
Recap:

*theme of universals; Murdoch is a certain kind of Platonist; axiological goodness is real; belong in the ontology; subsist; axiological can be more important than science; science is awesome, but literature is more important

*based upon philosophy of mind where inner life of the mind are parasitic upon outward experience; Russell: can’t really know that something exists

*self boils down to the will; coextensive with the things that are willed; stand in for empty categories; describing outward actions; nothing going on, so to speak

*Murdoch: should not think of ourselves in that way for moral reasons

*how does she attack this moral psychology; have a kind of goodness that is entirely in the inner life of the person; has an inner change; change from being disdainful to perhaps even loving her; not derived from action; totally within her; as long as change motivated by love; all associate it as being good; assigning value to purely inner change; contemporary picture has to be wrong on some level

Lecture Notes: 

*there are potentially inner actions that are good; why are they good? if the picture is right, goodness all boils down to the way in which I stand in respect to objects; because we can have inner changes, this means we are working with universals when we are orienting ourselves; morality about the supersensible world

*if we’re talking about goodness and we introduce perfection, it destroys the concept; cannot bring in an outside element; can the concept of goodness can be elicited from outside experience? to an extent; but our notion of what is good comes from within; there has to be a role for universals to play; not reducible to experience

*never get to the end of the road when you have a moral goal in mind; if I want to be just, how can I do that? I can always be more just; we can never achieve these tasks that we set out for ourselves; we should try harder rather than outright give up; will never measure up to the task; can always be better

*can always be better in inner life as well

All You Need is Love:

*love central facet of the inner moral life; expression of love is virtually impossible; would just be like people physically getting married; people having sex; disappears as it turns into just something that happens in the world; and if someone gets divorced, the love is gone

*example: Prof. McLennan loves his son; has to clean the shit from his balls; does this have something to do with love; represents love as a practice

*we have the individual and the idea of perfection; combining perfection and the individual; love is knowledge; way in which I stand with respect to the individual to whom I love

*people make romantic love an end goal; people can have intimate encounters without there being love; desire cannot be a full equation

*love not desiring a person; means you want to overcome the individual; what if love was letting a person be? each person has their own way of being; wanting the person to be who they are in the most maximal sense; purely in terms of wanting them to be who they are

*other directed love; sounds right; culture narcissistic; often think of love in terms of ourselves; Murdoch: “I love this person; let me describe them”

*in principle, love letter should be “you you you;” if you only talk about yourself, it’s a crappy love letter

*love is basically totally other directed; wanting to stand in respect to the other person where the goodness of that person is able to be seen

*so far, love seems kind of lonely, may be something 

*if I want to be a better partner, that doesn’t mean that I’m already there; it means that I’m oriented towards it

*basically defined by attention; if I love somebody, I appreciate them for who and what they are; if you can make reasons as to why you love someone, do you really love them? can’t make qualities that would represent your love; “consider the person that I love and you’ll understand why I love them”

*two people appreciating each other is not a relationship; but that’s not what Murdoch is saying; defining love rather than a relationship

*if love is a relation of contemplation, can contemplation be perfect; when you say “I love you;” to a person, you’re saying “I’m still in a relationship of contemplation with you and I’ll try to do better

*example: partner is throwing up in a toilet; to say “you’re a work of art” is a difficult task; unrequited love is almost too easy; never tested in terms of the nitty gritty

*just because you love someone doesn’t mean that you don’t have other feelings; example: people who are friendzoned being sexually frustrated

*always run the risk of using each other people when you interact with them; you can use people without treating them as objects; there can be love without lacking desire

*have to love philosophy in order to do it; won’t make money from it

*can distinguish between these different types of love; some tied to the body; some disinterested; love ultimately taking Murdoch’s point of view to let be

