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Introduction to Political Though (POL2107)
Plato
Greatest thinker of all time
Questions he posed are still being asked today
What is knowledge?
How should I live?
What is virtue?
What is justice?
Lived in a time of great unrest, in the shadow of the war against Sparta and Athens
Socrates was Plato’s teacher, and he got slayed by the Spartans. 
Because of this Plato dedicates himself to philosophy
Socrates is the main virtue in all of Plato’s writings 
Plato’s style of writing
Philosophy is a search of truth
Talk about truth to discover it
Learned to always write dialogues , makes him readable 
Philosophy’s is action
Show how people would reasonably work out problems
Doesn’t settle down on clear conclusions
Modern philosophy begins with Plato

Virtue
If you want to be happy you should be virtuous 
If we know an action is wrong we shouldn’t do it
Creedo (in text)
Socrates waiting for execution (he corrupted the youth and introducing unsanctioned Gods)
Creedo offers to bribe the guard so he can escape
Socrates declines his offer and explains why he would stay
Doesn’t matter what the consequences are we should do what’s just
Being unjust wont make you happier 
To be virtuous, you need to know what virtue is 
Don’t worry about what people think, the ones that know best will agree with you 
At the end plato know he should stay because he broke the law, he lived in the state he knew what the laws were, he could have left if he didn’t like them
And one must stand by ones ideas
Better to die then live and not be a philosopher anymore 

Republic of Plato
The republic is the most influential works in politics
What kind of theory is it?
Not
Medicate conflict
We create laws from doing the worst from each other
Need a state only because people are bad
Does
Get rid of conflicts instead of managing the effects of them
Conflicts don’t even arise 
Aims for a better society from the ground up
Requires changes of the structure from the state
Not enough just to make virtuous people, the structure of the state matters
Book 1
Blueprint for an ideally just state should look like
We need to know what it means to be just
What is it to be just? Can’t get there unless we know what just is 
Starts with convo on burdens on old age and advantages of wealth
Advantage of being rich (stephalys)
Don’t have to work as hard
Only works if you inherit the wealth or else you become to obsessed with money, values become displaced
Does being just pay off at the end?
The just person is happy
No one in the end is that happy with Socrates counter argument
No one is convinced 
Makes a distinction between a good argument and a persuasive argument 
Shows that tharshimakisons ruling is a craft and should consider justice 
If you are going to argue you have to figure out what beliefs you share, then you have to believe the following and if you don’t you don’t believe the first thing… ( Socrates approach)
Socrates argues
Justice is the advantage of the stronger ( Socrates) 
Statesman or a ruler cannot be one that serves there own interests, they have to seek the benefits that he or she rules
Every practice has a goal
Ex. Medicine- to heal sick people
Statesman- advantage of the citizens of the states 
Is no limit to self assertion 
Irrational to seek a goal that has no end 
To be good or excellent is to be good at achieveing a goal at practice
A knife is good at cutting because that is what it is made to do
As humans we have something that we should do, our functions is to be rational( acc. To Plato )


Summery-
Justice is so great a good that it overcomes any advantages of being unjust. 
Better off even if you are suffering.
Lots of social rewards but can not out way being just

Book one- 
Injustice wont pay off
Variety of projects that society needs to complete will fail because you need to work together and be just
If you are in just you are at war with yourself
Justice is a kind of human excellence 
Being just is good for everyone
Justice is only for the strong
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Is the just man happier then the unjust man?
Determine the advantages of justice over injustice
What is truly beneficial to you is something you might not know
You can be wrong about what’s good for you
Strength is not enough to determine justice, knowledge is used
The stronger is not stronger when they get their interests wrong

Interest is not created by demand but one needs to be strong and have a certain kind of knowledge to rule well. 
Ruling is an art that one needs to acquire. 
Technical knowledge is stronger
Ruling is an art= it have men, perks, goal and an end
Use people for what they are best at, same as ruling
There is an excellence in being human 
Goal to deliberate, be rational and determine the best way to live
To be excellent at being human is to be there characteristics 
If you are unjust you are failing in your path 
You are being ignorant
Excellent man seeks the good life and what that life is
Your job is to know and discover the good
If all you do is maximize your self interest then you are not doing what you need to do and you are not pursuing what it is to be human
Just person is happy because they are pursuing their intersts
Knowledge inquired that shows us how to live, justice can not be what people want it to be, and it is acquired

Book 2
Start by analyzing what it is meant by something being good for you.
Distinction between intrinsic and instrumental goods
Instrumental goods
Want for not themselves but so can achieve further good
Ex. Money- does you no good, 
Exercise- want to be fit and healthy 
Intrinsic good- a good in and on itself, doesn’t achieve something else
Ex. Happiness , compassion, truth, 
Ultimately valuable 
Meaning of life- what for them are the important intrinsic goods
Glaucon-  best things are both intrinsic and instrumental goods

2nd character- show us why being good is an intrinsic good
Glaucon will never believe that to be good is an intrinsic good
So long as we are not caught it is better to be unjust then just
Socrates first claim that justice is intrinsic 
Injustice puts you at war with yourself
Can not function properly is you are unjust

Glaucon
Tells the story about the magic ring about being invisible 
Argues that anyone that comes into possession of the ring will turn unjust 
Benefit themselves because they can get away with stuff
Able to seduce the queen, kill king and obtain power
Injustice is more profitable then justice
Makes us behave is fear of punishment
Just and unjust man are going to do the same thing 
If you didn’t use the ring this way they would call you a fool
Man avoid injustice because they know they cant get away with it 
People don’t see intrinsic values
We can make this worse
Perfectly unjust man can convince everyone that they are unjust
Glaucon is making a descriptive claim, saying how they are going to act, not should 


How the state should function

Most people are ignorant of what a good life is
Crucial to how the ideal state should be set up
Socrates
Starts with how he is going to approach the question
Best way to answer this question
Look at the state as a whole- mirror of the individual
Easier to see what justice is on the state as a whole

What is the way the state should function
Everyone does their proper function
Why do we have a state at all, then whether its doing what we want it to do 
Individuals can not provide all the goods that they want, better at doing some things then others
Society will produce their goods more sufficiently if everyone does what they are good at
First function of the state- division of natural talents
Allows us to contribute the whole 
Allows us to do what we are best at- fulfill our potential
We will need a market, currency, regulation of exchanging goods, someone determining those regulations, requires a lot of organization,

General point- The needs require an organized state, then requires people who run the show, not everyone is unjust and selfish- those people that should run the show
Find people that are best at running the show

Summery
Plato wants to determine what justice is 
Best strategy to determine what justice is is to ask what the ideal city is like
Able to determine how we should be just if the city is just
Everyone has to preform their function in the city
Work best if people work at what they are best at doing
Has to have cultural and spiritual meanings
Guardians- guard and run the city 
People that will protect us, organize, intermediate, set the rules ( require skills and knowledge)
Who the rulers will be, what skills they will have to have, how to educate, how to produce these people
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Ideal state- educate some people
Find rulers, train them and educate them 
Two kinds of guardians
auxiliaries(execute the rules of the states, and military, )
Philosophers- should run the states and be the real rulers  

