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Phaedo:

-To see the thing in itself, you have to see the soul by itself

-Philosopher: meditates on leaving the phenomenal world for the abstract world (the good, metaphysical questions = training in being dead) 

-No evil in plato’s universe.. why? everything that exists = good but there are things farther from the good. Evil = no thing. 

-Mortal failure: Episto failure. 

-Opposite of good = matter (things that the world are made out of = closest thing to evil) 

-Socrates = not afraid of death .. lack of fear is by beliefs.. acquainted with world of forms.. death will a “good” and no “evil” .. mortality of form = different body

-Suicide: Although death is not evil/good, you cannot simply commit the action. Does his death in Phaedo count as suicide? Descriptive = yes because he drank the poison but no cause he was asked to drink it. 

-Socrates believes in following the laws of the state

-Attunement : The soul is simply an affect or an emergent property of the body.. “Tuning” Conducive to philosophy.. well ordered state of the soul

-Philosophy of the mind: epic pheno of the brain.. Phydius.. the body is like a human instrument.. soul is like an attunement that does not exist outside the body. Soul is just the body in the state of an ordered function. The mind = the brain.. not an extra thing (epi phenomena w. no reality.. but arises from the well-ordered rein).

-Gilbert Wiler: (1970’s): “category mistake” Provide something that is ABOVE & BEYOND something that you’ve shown even though you’ve already shown it

-what is a “mind”? analogy> the brain doing what it does.. not a separate thing.

· Their is a mind & soul even when the instrument itself is damaged * ex: Someone with a brain tumor

-causality: when soul exerts downward

-body dictates what the body does (Phaedo)

-Human beings: desires above our desires (maybe I’m a smoker but maybe I desire not to smoke)

-Plato: desire = mental phenomenon .. mental state.. if desire something, it occurs TO ME (subject) if desire is mental, isn’t it part of the soul? 

-divides soul into three parts: Intellectual (survives/reborn (eye)), chest = Thymos (courage, vulicient will), Desire = stomach/lower (sexuality, appetite) Intellect = goes into the next life.. others don’t

-part of us that survives = rational/ intellectual(mathematical reasoning)

-Socrates last words (118 A): Remember sacrifice a rooster to the god of medicine and health .. Articulated as.. *** Phaedo = successor

Nature’s interpretation: Thanking the God for being cured of the sickness of life.. Life = sickness (Phaedo & Socrates) .. body has desire & pain.. unless access to beauty & love.. Socrates = finally healed by the form of death*

-Aristotle: Plato’s student when he was an old man

-Retains Plato’s notion of the forms but puts them into actual objects (copies according to Phaedo)

-Every object of the world has 4 causes.. “To know a thing is to know its causes”

1. material (matter out of which the phenomenon is made)

2. efficient (cause & effect)

3. formal (plato’s forms-its definition)

4. final (the end/aim “telos” = goal (Greek))

Analogy: A sandwich : Material = bread, mayo, lettuce, meat, cheese, etc. 

Efficient= The guy making the sandwich (puts it together.. whatever causes the sandwich), Formal = the recipe, Final = to fill you up

*more rigorous and forms are brought more down to Earth

-Every natural pheno. uses this model.. = cycadellic. Determine a human being used this causality. 

*Official philosophy of the Catholic Church : Thomism* > Interprets universe in its own way*  Opposition to contraceptives, homophobia

Almost 1000 years (Europe : dark ages) : doing philo is doing Aristo phil.. The Renaissance - Upper Era = Era of platonic forms

Augustine (philosopher, plantanist > belief of the soul.. God’s truth emanated in a certain way by virtue... 

17th century Descart: Rediscovery/reevaluation of platonic themes, Crisis in Aristo. phil. 

Split the universe into TWO ** The non-observable universe (physics/natural) = matter in motion

-A realm that is in the mind.. descart will believe in God and independent existence of the soul.. these don’t interact with matter or motion in space

-Neither one is higher than the other.. = cognitive science (Descart)

His problems are OUR problems.. how do things SO different come together to form one world?
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Re-cap: *Some features of the greeks that are different from our culture?* 

“Is virtue teachable”? 

