
What is Goodness?

*something about ethics and aesthetics that are similar; art not all about beauty; aesthetics do not have to boil down to the beautiful

*value has to be primary in philosophy; have pictured philosophy so far as being a type of science; clarifying things so we can go about doing science

*Murdoch very much a Platonist; used to be a bisexual, card-carrying Communist; free spirit; love, beauty, goodness most important values; died with Alzheimer’s

*book comprised of three essays about value theory; against Russell; says axiology is the primary part of philosophy; speaks to us most directly; on the level where virtually anyone can relate

Perfection:

*philosophy and progress; in science, you can chart progress; strict skeptic: “how do we know if it’s really progress if we don’t even know if we exist?” if it does not produce any sort of progress, it is not necessarily scientific; pseudo sciences that do not produce any progress or value

*Murdoch: philosophy makes no progress and people delight in it; philosophical proof is up for debate; doesn’t go anywhere; moves in double motion; shadows what is going on in science; tries to go to the beginning; both of these movements are essential to philosophy

*Berkeley: idealist; perceptions of the world are the world; movement of expansion; “I have a theory on how the world works; contraction: Russell and Moore; does not progress in the same way as science; it is expansion and contraction; goes back to the basic questions

*Murdoch’s book is a contractive book in philosophy; will critique view of human psychology and human philosophy; a contraction on a contraction; Russell’s view produced a picture of human nature that she will critique

*going back to basics; what is the source of the problem? twentieth century philosophy of the mind; forms basis of discussions of ethics; rests on human nature

*human nature generates theory of ethics; problem: theory of mind; produced picture of soul that makes certain values non-expressive; there are important values which cannot be expressed with picture of philosophy we have in mind

*could give us a different picture of the soul, which would be able to account for robust axiological values (love, beauty, goodness)

*largely doing the work of criticism; show why it falls short; why these values are important to us

*where is she coming from? she was a kind of Platonist; comes after the Russell who was skeptical of Moore’s metaethics; not literally in it; Murdoch will call Moore the frame of the picture; major statement of moral philosophy; largely been history of people beating up on Moore; say he gets it wrong for various reasons; says Moore is not particularly helpful

*Murdoch: many of Moore’s beliefs are unspeakable; sides with him on almost every point; Murdoch gives absolutely no shits about what you think

*what happened after Moore: became attracted to the idea that goodness was not a free-standing quality; totally reducible to human will

*example: we spend time keeping pandas alive; have little contribution to the biosphere; but we like them; “pandas: fuck yeah!”

*sounds tidy; reduce goodness to human intent; how can goodness exist and be universal?

*Wittgenstein: would be killing Italians and writing philosophy; published one book; life was so weird; contributed the notion that when you make a value claim, you are making a statement about how the world relates to each other

*can boil down goodness and make it disappear according to a theory of the mind; deduction also happens in novel writing as well; the heroes of novels reflect what is going on in philosophy; art affecting philosophical ideas

*theory of human nature: what defines man? modern moral human is defined by clarity of his/her intention; if I have a goal, I stand in respect to it in a certain way; reduces to movement of his overtly choosing will; will as a movement of willing; what is the true Prof. McLennan? a process of willing

*at a very base level, you are just a process of willing; all desires; psychoanalysis is where we get some of these ideas; will is primary; also have ideas and beliefs; once you boil it down, I’m just a mass of desire and striving

*really, all about sex and food and going to the bathroom; all beliefs can shape away from the basic idea of people

*if I’m defined by my will, I try to get what I want; I can reasonably deal with other people in order to get what I want; but I still want food; that is how people think about morality

*ethics is all about attaining the good for me as pertains to what I desire; contemporary heroes aim at being realists; people making rational decisions about how they get what they want; self-realization, self maximization; how do you maximize your goals?

*ethics boils down to the will with reason, desires, beliefs; ultimately, we’re willing beings

*Murdoch: empirical (people aren’t like that; example: people connive and plan to get what they want; basically describing an army of sociopaths; arguably, she’s right based on human psychology); philosophical (the arguments aren’t convincing); moral (not good that people think this way; if people are telling you that it’s all about achieving your goals, might not be the best; what should you value in this life? maybe that’s how we should think about morals)

*keystone of view of human nature: must be analysed in terms of where they come from; inner must be thought of as parasitic upon the outer reality; example: if I did not see red things, I would have no reason to be acquainted with the outside world; according to this picture of human nature, all my ideas are generated by my interaction with the world; mere shadow of the outer life

*fine over a certain range of ideas; can go way too far; make everything inner dependent on the outer

*doing moral psychology; branch of ethics concerned with morally relevant properties of human psychology; example: legal responsibilities; seven year old crashes car into school; was the kid responsible? 

*inner life parasitic upon outer life; leaves something to be desired; provides case study; provides thought experiment

*mother in law (M) resents daughter in law (D); D too common; M’s behaviour impeccable in all counts; always treats her with respect; if D dies and M says “I spent all this time criticising her; maybe I missed all of her good qualities; maybe she was a genuine kind of person;” reevaluates her; change is entirely inward; never treated D badly; what is the point of the thought experiment?

*inner life relates to the actual table; ethics manner of outward behaviour; M has begun to reevaluate daughter in law after death; evaluate M’s change of heart

*if we can agree that it is possible to maintain this façade, we can ask ourselves “what is prompting the reevaluation?” she’s not acting any differently; change of heart is good because it is motivated by good things; not actually done anything; just having an inner change motivated by justice; motivated by something moral; something not observable 

*can never become perfect at something; can always move closer towards them; love not enough; love is an infinitely perfectable kind of process; will always have to keep working on being charitable, etc. 

*nature just about willing things to be good? goodness closer to what Moore is talking about; it is a universal; not always in the world

*example: donate to MSF; do good work; at first donate because it is a good thing they do; if my inner state changed, and I start doing it because I’ll get lots of sex from it, is there something wrong with that?

*if it’s kind of worse, that means there are value judgements that are directed towards universals rather than outward goods

*is someone a good person if they have awful thoughts but they are working to suppress those thoughts and act towards good?