Three basic traits of ideal guardians
Older
Capable
Care deeply about the state
 
How do we know that they care about the state?
Identify with the good of the state

Auxiliaries
Should guard like dogs
Dogs are angry with unfamiliar people 
Function best when have absolute conviction 

Educate them by
Don’t want them to second guess whether they are protecting the right people
Expose them to terrors
Minimizes their opportunities and desires that will distract them from their tasks 
The goods of the city is their own and no one else can do their role

To stop them from getting out they need to be convinced that it is truly their job to be guardians 
Requires
A noble lie  (Socrates is ashamed of this)
Convince them that they were always that 
We are born with metals mixed in with us ( Bronze, silver, gold)
Bronze- workers, shoemakers, farmers
Silvers- auxiliaries, protectors
Gold- Philosopher kings 
If a bronze people will start ruling the city will be destroyed 
If born in the wrong levels they will move to their appropriate level
They can’t own anything, not there house or money, they cause divisions and envy 
No right to privacy 
All that’s left is to take pride in the city 
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Why would anyone want to be a guardian?
They could be happy

We are aiming for a happy state and an ideal happy
Will be happy overall if parts of it aren’t 
A lot of people will be happy if guardians are not being distracted and is doing what is best for the state
Overall happiness is the goal
Depends on everyone doing their role

Does your happiness come from every individual body part being happy or only the majority of it

You have to practice to be good at things
If everyone does their job well the whole city will be happy

Some amount of happiness for everyone but not the same
Everyone has their own kind of happiness

Does he truly believe that this city is something reasonable people could wish for 

We have not given the guards justice yet 
We haven’t proven that this city is wise


Jacob Howland- Defend philosophy by calling attention to the laughable city and clarify its virtues
- what we need is genuine philosophers to figure out why we need philosophy  
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Book 5
Within ourselves we should be ruled by reasons, without that nothing will go right

Driven by those that are most knowledgeable should be the ones that practice in that field

Philosophers are the most knowledgeable, they are ruled by reason

Ships captain
Who should navigate the ship
Government should be run by the most knowledgeable 

Why are philosophers the most knowledgeable?
First advantage
philosophers seek knowledge 
seek to know the truth about things
second
because they see the truth they detest false hood and lying
therefore most trustworthy 
third
wont be distracted by shallow pleasures
seeking what is true, for themselves
they will know better then to buy into temporary happiness

philosophers
brave
quick learners
good memory 

True lover of knowledge doesn’t want to lead, they want to seek knowledge 
They will not seek to rule 
People’s job to seek them, they wont come to us 489C


If you are sick you need to go fin a doctor, a doctor isn’t going to find you
Analogy 

What knowledge do they need to know?
Facts or principals of the world
Historian politics or political theorists
What’s there task
How things are best run 
How things could be and ought to be
Of the things that could be what are the best

How do we get that knowledge?
Next books 6 and 7 and 8

Justice is harmony of the soul
Every part plays their proper role
Things will work best
Philosophers know what the harmony should look like, how the parts should work

Book 6

 Goodness- what is it in general
should truly perceive beatify in itself
it is a thing

Philosophers have their mind set on certain things
Only those who understand the general concepts really live in the general world 
Philosophers see the real world
Do this because they understand principals behind the experiences we have 
That which is true is that what does not change

Book 7
The cave story 
To convince Glaucon that the truth is not obvious and that you have to learn to see the truth to discover it 

You could be fooled into thinking your seeing the real world when your not 
Most of what you see is changing 

What can be known- true knowledge remains the same, it continues to be the same 

To be communicated it has to stay the same

Senses only show us the temporary, true knowledge is always and forever
Philosophers= knowledge not facts so best to fin out truth

How do we know something is something?
When we know something true we have knowledge of the form 
You only know something is something because you have to pure idea in your mind 
Without having that concept you cant identify that as a chair
Wouldn’t be able to think if everything was an isolated example
The form of the chair are those common features all chairs have 
Have to embody the essential element of the chair 
an internal idea, discover it find it equals true knowledge 

How should I live?
What is best for me
Then you need to figure out what good is

What is thinking
Start with experiences
You don’t learn anything until generalities and commonalities 
Don’t have any general knowledge at all 
Knowledge is produced when we find generalities

Most of our lives we don’t see the true thing we are looking at just a shadow of it 
We think we are seeing the real thing because it’s the only thing we have ever seen 

First you have to notice that something is making the shadows, you see the process of what’s happening
Truer knowledge is to recognize the light that is making the shadow
Over time your eyes would be accustomed and you would make your way out of the cage 
Everyone needs to go through this to discover true knowledge 

Philosophers have to the job to discover the truth, they will get out of the cave and will find the formal level of good

Book 8 and 9- looks at things that are harmful to justice 

Philosophers are in the best position to compare lies 
That’s why they have the best lives 
Because they think of alternate worlds they have a wider comparison, to determine the best one
Can compare pleasures and how they contribute to goals of life
Socrates sais they will prefer philosophic pleasures in the end 

Happiness with not be found if driven by wealth 
You can become a slave to getting somewhere before discovering its not worth It
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1 2 and 7 Politics books

Aristotle founded and created logic 
He did it from scratch  
Aristotle is the empirical man 

Why do we have knowledge of Plato and Aristotle 
It was saved in the Muslim world 
Trying to convert to Christians 
We got this work through this- nicromatic ethics

Ethics
We look at it in political theory
Do ethics first before political theory 
Ethics is introduction to political science, the groundwork that needs to be done
Same series of lectures
Moral intellectual virtues that human beings are capable of realizing 
Human nature to examine before we figure out how we should live
To become a good example of essence you have to do it through society, a frame work
Organize society to make possible the flourishing of human beings- why you have to learn ethics first
Then you can organize society best

Aristotle and his rejection of the idea of good as first thing to be sought 
Moral philosophy with a theory of ideas ripped out- Simon black
The idea of the good can not be the supreme good which ethics speaks- ethics is a science
Everlasting idea of good is theoretical interest 
How to be virtuous 
Virtue ethics

First book
Primary aim is to improve action rather then to increase knowledge 
The goal is to become good 
Seeks to develop those traits to incline us to act in certain ways
Less concerned of the rules of what one should do then how to be
What are virtuous traits?
Generous, kind, are traits that are good traits to have. Ethics is discovering those traits, what should there character be? 
Kind of person we want to be 
How you are all the time not when a problem comes out 
What is the good?
How is something good? 
All things seek some end which is the good for them 
Plato- everything same and unchanged, Aristotle- things develop 
Example. A seed want to turn into a tree, it should develop into a tree
154- end of medical art is health, economics is wealth ( all have and end that they can achieve)
Aristotle- needs to have a final end which is good and of itself
Distinction between instrumental and intrinsent goods
Have temp. goods there has to be final ends that are good within themselves
Happiness is final end- supreme end with which ethics is concerned 
Plato- end isn’t happiness its justice
What is virtue?
Moral( temperance, liberality) and intellectual 
Be linked to ways of being in the world
Has to represent a form of life
Linked to activity 
Role to play depending on who we are 
Everything has something it aims for, example a seed and plant
What represents humans aim?
What makes up human is our capacity for reasoned complexion, to be rational 
Embodies the life of reasoning
Distinguishes from animals- Aristotle 
A way of analyising what we are doing and how to do it- reason 
To become fully human is to become fully reasoned 
To be virtuous is to fill our function
How to be virtuous?
Learn to be guided by reason by arguing affairs
Thinking of what to do- intellectual virtues
Discovering by reasoning our way to then- moral virtues
Can not be taught 
Do you become good by thinking about them or by doing them?
To be good is to have good character, how you should act
You become good by doing good things
Cant become good by someone telling you how to be good
Politics
Politics is our natural way of development
We are political animals
We live in societies that need to be organized 
To ignore politics is to ignore a part of our nature
Develop this part of nature will make us happier