· Virtue is morally excellent, and teaches us to be moral citizens

· *always uses rationalism: ethics & politics* 

· Meno defined virtue as someone who possesses certain traits; Socrates denies that

Priority of definition//

· Methodological: be clear on terms concerning the definition of virtue

· Metaphysical: Plato : geometry & mathematics* are his interests. Deductive reality about these two terms. Loses focus with Meno when states that there can be perfect forms of things. There is an abstract form of a thing somewhere in the universe. It isn’t just practical. 

-Plato uses a “two-world theory” 1. Our world (as we experience it) 2. Forms or ideas have their existence -- are more real than anything in our world, therefore we live in a world that is less real than the second world. 

-* Triangle will always be a triangle and virtue will always be a virtue* 

-Hypothesis: We can come up with perfect forms for all other objects

-Direct influence on monotheism “whatever = abstract/accessible, is the most real aspect of the universe

-Socrates doesn’t think much of his body (something that passes away), soul=eternal. Our culture is embedded in this. 

-Analogy between axeology and geometry “Meno’s paradox”: If you don’t know what virtue is, you have to find it. In other words, in order to figure out something, go out and search for the answer. “how will you search for something Socrates, if you don’t know at all what it is?...” (paragraph #..?) 

-”We know, because we’ve known all along”:Socrates... theory of recollection: If you become knowledgeable about something that happened in the past, you will be able to recollect more ideas. 

-”The soul is the seed of knowledge”

-”Literal knowledge of the triangle is always embedded in the soul since creation”

-Timaeos: Souls are AS CLOSE to forms as you can get in the universe. Are immortal/abstract. The soul is the part of us most like the forms. Was created at the beginning with the rest of the universe. 

-Trans-migration of souls: bouddism/hindouism “When body dies, the soul is reborn in a different body” >Plato believes in this. The soul knows EVERYTHING it needs to know from creation. You know everything; it’s all a recollection. 

-Body= prison for the soul. Body gets easily tampered, therefore making it unclear for soul to guide the body with the unknown. 

-The body sucks the soul down ... Constant challenge we face. Question: Can there be any upper mobility? Can you change forms? -- ex: from slug to cat? 

-The male is the highest form(according to Plato) 

-Plato believes in “free will”; is moralistic; very concerned with ethics; train yourself to ignore body without reason

-Proves that knowledge is innate:  example> with slave; shows the recollection of mathematical problems. 

*”Inborn geometrical knowledge”> Ignorant of geometry; proposes that he does have knowledge of it.

*Radical leaps* for knowledge

-“By confusing slave boy, it actually benefits him” > True recollection commences here. Socratic method: Critical questioning.. No answers, but encounters someone who thinks they know, interact and then confuse. Believes that it does no harm for him. 

-”Midwife”: 1. Helping to give birth to your ideas, 2. Birth coach of philosophical ideas. 

-Plato defends Socrates by stating that confusing someone is good because it aids them to recollect innate knowledge

· Cons: science believes that it is one off & not reproduced. Philosophy believes that it is the soul brought into existence. 

-PRIMARY FOCUS: ”If knowledge is recollection, can virtue(axeological) be taught?” / Is recollection the SAME as teaching? 

-Definition of “teach” radically changes and is therefore dynamic.

Phaedo

· Echecrates and Socrates do not like one another. Believes that Socrates is not true. ”Are there teachers of virtue?” :”Sophists”> motivated by winning arguments ... most persuasive.  Socrates defends Sophists. 

· “If virtue is teachable, why isn’t it taught to other people?” ex: a son, a daughter, etc. 

· Virtue and knowledge of virtue: Learning anything involves knowledge = recollection. Does knowledge come together with ethics? -- Socrates believes this.  “To know the good is to do the good”. 

· Insufficient knowledge of axiological forms> Anyone who =evil=ignorant ***

· It is possible to know the good but ignore it.

· Highest form= form of the GOOD ** Source of all the answers of the world ** We mistakenly think that more resources= good(mistaken notion: material), but good is justice and piety (abstract) ** 

·  POSSIBLE ANSWER: “Divine allocation” (abstract/mystical world). 

· “We all think we have our own definition of the GOOD” > By liberal definition* Forms of axeology and abstract (Good is more abstract than materialistic).

