of the past who can help influence and mold citizens
· Fascist sentiments: Establishing a state-religion to unify
· This was actualized by Robespierre during the Great Terror, responsible for thousands of deaths for the sake of ‘correction’
Rousseau the Romantic
· Appealing to a distant past and what we can learn from it
· Thinks we have a pre-rational capacity for nobility
· Corrupting effects of civilization destroyed our noble nature
· Went from having true independence in nature to interdependence
Rousseau the Republican
· Fits into the idea of being born free but forever in chains 
· Social order is a sacred right: Challenges Locke’s assumptions of inalienable rights
· Rights are sacred, but not natural, formed from convention
· Rousseau believes the family is natural
· His ambition is to reconcile authority with freedom
· Wants the stability and order of the Hobbesian vision in combination with the liberties that animate Locke’s theory
Kant
Background Information
· Kant read Hume, and was a rough contemporary with Rousseau (didn’t agree with him)
· No modern philosopher Kant inherited examines the origins of moral obligation
· Kant is the first philosopher to wrestle with these problems seriously since the classical period of Plato and Aristotle
· Hume did so skeptically and abandoned his search on the grounds of  reason’s limits
· Kant’s inquiry is based on the presupposition that knowledge should not be tautological nor learned from the world via empiricism
· Kant believes morality is grounded in ‘good will’
Reason
· Kant’s views on reason provide the infrastructure on which his entire theory of morality stands
· We are unique, rational beings different from animals
· We have the ability to resist and reject passions
· Reason, Kant believes, can guide us towards discovering morality
· Not necessarily in agreement with what is in our interest
· When we make laws for ourselves and act autonomously in attempt to achieve goodness we employ our reasoning abilities
Response to Hume
· Takes issue with Hume: we are not slaves of our passions
· The implications of this would suggest that reason is basically pointless
· Kant Rebuttals: Sometimes we say no to our passions, and so when we do not act on  our impulses we utilize our reason, hence it is both useful and more powerful than passions
· If Hume was correct, reason wouldn’t have evolved, instinct would have replaced it
· But it didn’t, we are not basic instinctual creatures
· The roots of consequentialism are somewhat founded by Hume
· Kant recognizes this mode of thinking and challenges it with his categorical imperative
Duty
· Kant believes that the source of obligation is duty
· Duty is revealed by imperatives that tell us what we must do
· Our  reason can discover these simply by reflection
· When we are acting freely and autonomously we are acting in accordance to our duty
· Our duty helps apply the maxims asserted by the categorical imperative
Categorical Imperative
· Morality is rooted in a rational autonomy of will
· Guided and disciplined by reason and the maxims presented by the categorical imperative
· This maxim tells us what we ought to do regardless of consequence, not in any way conditional
· Has three essential aspects
· 1. Universalizability
· Pretend every action you wish to perform would be applied on a universal scale
· If everyone were to act this way, would the action be desirable?
· 2. Treatment condition
· We should treat others as ends to themselves, not as mere means to an end
· You shouldn’t treat others as instruments to achieving your purpose
· Can’t use consequences to justify using people 
· 3. Kingdom of ends
· Blue print for a hypothetical kingdom 
· All people act according to the above two maxims, every law is subjugated to the categorical imperative, all citizens are equal agents of good moral character
Hypothetical Imperative
· This standard is rejected by Kant
· He directly opposes it for it appeals to the desired consequences  which derive from an action
· Disregards intention/will entirely
· Consequentialist
Marx
Background Information
· We wouldn’t be as moved by the ways social class determines our existence without Marx
· The manifesto is a s much as a reading of history as it is a call for political change
· Manifesto challenges the ideas  we have about ownership
· Our conceptualization of rights and property
· The idea of exploitation is central to Marxist analysis
· The correct understanding of the world is dependent on the examination of history 
· Material necessity, means of production, physical way people live their lives by producing and consuming foods and services
· Believed that the family is a precipitate of the bourgeoisie structure of exploitation 
· Marx himself isn’t egalitarian fundamentally
· However his theory is a scientific theory of human history
· Has egalitarian implications and results, Marx believed he was doing science
Relation to Other Philosophers
· Philosophers have only interpreted the world, the real objective  is to change it
· Marx agrees with Kant on his methodologically
· Believes change should constitute the structure of reality
· Marx flips Hegel on his head
· Hegel thought reality was rational and understandable
· Consciousness does not determines reality as Hegel asserts
· But reality determines consciousness
History
· History does not tell us what we ought to do, but tells us what is going to happen, why, and how we can aid it in its process
· Marxist theory is based on what he describes as the necessary trajectory of history
· What drives history are exploitation tensions that have to be dissolved
· History is driven by economic motivations and material necessity
· “Every history is a history of class struggle”
· People’s actions have always been determined by their relationship to the mode of production