Aristotle’s Golden Rule 
Always act in which your action is in the middle of the two extremes of behavior 
Reason tells us to do this
Judge the course of action
Any virtue to an extreme it will destroy that virtue 
Linked to what behavior produces happiness 
Examples- how much to eat, not to much, not to little. How much to exercise
Courage- being to afraid and to rash 

Summery 
Wanted to determine how we should live, how we should flourish 
Have to figure out what we are and what it is that we need to do to flourish, an activity 
Doing those activities well 
Do what you are made to do and do it well
Then we become virtuous 
Crucial to work this out before we can do politics 
Fields of knowledge that are more important then others
Point of studying this to how achieve human happiness
Politics is an activity that will include happiness as an end 
Goal is human happiness but you need to know what happiness means
Happiness is to be associated with the successful life
Happiness is not pleasure 
That is the life of an animal 
Flourishing and the happiness life has to be unique 
Using our reason is humans uniqueness 
The good for humans is the activity of he soul that expresses virtue 
Happiness is virtuous action 
And virtuous is doing what you do well
Complete happiness is both types of wisdoms 
Happiness is exercising your reasoning (contemplation is an activity) 
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First book ( why we associate with each other) 
Starts with the city is an association ( how we associate with one another)
Every city has a relation with people that are bound with one another
The appropriate call is the city state which is smaller the our cities 
Everything aims at some good 
Social life 
Politics aims for good
The state has a nature that it needs to complete to do well
There are sub association 
1-Family 
Join together to form villages
2-Villages
Have different purposes then house holds
form city states
3- city states 
ultimate form of association because it is self sufficient 
come to the final end here
each stage produces more goods then the previous 
Material or otherwise 
City state provides us with a good life
Certain goods can only be produced when a large amount of people come together and complete them 
Natural end of all the sub associations
Gives all the sub associations there meanings
To understand the part you need to know the whole first 
Only point of making money at villages so you can engage in higher activities , and have a higher good
There will come a point where people are so rich, that people will need time to spend it therefore the rich people will stop working 
He was wrong, intrinsic instead of instrumental money is seen as

Which city state we live in is up to us
Has to be a feeling of calm, purpose, kinship 
If we don’t choose our sate then we lose the purpose of our estate 

Only people that should be slaves are people that don’t have purpose and potential to flourish 
Thinks shouldn’t be able to enslave people that they conquered in war
Basic needs belong to the basic structure of family life
Starting to be unnatural when have an excess amount of something (money)

Book 2 
Wants to have more people involved in ruling because politics is the highest good
Plato sais to take away everything fro the leaders and wont make shady deals
Aristotle sais to allow family and property 
To protect against corruption, to make sure they are virtuous, educate them to make sure they are good
1263a30 

Rather then a rule guiding people, we need to educate people so they are good and don’t need rules
If the guardians are not happy then who is?
He produces vague alternatives, is he as serious about abuse and corruption
To be political engaged that is to fully use ones reason 
Have to in order to fully flourish 
Political debate on how we should live together
Has to be direct democracy 
Why the state can not be to big in Aristotle’s story, not everyone can be engaged in direct democracy 
Slaves- allow people to do there political duty 
He is a democrat and worries the majority will make bad decisions 
A constitutional democrat
Laws for what people can do 
Education should teach people how to use their leisure time well
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Background
Desire to find new lands to colonize and live on 
Great deal of expansion
Need to be in contact with people they didn’t know anything about. Ex. Eastern culture
A lot of people and new religious fundamentalism 

1095- first crusade takes place
reclaiming historical Christian sites 

Important development before Aquinas is born
Beginning of university 
Higher education and it was systemized 
Degree to prove you had one

These two things create a shift 
Birth of renascence 


Born into a wealthy family, not any more
Want him to become a priest
He wants to be a teacher
Becomes an early prof. in university 

 
Aquinas and politics
Figure out Christian doctrines can be reconciled 
Goal was to prove reason and evolution couldn’t contradict itself 
Attempt to provide all the theological thought at the time and to see if it told a story compatible to Aristotle 
Basic notions of law and justice come out of his work 

We flourish in communities
Different communities then Aristotle
Still social creatures
Embodies a higher purpose then completing political duties
There is a natural law, a truth about justice 
About the way we should relate to each other 

Ultimate choice has to match up with the natural order
Provides a set of laws 
Natural laws that are a product of the way god set up the universe 

4 different laws
Eternal
the way god set everything up
The rest are specific to this law 
Natural
Human
Divine

Form of natural law that is separate from any man made law
Guides conduct
How relations between citizens should be 
Ultimate focus  to Aquinas is to explore the interaction between natural and human law 

Distinction between what law is and what law should be

Aquinas gives us the use to distinguish between good and bad laws 
Need a way to do this, some theory that state how laws should be 
Need to look to the natural law 
Natural order of things that let reason guide us to good behavior and how to interact 
Changes from what you are told to do to something you need to work out using reason 

Through reason we can discover the principals through natural law
Discover this to make a positive law
Convert discovery to actuality 
Any law that is to be a law has to aim at the common good, the highest end ( common good of community) 
If a law is to biased and not aimed to common good then can not be natural law. 
This is an unjust law
Laws can not be bad for some people in order to benefit others
Unjust law  

State laws 
You are free
Lots of work to be done
States are likely to come up with the wrong law
A law that is unjust is not a law you need to follow 
Not a binding law
Should not have been made

Nuremburg Trials 
Some laws are too wrong to follow and you should have known that using natural law
Higher law that you can figure out and that allows you to notice when a law is too wrong to follow 

Examples of natural law
Slavery 
Segregation 

Self preservation 

Secondary precepts
Relative to time and place 
Responsible to the situation
What is necessary for the common good to be achieved in that place 
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Background 
Renaissance- 1453 and ends 16th century 
A period of exploration and discovery, an age of creativity and developing knowledge 
The rebirth of emerging out of the dark shadow age of religious superstition (medieval age) returning to wisdom of ancient Greeks 

A concern of ways of ruling
Growth of cities leads to growth of economics
The population has lead to a money economy that hadn’t existed before