Philosophy

Week #3 

Phaedo

September 19th, 2013

test:

-plato

-theory of knowledge

Death of Socrates & departure

Meno Recap: 

-Historical reading of Socrates said by Plato

-Is virtue teachable? Has two aspects 1) Methodological: being clear on terms, 2)Metaphysical: Things in world are copies of abstract things

-Meno paradox to Socrates: “How do we know what we’re looking for if we don’t know what we’re looking for”? ** Socrates reply: “No problem looking for the unknown because we already have the innate knowledge about it”. =recollection. The soul of the individual is born into another body. 

-”Pythagorean Philosophy : Pythagorus = Pythagorean theory” : Appeal to opinions/intuitions of life after death* 

-Proof of recollection of knowledge (Slave boy = no knowledge of geometry) .. Leaves him to solve the mathematical problem .. Believes he has the knowledge to solve it.. Does not give us the knowledge but helps us to pass the knowledge within us. 

*Sociological> Upper class men talking to slave

-Not subordinate*

-Leading ?’s to help the boy answer the question*

-”Sophists” = teaches to win arguments, that aren’t necessarily good & care about $$, philosophers care about the TRUTH. *

-divinely attributed 

-Questions to test their knowledge (Socratic Theory)

· Socrates =authoritarian views (politically painful) Pythagorus =democrat

· Need to distinguish between a true opinion (luck) ex: The Earth is round.. Why? Just a guess... Interested in spheres.. therefore the Earth is red.  & justified true opinion (knowledge) 

·  Socrates: Analogy of statue ** Knowledge is tied down.. won’t run off. 

Important about knowledge: Being accountable and being able to prove it * 

Phaedo:

-Know: knowledge, proof

-*Capstone rehabilitation of Plato* 

-***Tests ideas in Meno & develops further***

-unqualified appeals to soul

-what soul is, nature, properties?

-Diff literary form than Meno(straight up: play)

Phaedo= second hand report of dialogue (two friends talking during Socrates last hours “telling of a telling” 

“Forms of copies of universe” = a copy of copies

-Creative interpretation, but own version of myths

-Phaedo = absent, only seen about 3x; “wasn’t there because of medical reasons, but is justifying his absence” *

-Is it a true telling? Literary creation (2nd dialogue)

-Background: Socrates =condemned by corruption of youth ... needs to die by poison

-Socrates= exemplary figure who cared about the true of philosophy

-Developing ideas of Meno

-Socrates (before death) = comforting his friends

-”Does dialogue succeed in Meno?”. perhaps. socrates seems not to. Soul is immortal and carries on and death is not a bad thing.

-sends wife away (Socrates)

*Not all of them believe in the arguments, therefore there are different categories to choose from*

1)”Cyclical Arguments” : Enough weak arguments builds a case that’s strong

-Everything comes to be from its opposites (ex: sleep (come from being awake) vs. being awake (come from sleep), hot (became hot) vs. cold (was hot and became cold), night vs. day, etc. 

-**If opposites follow opposites, then after death =life**

-Change =reciprocal and ..?

-Analogy: Life comes out of non-living matter

-Death (existed then died) and non-life (not lived life to the fullest) =different 

-Death is not the last stage (reason for 2nd argument)

2)“Theory of Recollection Argument”: 

-Meno: In order to recollect life, has to be a past life*

wrong? > recollection= “immortality of the soul” 

**CIRCULAR ARGUMENTATION*: ex: All have to believe in Bible? why? Bible is word of God Why? God is in the Bible. No reasons for claims.. just going around an infinity loop.

Phaedo: knowledge =recollection= “immortality of the soul”

-Independent proof of Slave boy helps Socrates to reason his point (knowledge=recollection)

-does transmigration =immortality?> can wear out therefore not eternal... other words: Some natural rhythms of Earth=eternal.. 

-Life or A life?: a copy of a form, not perfect in abstract

3) Affinity Argument”:

-Closer to world of forms than phenomenal world*

-Capable of atheistic enjoyment/mathematics =invisible

-Soul is CLOSER to forms than phenomenal world = shares indestructibility of forms

-Soul =forming.. high likelihood of being eternal like the forms

Approx. =copy.. no guarantee to living forever

4) Final/Form of Life Argument”: 

-Form of “Life”: Analogy of geometry> **Forms=causes that give reality to the copies. Form of life, imparts life.. means state of being alive. 

**Where Life (absent) is present, “life” is present(absent)

Retreats when the body dies

-Notion of the soul implies life

-Geological ?: Can’t have square triangle... Dead soul? No.. retreats.

Death is the process where the soul retreats from the soul*