Historical Necessity
· A process of modernization
· The system of Feudalism is necessarily overturned for capitalism: a system that allows greater freedom
· Capitalism is necessarily abandoned for communism: a more equitable system
· Capitalism is an essential stage in human history, one that is only temporary and will be overturned through rebellion
The First Step: Feudalism
· “City air makes you free”
· The Marxist story shows how industrialization incentivized people to urbanize cities at the end of the Feudalist era
· People can work in the city and be protected
· More and more people left their rural farms and moved inside city walls
· Worked doing various things, selling their labor for wages
· The feudal system was transformed into capitalism
Capitalism
· Capitalist society is segregated into different classes, determined by socioeconomic standing as dictated through relationship with the means of production
· This is hierarchical and complex
· The following are the simplified classes found within the capitalist system
· Owners of the means of productions/Capitalists (Bourgeoisie) 
· Workers (Proletariat)
· Class reaches deep: our values, aspirations, things we like and dislike are determined by our socioeconomic standing 
Mode of Production
· The mode of production is how we produce the means of our lives
· Politics, culture, ideology, and philosophical conceits about pure reason are all determined by class relations
· Defined by means of production 
· Governed by the forces of nature
Discourse and Convention
· Marx has no time for the language the other thinkers in this course employ:
· Words like property, justice, good, are all features of the dominant class, used to normalize and justify, vindicate and legitimize classist governance and inequality
· Natural rights, pre-political constructs are linked to ideology, grounded in class interests, determined by means of production
· Conventions are also constructed by the dominant class which controls the means of production
· Many things that seem inherent, natural, and just, under the capitalist order simply dissolve with the system itself… Examples: property, ownership, the family, etc.
Expression in the World
· Only humans produce without the incentive of material need, we produce art, as we produce it we alienate ourselves from the thing we produce
· Marx had an unsustainable image of human nature, the idea that we had this incentive to do work
· Marx takes a tradition central to Locke which sees us as creatures defined by our will to create things in the world
· Takes from Hegel: we work in the world even when we don’t have to, we express ourselves in the world, we have this will to impose ourselves out there
· For Marx this was a benign idea, we create art and literature, we create beautiful magnificent things
Why Must Capitalism Be overturned?
· Marx asserts that capitalism is an extremely flawed system  and will be disbanded for a more equitable alternative due to the following reasons:
· Its inherent hierarchical structure
· There are clear social hierarchies demonstrated by difference in social classes 
· determined by relationship to the means of production
· Lack of social mobility
· Extremely difficult, nearly impossible to elevate one’s class
· Unequal allocation of resources
· The rich get richer and the poor get poorer
· Inherent inequality
· Workers must sell their laborer to owners for wages
· Workers’ wages do not equal the value of their labor (goods they make)
· They are alienated from their work because they cannot afford to buy the goods they produce due to their low wages
· This must necessarily be so, if it wasn’t, owners would not have a profit margin
· Widening gap
· As technology advances, owners replace workers with machines
· As a result, there are more workers than there are jobs
· Owners can pay their laborers less and less
· Make more money off of their labor, widening the gap between the classes
Rise of Communism
· Due to the inequalities mentioned above, the majority will eventually rise up and overthrow the  minority which governs the capitalist system
· In its stead, they will implement communism
Benefits of Communism
· Guarantees equality 
· No difference in income between citizens, all opportunities are presented to everyone equally, all benefits applied 
· Abolition of property and land
· The intuition is precisely that there is something about land that is abstract
· It doesn’t feel like it’s the sort of thing that should be on the market
· Solves the problem in which the necessities of life force us to specialize in one thing
· Communism enables us to go beyond self-sustenance, we can focus on doing whatever it is we want to do
· Be a fisherman in the morning, farmer in the afternoon, and philosopher at night
· This system sustains itself, beneficial for all members of society
Problems with the Marxist Idea
· There is a lot of mundane stuff that goes into surviving that no one will want to do
· Technology is the very thing that makes the existence of the proletariat so intolerable, and Marx’s optimism is based on the development of the same thing
· He believes technology and industrialism could rid us of the mundane
· Big assumption
· Certain elements of his vision could definitely be implemented; today many of his suppositions are realized: universal healthcare, free public education, social safety nets, etc. 
· Marx asserts that capitalism will necessarily be overthrown, recall he believed he was doing science
· If this must necessarily happen, why hasn’t it successfully happened yet?
· Marx was writing during the height of the industrial revolution
· He said his time-period represented capitalism’s ending
· What does this tell us about our contemporary moment in the 21st century, more than a century later? Why hasn’t the revolution happened yet?