Cities becoming trading centers
Florence, Venus, Genoa, 
Became powerful politically 
Represented a new kind of power 
New elites becomes new culture 
Concerns with interaction and trade 
Trading with cities all over the world
This fosters join action consultation contract of citizenship 
Need to worry about relations between states 
Leading to new sources of power
Most in Northern Italy 
Power
Under the oath of he church and the holy Roman Empire 
Set for independence 
Only way to maintain a city state is to have the merchants on your side
Their interests are being taken care of
Need as a buffer for the traditional powers 
Era of shifting elites 

Humanism 
Theory- Man is the measure of all things 
Humans by their own free will can define their nature for themselves 
Humans are their own masters
Determine their terms of existence 
Freedom becomes important 
Represented in the developments in art 
Represent types of forms of beings
Religious paintings, characters were archetypes 
Begin to have individuality

The old loyalties were fading and working out what new loyalties were going to be
Focus on reality of power 

Macadeli  

Wanted to figure out what it took to stay in power without worrying about what was right or good

Life facts
Serves in Florence as a diplomat in 1498
Dismissed in 1512
Because the midechies come back to power
Prince is all about principalities 
Midechie-  Republics and how they should run
Writes after they have been kicked out and he looses his job
Try and get a job through writing books
Didn’t work 

Midichie
 Some people liked him 
the philosopher of power
deal with the most serious matters 
Most people hated him
 
Prince (book)
Founding of states 
Written in 1513 
After he lost his job
Concerned with new principals in Italy
3 types
inheritance
new prince takes over already exiting
new principalities
obsessed with this one 
dedicates book to the people who kicked him out of his job 
Lorenzo 
Never sent it to them 
Never published until 5 years after his death 

Find a new state by
Own arms
Military power
These days 
Essential for a new state
being virtuous 
Related to virtue 
More like excellence 
Not much of this in people cant expect much
Need military force, armies and luck 
How midichie did it 
Need new laws as well 

How to deal with enemies Chapter 14- 16
He contrasts to all previous thinkers 
Want to know what to do?
Look to history 
What worked in the past
Look to human nature
Figure out the best way to rule

History repeats itself
If you act the same way in the past as you do in the present you will have the same results 
Humans are predictable 
History has not changed our human nature because it is predictable 
How much knowledge you can gain depends on how much human nature is stable 

Human Nature
Humans are self centered 
Advice 
Do not get in the way of peoples grief
get into their stuff
raise taxes
don’t interfere with their women 
Education is going to be different
History focused 
Look at what people did in past wars 
Need support and stability 
End up fearing everyone if you don’t 
Customs
Placing holidays 
Keep stuff looking like ancient tradition 
Not likely to work if new state 
Pope ( from Medichie) kicks him out, police charge him for treason and he gets executed 

Religion can be exploited for political aims

Summery 
What’s necessary for power
Not what is just 
Power and stability is the goal of states
Can criticize him here
Want things to work you need to do what it takes
Don’t need t o be trustworthy because other people are not
The state has to be successful and that is how you create loyalty to the laws 
Because of this you have the birth of nationalism 
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Reaction to ancient Greeks

Macabeli looks to history 
Greeks history was taken over militarily 
Medieval times- relation to god is most important 
 
Establishment of small local communities
They were running their affair in defiance of people S well as the roman empire
Small territorial powers battling it out based around powers of single families 

Justification for ruling
God said I should be ruling 

Religious grounds for authority becomes more problematic
Need some sort of authority to justify why the ruler are the rulers 
Increase of the idea of people participating in politics because they are tired of the state

Republicans- some role that people can take in politics
Civic Humanist (developmental) republicanism
Ex. Greeks
Participation is justified on the basis that they will develop into flourishing people 
Develop basic human capacity 
Protective (classical) republican
Macabeli proposes
Instrumental importance of political participation
Protection of citizen aims and objectives
Protects from goods being damaged or lost 
Ex. Liberty
Fragile nature of civic virtue

Macabeli thinks participation is essential for
Stability and civil glory

What’s necessary for the glorious state
Look to civil involvement for self rule, state independence 
Seeking the right balance of powers between state, prince and people
What caused ancient democracy to disappear?
How can we make our states more secure?

Notices states are in constant flux 
Tend to fall apart, danger of chaos 
Destroying what organizations there are 

Major forms of Government
All unstable
Create a cycle of destruction that lead to there worst forms 
1. Monarchy Tiranny
2. Aristocracy Oligarchy
3. Democracy Anarchy (which leads to Monarchy again)
He thinks this is the natural cycle 
Because this is his theory, he shows us how to create stability and order

What produces order, civil virtue and stability
1. Setting up the right kinds of institutions 
A. Mixed government
None can do the job alone
Best example is Rome 
They allow different forms to compensate for the weaknesses of the other forms 
Advantages
More interests into account (rich and pour) 
Draws in different social groups 
Certain amount of participation is conducive to the creation of wealth and prosperity 
B. Enforcement of law
Right kinds of laws
Those that put interests of community first
Strictly enforced
Seeks good of the community 
2.  

When facing external threats
Right of states over people
Civic duties are required by citizenship 
Power politics 

The discourses 
Only have the first ten, the rest are lost 
Commentary of libies history of Rome
4 years after he died- published
3 sections
Book 1- constitutional evil or Rome 60 chapters
Book 2-  External affairs, development of Rome as an empire 33 chapters
Book 3- 49, qualities that sustain Rome for as long as it did

Begins the book by complaining that we don’t look to Greeks for politics
Lac the proper appreciation of history 
Look to Greeks for wisdom and practical matters
Construction in maintaining states, conducting a war and extending an empire 

Differences and Similarities
Differences
Prince-
Admiration for tyrants, the prince and rulers
Dedicated to the prince
Virtues of Princes
Discourses
Need a great deal of room for citizen participation 
Friends and people who deserve to be princes
Virtues of Citizens
Freedom is aspect of glorious states

Similarities
Look to history
Ancients are superior to modern 
Historical conditions will determine what characteristics are best for rulers and citizens in that area 
Brave leaders opposed to caution
Violence when necessary is permitted and should be used 
Human nature is egocentric  
Any organization needs to take into account that human nature is evil 

Society is likely to be falling apart 
Chaotic and dangerous 
People acting in there own interests 
Consequence
Number one job is to control things
In order to stabilize the society 
If you don’t, the society will be unhappy 

You have to institutionalize certain safeguards or corruption will occur 
You come together in states to protect from dangers
Urgent that to do so 


Second step
Need a head honcho 
Need to protect the state from outsiders
Need order internally 
Need someone to lead development that will organize society 


Politics is about power and safety 
Laws are not derived from reason but are human invention to achieve ends
Achieve from Macabeli is to produce certain individuals 

Set up laws and institutions to produce citizens that are virtuous 
Needs to be a single founder
The person making the rules should be in power
Making rules and organizing the state 
Must take responsibility for the state 
Protect against abuses 
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Background 
A turning point in political theory, begins the modern period 
Birth of the liberal tradition in political theory 
Living through the science revolution and English civil wars 

English Civil Wars
A monarchy and catholic 
Whoever was in power represented that religion 
Tried to enforce religion in countries
Got rid of old king and put in constitutional monarchy 
Some amount of political power in the people 
Reflected in hobbes work

