
What is Good?

*essays due in one week!!

*value of philosophy to questions of value more generally; contain fair bit of overlap; can’t avoid the other areas; can’t really isolate them in practice

*practicing axiology: may be unrigorous in a radical sense; true insofar as it lines up with facts; example: “the cat is on the mat” is only true if the cat is actually on a mat; by definition, value claims are based on value; can’t match them up with facts; if we accept his theory of truth, it is not clear if value claims are actually true

*not true; not false; neither true nor false; example: all unicorns are spectacular; neither true nor false as unicorns don’t exist

*if Russell is right about this, perhaps the whole of axiological claims might be neither true nor false; example: good is better than bad; a priori claim; can’t test claim against facts; is axiology even possible? does it produce knowledge?

*will explore that for the rest of the course; keep its possibility on the back burner

*do the texts of Murdoch and Eagleton give any truth about the world? moral relativist: morality boils down to what you think and feel; need right and wrong to be right and wrong or else we would have no bearing; example: female genital mutation

*have to go back and talk about G.E. Moore (partner in the revolt against idealism)

*wrote the Principia Ethica; Russell used many of his ideas; expressing Moorian view of axiology; for axiology to be a science, then something like what Moore says has to be true, but it’s not; Russell retains belief that Moore goes as close as we can get to axiology being a sort of science

*Moore: ethics rests upon notion of goodness; goodness is non-natural; not supernatural; not in nature; natural goodness: eating while hungry; goodness not in the eating of the sandwich; ultimately reduces down to some intrinsic notion of goodness; if something is instrumentally good, it serves a purpose; if something is intrinsically good, it is good in and of itself

*example: Prof. McLennan changing son; son is happy; makes Prof. McLennan happy; could argue that is intrinsically good; his happiness does not serve a purpose

*what is intrinsically good? act of self-sacrifice? existing? if good is better than bad and we have a duty to produce more good, would we produce more children (if existing was considered instrumentally good)? could lead us down a strange path

*if someone would live their entire lives suffering, would they want to live? how do you compare the two states? better for whom?

*if anything, it’s intrinsically valuable; if everything is instrumentally valuable, would go into the paradox of infinite regression; when you don’t have a reason, you’ve hit the intrinsic good

*there are things that are good just because; makes some things un-analyzable; can analyze description to its elementary facets; can’t break it down any further once you get there; reach a point where the goodness just is; example: feeding apple to a horse; goodness of the experience is self-evident

*when people talk about intrinsic goodness in philosophy today, it refers mainly to environment ethics; have to believe nature is intrinsically valuable in order to be against the instrumental use of the environment; is HIV intrinsically good? is natural, has a purpose

*can also talk about a rock, lake as being good; complexity of a virus could impress

*do people lose intrinsic value if there are too many people? if there was one garbage-eating wasp, does its value increase? has no significant biological footprint

*example: do we let the pandas die out? they don’t have a huge ecological footprint; would be better for the rest of the world; tendency to think of the “isness” in natural objects; even though we don’t believe in intrinsic value, we act as though we do

*Moore will give very vague advice; have to bring more goodness in the world

*naturalistic fallacy: when we see that something is good, usually believe that it must come from nature; example: switched to organic milk because it comes from nature; not necessarily better because it’s natural; example: cancer, HIV, vomiting, diarrhea; everything that happens in the world is natural to some degree; what the hell does it mean when someone says it is “unnatural?”

*example: if you are using a natural organ and saying that using it for a purpose that is not its intended purpose is wrong, wind up with a lot of absurdities; example: resting glasses on ears; wearing clothes

*axiology: not reducible to metaphysics; does not mean that ethics will not raise metaphysical questions

*Moore: think about living in a world with wine, feeding apples to horses; Moore is a consequentialist (ethics is all about the consequences); does not tell us how to solve real questions (abortion, human clothing, etc.); hedonist does not have to be a raging drunk; can live hedonistic lifestyle by gaining pleasure from knowledge

*when Russell makes comments in his book on value of philosophy, mainly referring to Moore; becomes skeptical; for moral claims to be grounded, they would have to be grounded in something similar to Moore’s version of good

*when I am making a moral statement, really saying that “it greatly upsets me;” Russell never solved the problem of solving the link; still believed in what he believed in; still fought for his moral beliefs

*applied ethicists do not wait for the medical ethicists; will give theories for moral issues; will apply their theories in practical settings

*example: human beings have free will and are morally responsible; that’s an axiom; self-evident; basic idea is that you can’t go on asking questions until the end of time; at some point, you have to begin

*in a lot of cases, people will just pick a theory and running with it; does leave you open to philosophical criticism

*question of whether or not beauty equates to the good; detachable in principle; some things can be beautiful but not necessarily good; example: HIV at the microscopic level; beautiful painting of a horrible war scene; pyramids built with slave labour in Egypt

*aesthetics also concern the sublime; comes from Kant; if you are looking at vast field of stars, you have intuition of infinite magnitude; problem is that you have the intuition of the infinite that you get through your reason; encounter things in nature and art that demands that you imagine something that you can’t imagine; beauty connotes a type of pleasurable experience; vastness of stars at night seem to go on forever

*infinite kind of makes you feel insignificant; sublime: sentiment of pleasure and pain; does not imply unmixed sense of pleasure; is in its own domain

*Murdoch: both art and moral psychology are essential philosophical pursuits