· Marxists answer this criticism with the idea of ‘false consciousness’
Mill
Background Information
· Mill writes in the late industrial capitalist era
· Inherits the work of Marx and Kant
· Draws upon Marxist ideas in his theory
· Often opposes Kant
· However echoes Kant regarding the profoundness of  reason and the role of duty 
· Mill is often described as the great conclusion to utilitarianism 
· He can’t sustain consequentialism as it was originally proposed 
· The notion of Rule Utilitarianism which is a sort of perfectionism provides a maxim
· An inherent law of nature which questions the whole premise of the consequentialist thesis
Basic Consequentialism
· The theory of consequentialism has its roots in some of Hume’s work but its first major proponent was Jeremy Bentham (Mill’s uncle)
· The theory asserts that morality should be grounded on the utility of action
· An action is deemed moral if its consequence provides the greatest amount of happiness possible for the greatest number of people
· Pleasure/happiness has to be understood against the backdrop of distinctive human faculties
· Bentham thinks of happiness as a neurological phenomenon 
· This theory lends itself to a hedonistic interpretation
· Hedonism: originates in Epicurus, human action is motivated by pleasure-seeking and the avoidance of pain 
· Hedonism is generally regarded as negative, and degrading for humanity but Mill refutes this
Duty
· If we support the Kantian claim that duty gives us morality we have to accept that it is an application of reason, and therefore  it has to be a mental state
· Once one admits that duty is a sense of obligation which presents itself internally in the recesses of the mind, one must also accept that it compels us towards certain actions 
· If duty compels us to perform certain actions, we desire to act on them in order to fulfill our sense of duty
· In other words, duty is a desire which makes us want to act in certain ways
· Hence, we perform actions for the fulfillment of our duty
· The fulfillment of this duty is a consequence of our actions
· Therefore, we perform actions for their consequence (fulfillment of duty) and duty is in fact a consequentialist mechanism
· This undermines Kant’s entire theory
Higher and Lower Pleasures
· This is Mill’s greatest contribution to the theory of utilitarianism and is what distinguishes his interpretation from Bentham’s 
· Not all pleasures are equal, according to Mill
· There are both higher and lower pleasures
· A pleasure’s status (ranking) should be taken into consideration when calculating an action’s utility benefit
· Only an individual who has experienced both pleasures is considered a competent judge able to determine which pleasure is superior
· Higher Pleasures: pleasures of the intellect: distinctive, spiritual, static, and permanent
· Lower Pleasures: pleasures of the body: sensual, lustrous, appetitive, fleeting and momentary
Act vs. Rule
· Another significant contribution Mill provides to the theory of utilitarianism is the distinction of Act vs. Rule utilitarian principles
· Act utilitarianism is the standard approach to utilitarianism as asserted by Bentham
· One would calculate the utility of every single action one preforms before its actualization
· Very inefficient, nearly impossible in its application
· Not enough time to accurately calculate all the possible scenarios and all of their potential outcomes
· Mill asserts Rule Utilitarianism as an alternative
· Certain actions will result in maximum utility in the majority of the time
· Therefore one can establish a code of conduct which one could follow with the guarantee that it will almost always result in the greatest benefit
· For example, not lying, killing, or stealing
· Of course there are exceptions to these rules
Problematic Implications of Rule Utilitarianism
· It is the addition of Rule Utilitarianism that undermines the validity of the entire theory
· If there can be a principle maxim that governs the morality of action and can be applied to most situations
· This maxim can then be interpreted as universal, innate, existing in nature
· Therefore the theory of utilitarianism is redundant and is not needed
· One should simply look to these obvious principles of moral actions instead of calculate utility benefits
Nietzsche
Background Information
· Looks to the distant past, references it as an ideal that he himself constructs
· Jarringly critical of the entire tradition of modernity
· Isn’t charitable,  rude, plays with vulgarity 
· Insults and belittles other thinkers
· Reading Nietzsche is a guilty academic pleasure intellectuals indulge in
· Widely considered as a ‘sign-post’ for post-modern thought
· Critiques modernity, reconstructs the past, constantly asserts that  modern discoveries aren’t significant
· After he critiques everything and shows the fallacies inherent in everyone’s theories, he offers no real alternative, leaves his reader confused
Morality
· Morality is neither a set of practices and norms that emerged in the way the Hume thought, nor is it a product of reason properly applied
· Origin of morality is a disturbing story about humanity and power
· Nietzsche traces the origins of morality by examining historical problems, solutions, traditions
· What Nietzsche challenges is the implicit assumption that any of these philosophers’ stories give us anything more than made up benign categories
· They all make fairly benign discoveries, tell us what is good, what we know/don’t know
· Nietzsche is the first to tell us a disturbing story about how these categories have risen
· It isn’t a benign story, not a story about an invisible hand taking public vices 
· Not a story about the anchoring role about nobility which provides stability, certainty
History through Nietzsche
· There are people that are powerful, noble, wealthy, and splendid
· They don’t give a damn about us except for when they can use us
· Surely lions love lambs, they’re delicious
· But lions, like aristocracies, or members of the elite class, do not see the weak and vulnerable as representing a sort of obligation, or requiring moral treatment
· All they care about is themselves
· Why shouldn’t they? 