Political technique from science, and older thinkers

Hobbes and Notion of human nature
Human nature of individuals 
Need to analyze society as basic component- individual
What are the properties of being an individual 
Hobbes is trying to find the empirical fact of political science 
A politics that is about individualist 

What is the individual like apart from society?
They are embodied
What matters to them can be explained by their body 
What ever we physically want, those desires are good
Whatever pains us, that is bad 
Good and evil have no meaning beyond pleasurable and painful 
Atom that thinks about their own good
Makes them hedonists, who serve their own body 

Reason
Reason allows us to get the things we need and avoid the bad
Only good for instrumental uses
Rationalist self is proven, rationalizes good feeling
Greatest thing we fear is death 
In this framework of good and bad it is our most powerful desire, the fear of which will destroy all pleasure
Religion is all about the fear of death 
Hobbes believes in certain laws of nature
Account of the self 
Not found in god but a general rule 
Laws of nature
If we use our reason we will do everything we can to be protective of that life
We do what we need to do to keep ourselves alive
From this he is going to divide a right of nature
Rights of nature
Has an inherent right to preserve themselves
We can use our powers to do whatever we can to protect ourselves 
Individual reason is crucial for legitimate states 
Avoid pain and have a good time 

What would a world look like if their was no government (State of Nature)
We seek peace
We are similar in our abilities
While we have certain strengths and weaknesses we have similar abilities to take care of themselves and get what they want
This leads to an equal faith in the ability to get the things they want 
We tend to want the same things and this is a recipe for people fighting it out 
Endless fighting it out
Because no one can hold on to the goods temporarily 
Because of this no man or women can permanently secure themselves 
You can never have enough strength or protection 
The state of nature will never be secure, you always live in fear
Three reasons we fight for each other
Competition 
We are afraid of them 
Glory 
To show the world we are the strongest 
State of constant war
A world where life is nasty, brutish and short
Constant fear of loosing things, we have to be stronger then other people instead of being happy 
This only stops in death 
No one would trust other people not to attack them 

The Individual is rational 
We are naturally rational 
We need to get out of the fighting states
Need to seek peace, and do what’s necessary to promote this 
To do this is to enter an agreement with one another 
It would be irrational to break the agreement, self defeating 
By this reasoning we create society 
Were we enter contracts with each other not to hurt people
Social contract
We can only guarantee we wont be harmed if we guarantee others wont be harmed as well

How to make social contracts stick
It is not enough to shake on it 
Wont be sure the others will break the agreement 
The agreement needs to be backed up with power
The parties will need to assure themselves by further agreeing , to defend to agreement and punish those who break the agreement 
Social power to punish those who break the agreement 
To make this agreement and set up the sovereign we need to give up are human nature ( to do anything to get what you want)
This is how we create the right way to sovereign  
Needs to be powerful or wont work 
Need laws to show no one can get to powerful 
Sovereigns authority would run out if it can not enforce the agreement 
How we justify giving all the power to the state, only way to keep order, security  (justifying monarchy)
Critique -How we chose sovereigns? 

Did the sate of nature ever exist?
Didn’t have to ever exist 
State of nature is a tool we use to know what life would be like without government 
Even if it never existed it could exist all , its not impossible 
It’s the possibility, that shows us we need to know how to organize our society now
We are on the right track, we can recognize how we could have been if we went through all those situations 
We would have gone through something close to this road already 
Its why we have to power structure we do 
Social contract doesn’t have to be made in that state, could be existing power 

Hobbes vs. Mac. 
Mac. 
Out to get stuff, need strong armies and laws
Social classes balance each other out, different interests, keep each other in check 
Forces cancel each other out 
Have interests playing off of each other
Hobbes
Various forces are individuals not groups
Don’t cancel each other out
Just constant war 
You have to have one way more powerful keeping smaller groups in line 
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Background
Him and Hobbes have lived through the same history 
Important feature
How his life went
Works for earl of chapsery
Fortune came and went  
Many ups and downs
He was his doctor and saved his life with a liver operation
Locke gets associated with trouble makers and  has to flee France because he gets in trouble
Stays till 1679
Until chapsery regains political power 
After brief return to power things go bad
Locke flees to Holland returning in 1689
He is deeply involved in resistance to monarchy power

How to set up government after one has resisted powers
Writing in the modern period 

Government
Government is made by human beings, not by God or human nature
This means that this can be improved, changed, 
Government will be better and some worse depending on the human needs its meant to serve
Trust forms the basis of the state 
More unjust to remove the leader from power
Natural up growth from Hobbes 
Objective is to attempt to explain the proper character of political power and authority 
What rights to citizens have to justify the power of the king 
He sais resistance is called for when the king becomes to tired

Tyranny
Occurs when the government makes not the law but his will the rules, his command are directed for his own ambitions, and revenge 
The exercise of power beyond right 
Justified legal authority (what right is )
The government should be aimed for the good of the people

To get at the purpose of government we need to find out how it arises
He will use some of the same stuff as Hobbes story 
He uses Hobbes individualist approach 
Political individualism as well 

Individual in the state of nature
Basic premise 
Natural free social environment the individual is guided by prudence
The self is an owner of land and other goods
We are not just egoists but producers of property 
This production occurs in the state of nature
Hobbes rule of nature-  everyone has the right to do what they can to survive with the consequence that things will be bad

Locke’s laws of nature
We use our reason to discover laws of nature 
This natural order creates us with natural laws 
Any rational being with recognize these laws because they are right 
In the state of nature we are all free and equal by nature 
No one may subject others to their authority without good reason
No one should be forced to give up their property without good reason 
Everyone is under the rule of the law of nature 
Everyone has the right to punish the person providing they are breaking the law of nature
This is because you give up the right by being protected by the law when you break it 

The rule of nature is that individuals seek their own happiness 

Same- People achieve happiness
How people achieve happiness differs

Hobbes
Natural competitors
One big competition 
Locke
Want to hang out with other people
Does good things for us
Able to comprehend the natural law and abide by it in the state of nature
Not the same to set up an all powerful leader to stop the fighting of the people 
Not good to be alone, good to live with other people

Encourage the health of society and preserve the rest of man kind 
Make sure the conditions are their for all of them to achieve happiness
This is all occurring in the state of nature
We don’t want to be alone 
While we are social we remain the owner of our selves and our capacity 
Natural desire to be with others 
The product amongst free individuals 
It arises out of our awareness of the natural human being

State of nature
Hobbes has a social contract that has an absolute power over you so you don’t attack others, that power has total control over you
Locke- Hobbes hasn’t gotten anyone out of it , just makes it worse, because unjustly treated 

Locke’s notion of property 
Basic role of state
To protect property and the ability to produce property 
To make sure no one hoards so much property that others can not produce any 
The state should step in if people have to much property 
Role of state for Aristotle- reason and men are political animals
Role of state for macabelii- security for outsiders 
Role of state for Hobbes- protect from ourselves and outsiders 

Locke= when we mix our labour (which we own) with the raw materials of the world ( rule of property)
No man can have a right to how mauch labour they use as long as there is enough left for others
If we collect so much stuff that there isn’t any left for others, they are born naturally then it goes against the law of nature
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Midterm-Everything up to Hobbes 

Background 
· People are getting critical of aspects of enlightenment
· Response is to turn inward, look to emotions
· Sentimental seemed to be a source of knowledge 
· See this In Rousseau
· Emphasis on feeling, simplicity   
· Disillusionment with the order of nature
· Association of self interest begins to be questioned
· Born after the French revolution, influence on the people who were behind the revolution
· Influence on Emanuel Kant and Karl Marx 
· He is a collectiveness, democrat 
· A complicated thinker  

Main Points of Book
Our character is shaped by the political order we find ourselves in 
Mankind is not naturally evil , becomes so under poor governments
The kind of government makes the character of the citizens
Nature of society shapes the character 
The idea that the collective individual interest will produce the social order is criticized
Self interest is not enough to guarantee we do the right thing 

A republican 
Duties that they execute by participating in the state
Important to participate in politics 

State
First execute a legislative (willing part of the government, what we want to do) and executive (carries out the will of the legislature)
Force and will must be distinguished 
Justified in different ways
Force only- has no legit moral claim 
How authority develops
Begins with state of nature

State of Nature
State of nature doesn’t exist, never has and never will
He gives the most detail on what its like
Shows us what our character would be like outside society 
We do develop trades because of the society that we live in 
Our relations from one another are not different its our characters 
Has faith in the goodness of people
Compassion is intrinsic to our basic human nature 
Basic component to understanding the world
Wild rather then wicked 

We are not naturally social
Human being- self sufficient, 
When people come together in society, that’s what makes us bad people
Society corrupts us, warps our character 

Why does society corrupts natural man
Certain societies do and some not
Good society vs. bad
Man is born free and everywhere he is in chains 
He believes that there is a good reason to enter into society 
They are..
Individually we are too week to deal with issues the natural world gives us, easier to deal with it together
Week when maintaining their existence 
Ex. Natural disasters 
Work together to deal with aftermath 
our resources are limited
if we help each other then they would be bigger 
the necessity to do well, a system of cooperation upheld be laws allows us to live better
a convention we create for our own benefit 

Freedom
States must protect the freedom of individuals within it 
We are born free, we should stay free
How do we create a state that can use our powers but keep our freedom 
Self ruling is freedom from control from others (his goal)
Only subject to our own choices
We attain a whole new liberty we didn’t have in a social contract
Give up some freedom, that gets replaced by a different kind 
The conditions laid down will be for all , therefore no one will want to change anything 

The general will
Def.- The will of the entire community but not simply an aggregate of the individual wills 
If this doesn’t work then the state will never be achieved
All citizens should be involved in the creation of laws
All the citizens should be rulers
The theory about the ideal ends of the state 
We should all be part in producing the general will
General will we will produce
The will of the entire community but not simply an aggregate of the individual wills 
Everyone may have an individual will but you also have a general will,
General will is what’s good for the society 
Your will is what you want for yourself 
Has to do what’s in everyone’s best interests 
The general will ,will be what everyone's wants so everyone will follow it because it is what's best for society 

This will require
Need same levels of wealth in society 
Impossible to produce general will with extreme inequality 
Modern inequality is fine
Need wealth for shelter, independence of mind and materials 

Most important about the state- It tries to achive the general will being the rationaly, good of society( interest in which all citizens share)
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How human nature represents a turning point in political theory
Member of Scotish amendment 
In 1925

Publishes his in 1939
A failure 
At the end of his life it is not been embraced 
Fallen dead born from the press
Published in 3 volumes

Calls the investigations science human nature
Uses methods to uncover the essence of human nature
Implicit and roughly worked out 
Only focus on human nature
Unified theme 

History of knowledge
Skeptical thinker 
Skeptical on knowledge in general 
Tries to produce a constructive program 
Skeptical because
Basic principal of rationalism
The way to discover knowledge is to doubt anything you can, do not accept as anything that is true, that you can doubt.- Renee Descartes 
Everything is doubtable
One discovers knowledge on thinking of a given premises 
Hume represents a challenge to rationalism
He thinks -More to knowledge on what are senses tell us on knowledge 
Empiracalists
All we have is what are senses tell us about the world 
Need to understand the world if we want to know human nature

Empirical facts in the world
If we are to achieve the knowledge it Is by studying the facts of human behavior
Knowledge about morality 
Knowledge about justice 

Social contract main idea is an agreement
Agree to be governed in a certain way
Agree to in Hobbes
To give up our rights to do what we need to do to protect ourselves 
Designed to hold evil human nature
Agree to in Locke 
Agreeing to a system of laws 
Designed for property 
Agree to in Rousseau
 To help us survive 
working together to help with natural disasters
to deal with inconveniences of life
Need to know this to see how Hume transitions 

Hume rejects the social contract approach 
Hume can be seen as an early utilitarian 
A utilitarian is what we should aim to achieve is the greatest social good, 
Reason we have to support the government because its effectiveness promotes the greatest wealth out of the people 
Not a contract, it is producing wealth for populations or not 

Differences with Hobbes
States is not protecting us from each other
Its producing goods for all of us 
Trying to generate utility 
Not the use of force but a mechanism for producing good things

Relationship with Natural Law Theory
Political order is not construction of individual it is natural order
Whatever the natural order that arises it is a human product
Called constructivism
Hobbes is closest to constructivism 
Egoists trying to satisfy our desires or needs 
Human reason can derive from human nature 

Hume is going to say humans are far more generous then Hobbes thought they were
Hobbes thinks- we are appetite machines

Don’t look to history, look to people right now
Studying human institutions, judgments and sentiments and how they support institutions 
He sees that we have sympathy for other people 

Not the same as Lockes- 
I want to be with other people- approach
Not the same as respecting peoples property

Foundational claim of Human nature
Sympathy is an involuntary reaction to the joys or pains of others 

Famous for saying we have no proof for causality 
It happened every other time it will probably happen again
Never actually see causality, all we see is events 
You don’t see the forces 
You only have probably accounts on how humans will behave 

Sympathy and reasoning 
Human beings generally have sympathy for one another because we see them behave in that way 
If there is any then there is some sympathy 
Not going to argue that sympathy brings us together to form a state
We are naturally moral to some extent 
Easily gives away to self values
The setting up the state rises out of self interest, sympathy is an artificial virtue in society 
First set up laws out of selfishness
Out of awareness of that’s how we get what we want 
Sympathy transforms to accept the rules from self interest into justice into a properly moral mode 
Overtime you see hwo these laws have good moral effects
Moral of the state develops in an unknown way
Develops slowly
Compares to language
Reason is not the guide here, tried stuff out and certain stuff worked
Have a beginning situation with conflict, then develop laws then we feel certain things because of the laws, that reason why we accept the laws. Now we have a full idea of what the state should be like
Reason can never be the action or passion of the will 
We are driven by feeling, that is what makes us act- not reason 
Pain or pleasure that drives humans
That is how they fall into utilitarianism 
Since reason cannot produce action, it is a slave to the passions 
Reason dies our achievement of our passions 
Justice must arrive from passion 

A mans property is not naturally given thing, it is a moral relationship 
Need to understand justice before having a relationship with property 
Property is a development over time 