· This is the part of Nietzsche King finds deeply mistaken
Negative View on Human Nature
· Nietzsche preforms a historical examination similar to an archeological method of excavation
· Examines historical lessons we thought were settled
· The value of liberty, the virtue of authority resting in people, the importance of the constitution, the morality behind the rule of law
· Stories about the reigning power of kings and emperors and barons
· The Nietzschian tradition wants to show us another story
· Demonstrating the evil underpinnings in these seemingly benign events
Nietzsche and Language
· Language shapes, creates, and forces categories
· Profound insights that begins with Nietzsche	 
· Imperialism/colonialism is to tell someone else’s story using your own language
· Dictating to them your values, exerting your power by utilizing your metaphors, your imagination, your truth
· [bookmark: _GoBack]This complete and utter domination is the heart of the colonial project
· It is the purpose of imperialism 
Man and Suffering
· Man is the bravest of animals, and the one most accustomed to suffering 
· Man desires it, seeks it out, provided he believes there is meaning or purpose to it
· However there is no meaning, the meaning has been imposed, constructed
· The meaningless of suffering is the curse that has inflicted mankind
· This idea of suffering for something good, something greater than yourself represents a sort of modesty or frugality 
· This modesty is intertwined with not exercising power, not dominating others, not imposing your will on them
· Could that somehow be the root of morality?
· It could for it offers meaning, and any meaning is better than none at all
Human Obsession with Meaning
· We are creatures bound by language, driven by power, obsessed and doomed to create meaning
· We see this in Rousseau’s imagined anthropologic story 
· It was about distinctions in language, words, meaning, 
· This is where inequality is grounded
· Nietzsche has taken this thesis and turned it into a fundamental story about human morality
· Through these constructed, imagined categories of imposed meaning we have come to understand the natural banality of it all, its lack of meaning and significance 	
· All meaning is imposed
Examination of Burke
· Burkes’ lurid description of the Queen of France’s murder during the revolution describes the anchors that tie us to the past
· Murder was performed to legitimize our claims over land, one another, authority, and right
· It must be from the origin of resentment that we find morality
· Contrasting Burke, Nietzsche asserts that pomp and circumstance do not connect us to the past
· Our historical inheritance comes in the shape of stories we’ll never know, the unknown, subtle, cumulative knowledge of the ages that governs the order of the universe
· For Nietzsche Burkian symbols like the Queen or aristocracy or any traditions at all are the glorification of power, of strength exercised over the weak and the poor and the unlucky
Summarizing His Historical Narrative
· In each case, Nietzsche’s invocation of the tradition that he inherited took what was once benign, and gave it a dark, disturbing, almost cruel edge
· Suffering is fine if I can give it justification, meaning, and connection to these symbols
· In this simple observation, through the attempt to strip bare the veneer rationality of modernity we see a tool of critique
Nietzsche and Marxism
· Marx had a tool of critique which folded the material world against our history, 
· Linked to his philosophy of history and necessity
· Nietzsche saw Marxism as another way of finding meaning
· Marx says “religion is the opium of the masses”
· Meaning for Marx is found in the imposition of communism as a system, not in religion or capitalism, but in class struggle
Science and Religion
· “God is dead” is a profoundly important, moving observation
· Contingency of the relationship of power
· Showed us how the seeds of morality were rooted in political antagonism, religion
· Science rips out the ontological meaning religion provided
· Science makes the modern condition ‘suffering without meaning’
· We desperately search for meaning and try to impose it where it does not belong
Judaea vs. Rome 
· Nietzsche presents a great historical contrast of Judaea and Rome
· Jerusalem and Athens
· The sacred and reason
· It is an odd contrast: the things that are noble and beautiful are illuminated in Rome, and then contrasted to Judaea
· Why? Is this a fair reading? 
· It is the Christians that started the slow dissolve of the Judaic kingdom
· Before the rise of Christianity Judaea  represented modernity
· What is Nietzsche up to here?
· Contrast that simplifies Nietzsche but does so somewhat unfairly:
· What is beautiful is what sickens us
Summary
· The supporters of Nietzsche, argue that for the first time in modern thought we are given something intellectual
· He asks philosophers to justify themselves, puts them on the spot
· Critiques philosophers, asks them to show us why they aren’t mere apologists for luck power, brute strength, and sheer domination
· However, Nietzsche never argues that a specific philosophy is incoherent or unpersuasive
· Frustration with Nietzsche is that he dismisses all philosophical conceits, but does not disprove that some conceits are justified 
· Nietzsche does not show us why our conceits are unjustified, they give us guidance where it is needed, they persuade us, so why not buy into them?