Contrast with social contract approach
State of nature we are not acting in self interest, rationally we figure out what to do
Hume- laws- allow us to satisfy ourselves better
No implicit moment of consent, government evolves gradually- Hume
Very influential step for modern conservatism 
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Social contract main idea is an agreement
Agree to be governed in a certain way
Agree to in Hobbes

To give up our rights to do what we need to do to protect ourselves 
Agree to in Locke 
Agreeing to a system of laws 
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Experiments with the shocks, people pushing the button didn’t know they were apart of the experiment
Individuals should not be tricked into doing things
We should be able to decide what we want to do 
Experiment shows how easily people come to authority and give u there moral reasoning 

Autonomy is crucial to Kantian ethics 
Foundation for his theory 

What is autonomy?
Ability to make your own choices
Ability to seek your own interests 
To be an automatist is to use your reason to make good decisions 
Not about just doing what you want it is the ability to rational think of alternative courses of action and decide which one is the right course of action 
Autonomy is the capacity of your mind
Has to do with the quality of your decisions

Kant’s moral theory 
The way we understand morals, and think was radicly changed by him
Nature was formed by order- use our reason to tell us how we should act (previous thinkers, Aristotle, plato..)
Science proved that nature isn’t set up for us, 
Lose our sense of harmony with the universe 
We had to use our reason to see the order of the universe, now it changes with science
Question raised if we are not part of a plan, part of the order of the universe
Kant represents a new way to find our uniqueness, not that we are cosmic order of the universe, he does it by saying reason give us access to freedom 
Through this freedom we can maintain our dignity as human beings, reason doesn’t discover our true place in the universe but allows us to discover our freedom and escape our causal determinism of the universe
Reason is what is unique to humans and is shared by all humans, and it will be the only legit source of authority 
There is a universal humanity- all have the same capacity 
Everyone can develop autonomy, if they cant then they are not brave enough, or they are too lazy 
Consequence is all humans must be treated in the same way
Everything must be distributed equally 
The nature of human perception shapes how we see the world
Ex. Colour is not in the world, only in the world for eyes, every perception will shape the world in some way, the perception are in categories .
The perception of objects in space is a human thing
Because the way we are we see the world in a different way 

What gives an act, moral worth?
What makes a virtuous person?
Not what they do but why they do it
Someone who keeps there promises out of the fear f being punished is not moral, they only do it out of their own interests, it is selfish 
You have to do the right act for the right reason 
You are immoral if you do things out of the wrong reasons, 
It’s the quality of the motif that matters, not the consequences
What matters is why you did it 
You respect people because they are autonomists
It is wrong to use people that are autonomists for a means of an end , they are ends of themselves 
Humans are the highest good
Humans are ends of themselves, and if you use them then they are no longer an end
Fundamental point that will shape Kant’s theory 

How does reason work things out
Not because it produces good feelings- Hume 
One must act instead out of wanting to do what is right
Cant do something for the consequences, must do it for the right
It means we must act out of duty
A good person has good will- kant
A good will can only be good, and cant be used for anything else 
A good will is good within itself 
Example- if your doing something and you don’t want to do it, then its more likely that you should be doing it 
When we act morally we act our of respect for morality itself 
It is what distinguishes our self from animals 
You do good because you want to be good and respect morality 
Wanting to do the right thing is not enough, but because you recognize it’s the right thing

How do we figure out what the right thing to do is?
Categorical comparative is Kant’s theory 
Tells us what we must do
Moral goods should not be contingent 
a categorical comparative is not simple 
not the same as the golden rule- do what others as what others would do to you (this is emotion)
His is logic 
Example lying- if you own money, and lie that you don’t have it. What is everyone lied when it was convenient to them, the consequences would be that there would be no more promises 
If everyone lied then the goal would vanish, and there would be no reason to do it anymore- this is the categorical comparison
The experience machine- hook up to a machine that gives us happiness
You are the author of your life and this makes us humans

Kant’s Politics 
Any political system that gets in the way of our autonomy is out of the picture for Kant 
Any political system has to be compatible with our human autonomy 
The political system doesn’t have to produce human autonomy it just has to be compatible with it 
Autonomy and political freedom are not the same thing 
There are laws against doing something 
No political or social system should get in the way of our autonomy 

Essay
Written just after the French revolution
The concern of the essay is to show the relationship of theory and morality practice, the relationship of cosmopolitan, relationship of state politics, and relationship of international politics 
Politics between states rather then just within them
Good theory always applies in practice- prove this in essay 
Theory fails to do this, takes in experience, and not enough theory (theory is too thin) 
Any moral theory that has duties that we must follow, these must be possible for people to do 
The motivation is what counts, why you do the action is what counts, not the result
Kant believe there is a single human nature that is universal 
We can ground our morals and politics from this nature
The human nature is a regulative ideal
This means that from this human nature, in politics, we can not derive and explicit content 
Can not have rules for all times and places
The rules that are derived must meet some basic constraints 
A priori- something you know prior from experience 
A Political order is a system of laws

Previous thinkers vs. Kant 
Kant follows Hobbes and locke
Derives from a Kind of social contract
Crutial is the consent of the government
Essay cont.
Contract produces constitutional system of laws
It is a regulative law
Not actual contract, explicit or applied
Use it as a way to figure out what the right laws are
Nervous about radical over hall of political structures
Social contract -A test that any policy must meet if it is to be legit 

Laws of state
Three principals of the state 
The freedom of every human being of society
the equality with each of all in subject 
must all be equally treated with the state
Everyone is an independent citizen 
We can not use each other as a means
Autonomy, equality and independence therefore the social contract idea as regulative takes the form of
If the law is framed that people can not give it its consent then it is unjust
If the law can be agreed upon then the law must be followed
Use the social contract to judge any law that we must apply 
Alost like the general law of Rousseau 
Laws must respect our autonomy 
We can still be autonomist even when there are rules stopping us from doing things
Only because a problem when state stops us from judging different goals of life
No one can tell you what is valuable in your life, you should be able to go and get the good life as long as you don’t interrupt anyone else from finding their good life – crucial to western philosophy 
Some amount of negative activity aloud
Need to see beyond our own needs and see the needs of others
Introducing the right kind of actions on others
Limitations on our actions when we consider our political liberty
To be autonomists we have to act in a way that can be universalized 
Because ours and others autonomy is equal, then the state must respect all of our autonomies
The only thing a state does is protects each persons ability to protect their good 
Must have the power to force the limits on our action 
Kant is suspicious of democracies 
Democracy is dangerous because majorities decide what gets done in the state, not having the minorities in mind
And everyone’s autonomy must be equalized 
So there must be a limitation on democracy 
What to do about this flaw in government
It means limiting power of the majority 
For this reason why he hates constitutional system of laws, messes with peoples rights
What matters is our equality before the law
We must be equal before the law and that law must protect our freedom
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He is responsible for producing Marx
Part of the Communitarian tradition 

How does he represent the communitarian strand
He is concerned about the way our social relations make us into certain type of people

Kant vs. Hagel
Both explore the tension of the form and potential of the modern state and the new focus on the importance of political freedom 
How do we both have a state and freedom
Kant
Lawful authority of state
Civil society, we have free individuals striving from each other 
Only at state level that there is an interest to what unites us
Morality we create in our own
State that is lawful able to make us pursue what is good or moral
Critique- relies on a historic of the south 
Hagel
Regards the state as the universal expression of our fundamental expressions
Universal institution expressing our ultimate goals
Individual and state morality are connected
The state Is the objectification of our moral principals 
Self and human nature is historically contingent 
Trying to bridge a gap through two schools of thought 

Have to worry how freedom is embodied into structures of society 
The goal is only attainable if we see nature itself as having a foundation in mind 
If the highest spiritual ( moral freedom) must be in harmony with nature itself and with the progress of history 
Human consciousness is part of the order of nature 
He is serious about understanding everything in a whole
We achieve history through our reason 

History 
A teleological process
It has a direction and a goal 
Trying to work out contradictions
Direction of history is towards ever increasing freedom of human beings 
Freedom for all humans is the goal for history
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19th century Liberalism View
How does he fit with the liberal tradition?

utilitarianism 
Mill is a utilitarianism 
When we way the cost and benefits of something, then we are calculating the utility of something
You consider your options and choose the best overall choice
Ex. Torture- causes pain and harm but produces benefits
All war or many wars are utilitarian calculation 
Kill people, so the judgment is that it will prevent more suffering 
Not the right approach- rights are being sacrificed for a greater good
The final act you choose should produce the greatest total amount of happiness 
The state should do the same thing- political theory 
Involves examining the effects of the action on everyone that will be effected by it 
Give us a scientific political theory – utilitarianism view
Overall happiness can be calculated and how to maximize it
Bentham- ruler and decider in all things (utilitarianism)
Can guide our decisions 
Political operations of the state- need utilitarianism 

Background
Begins with Jeremy Bentham
He was one of mills tutors
Mills education was odd, his father wanted to raise a perfectly rational child. Had him homeschooled, 
They are both in a post revolutionary period, believes in rights, was fading  
Science and manufacturing is happening, a new sense of having luxuries and pleasure can be bought and maximized 
Starting to create more goods, and sources of entertainment
Science- rise of power, can do a lot for us, all we need to be is scientifically to find out how to organize society 
Mill is a reformed liberalist 

Reverse of Kant’s theory (he sais consequences don’t matter)
We are not seeking national guidelines to produce moral people (kant), we are producing a happy society)

Consequentialist approach
Seems negative but maybe it is producing more good in the long term 
Ex. Most environment problems
About the consequences when framed with way 

Liberty
What should make one happy and what shouldn’t
All pleasure is not of the same quality 
Have to reject the idea of human rights
They are misleading philosophical fictions, don’t explain the real interests in commitments, duties in the state 
This is why they depart from early liberalism 
Care about freedom but on a different basis
Wrote about liberty
Protect freedom because doing so creates the best over all society 
Not going to protect it because of rights 
In our liberty, we can use one principal to determine when the state can limit liberty 
Is to prevent harm to others 
State can only intervene when there is harm being done 

Paternalistic view
Tell people what to do so doesn’t hurt others
Do whatever you want as long as it doesn’t hurt others
Smoking, speed limits, 
Hard to have actions that only effect oneself 
Only worry about direct harm and not indirect harm 
View can be to strict or too lenient 
Some activities that are acceptable even though they do constitute harm to others
Ex. Contact sports, 
There are things that do not hurt other people that should not be allowed
Ex. Nudity, 
Debate hinges on the definition of harm 
Inaction causing harm
Get rid of harm and increase pleasure 

Issue of utilitarianism
What are the consequences that count?
How do we way consequences against each other

How do we do it (maximize Pleasure)?
Go out and study philosophy 
Going to need to know what makes you happy in the end
Worry less about creating pleasure then avoiding pain

Why is happiness the ultimate good?
The reason happiness is the goal is because it is the ultimate intrinsic good, not instrumental to something else

How do we calculate whether we are making more happiness?
People count equally 
Pain counts as a negative in the equation 
Heathens is the term for the evil and good
Limits to measure our pleasure or pain 

4 ways to measure 
scale that measures intensity 
duration 
fruitfulness 
does this pleasure lead to other pleasures
the likely hood that your action will produce a pleasure 

as he gets older he becomes wary of generic units of pleasure 

he has come to the realization that pleasures have different qualities 
it doesn’t matter where it comes from pleasure is the same
he starts to think that this isn’t right
the quality of the pleasure should also be important 
more intrinsically valuable then others
need to seek the right kind of pleasures

Human Nature
How do we distinguish from higher and lower pleasures
What are the higher pleasures
Intellect
Imagination 
Moral sentiments 
Not better then others because they produce better pleasures, they have a higher quality 
Higher quality pleasure is preferable 
Ask someone who has experienced both to find out what has better quality 
We gain knowledge that we would not give up, even if not knowing that knowledge would make us happier 
The more faculties you develop the harder it is to satisfies them 
It requires more to make you happy
Higher pleasures, you learn how to appreciate them 
No one want to go back to the easier pleasures
Need to maintain our capability if we want to maximize our pleasures 
You have to experience them to learn to like them 
Need to the social conditions to exist so they can gain those pleasures 
Everyone has the capability to do this

You have to consider the effect on everyone concerned 
What maximizes other peoples pleasure is the right way to go 
Maximizes pleasure when you give it to someone else and it makes them happier then it would have made you

Justice
Justice can be Social utilities of a different quality but only when compared to other pleasure producing things in classes 
More important and imperative then any others 
Different in degree and kind 
A new kind of utility, value is how it promoted the happiness of people living in the state
Have to treat people fairly, promotes their happiness
Produced social utility that it makes peoples lives better but only when measured in a certain way
What makes us happy
He sais, Certain classes of moral rules, 
Prevents us from being randomly hurt by other people makes us happy 
Makes us happy that our property is secure and wont be taken 
This includes moral rules, having rules makes us happier
Rule Utilitarianism  
Weigh the pleasure and pain by asking what would happen if it were a rule 
What would be the overall effect if everyone lied
Promise breaking can be wrong in this scheme 
Morality 
Not concerned with the regulation of action but the development of the character 
Having a certain kind of character in the society promoted happiness overall 
Creates more happiness in the long run 
It is important that you are the right kind of people not that you do the right kind of thing

Problems
How do you calculate whether you are making more happiness
Prediction problem 
Distribution problem  
How to distribute pleasure evenly 
What justifies an equal distribution of pleasure
Is it maximizing overall happiness
Ex. By spreading the wealth or maximize it in other ways 
Capitalism, small amount of people getting really rich, soon they wont have time to spend it on things they use, that is when they will start working less. This is the limit in wealth accumulating in too few hands. This is not true
Does it matter that happiness isn’t spread equally
Depending on how specific the rule is, you can justify anything, what is the limit on the specificity of the rule?
[bookmark: _GoBack]Ex. General rules that effect a certain type of person or group
  


[bookmark: _WNSectionTitle_19][bookmark: _WNTabType_18]John Stuart Mill	


