Phil 2700F Final Notes
Much of moral philosophy focuses on the relationship between obligation/right and value/good.  Obligation/Right refers to actions that permissible and comparing them to impermissible ones.  Value/Good  refers to evaluating states of affairs.
Bentham
Consequentialism
You only figure out what your obligation is once you know what is valuable or good because it produces the most valuable states of affairs.
The priority of the good over the right
Bentham believes that the right is derivative of the good
Theory of the Good
Hedonism
Hedonism in the everyday sense is irrelevant to philosophical view.  The philosophical view refers to things that people enjoy.
Pleasure is the higher good, everything is instrumentally valuable whether it be an end result of not
Good= Pleasure
Bad=Pain
A psychological hedonist is someone that pursues pleasure and avoids pain
Ethical Hedonist says that pleasure is valuable and pain is invaluable.
Hedonism as a Value Theory
What gives you pleasure could be something selfish or have other regards
We should be non-judgemental of pleasures because the only way to justify pleasure is pleasure itself
Tying Hedonism to the class
Should we say that some pleasures are good and bad or should be non-judgemental? Dworkins anti-hedonist challenge model says not.  
Impact model vs Challenge Model
Virtuous = Excellence

Example
Compare an aid worker in Haiti to a celebrity
Bentham/Hedonist would argue that celebrity life is better because they can achieve maximum pleasure and that virtue is irrelevant.
Anti-Hedonist would say aid worker may be happier because it is more virtuous
Details about Bentham
Value is determined by the quantity of pleasure but some of our pleasures/pains outweigh others.  He justifies his view through quantitative math, or Hedonist Calculus.
Pleasure X Factor Value
Variables
Intensity
Duration
Certainty
Propinquity /Nearness(Evil Religion)
Fecundity (doing it will equal more pleasure later)
Purity(is it a mix of pleasure and pain)
Extent(# of people) 

The outcome determines our actions or how we value someone’s life
For Bentham, Pleasure and happiness are used interchangeably. 
When assessing Hedonisms as a value theory we can revisit the experience machine.  A Hedonist would enter the machine.
Utilitarianism
Bentham is a utilitarian
The rightness or wrongness of each action is determined by the principle of utility.


Critiques
Act utilitarianism provides max utility but may be the wrong thing to do
John Stuart Mill
Saw himself as a populator of Bentham’s theory of utilitarianism.  Mill also defended Bentham’s theory against attackers, such as Carlyle.  Carlyle proposed the pig philosophy
	Hedonistic theory of good wedded to consequentialism which produces utilitarian’s.
	It produces utility in the same way a pig would, which is degrading to mankind.
Mill thinks that this is misunderstanding of hedonism as it appears to be based solely of physical pain and pleasure.  Mill says that pleasure is complex.
Mill says the way to judge value is pleasure.
Mill`s innovation as orthodoxy of Bentham`s theory is when Mill attempts to redefine Bentham
Hedonism
Mill thinks that you can judge pleasures and still be a hedonist.  This is known as qualitative hedonism.
There are such things as higher-order pleasures.
Higher Pleasures
Pleasures that you get from activities that indirectly involve human capacity

Two lives with the same level of pleasure, but one has a higher-quality, that is the live that is more valuable. A person with a lower quality can still have a more valuable life if the quality of their life becomes higher.
Example
``it is better to be a dissatisfied Socrates than a satisfied fool``
Example
“ Better to be a dissatisfied human being than a pig”
Mill proposes animalistic pleasures are different from human pleasures which he used to rebut, but ultimately agrees, Carlyle.
Qualitative Hedonism
“ We cant worry about the quantity of pleasures but also the quality of pleasures”
Mill argues that there are different kinds of pleasures. It is determined by:
Competent Judges Choices
If competent judges tend to support one pleasure than it is higher order pleasure
You are a competent judge is you have experienced both pleasure and pain but you pick one over the other, therefore it is higher.  If a competent judge doesn’t want to exchange pleasure for another, it is a higher order pleasure
What makes people choose one over another is the human sense of dignity
Problems
Once you say that pleasures are qualitative you have to import an external source to judge pleasure, it is no longer hedonist?
Rousseau
Rousseau had a large impact on Kant’s moral theory
He introduced:
· Freedom as autonomy(self-rule) not heteronomy(others-rule)
Rousseau said that agency/choice is autonomous and that dictates freedom.
Social Contract
Normal political policy should look for a way that people should come together with laws, rules, etc. without sacrificing freedom
“One is more free with laws than in the state of nature” - - > It is safer in a system with enforced laws than a society without.
Rousseau’s view is paradoxical because our perception of freedom is different than his.

Rousseau uses autonomy to do this:
These rules help you to govern yourself   OR live by laws that we create
The way we conform to others is a form of slavery.  Or a state that is complete lawlessness is slavery.  When human behaviour is dictated by impulses we are no more free than a squirrel, therefore we are slaves.  Therefore, being able to do whatever you want is not freedom because all decisions are made by impulses or heteronomy. 
Rousseau(and Kant) believe that human conception of freedom is incorrect.  Rather that the human conception of freedom is actually slavery.
“ Freedom is obedience to the law for oneself”
Autonomy is the obedience to laws you prescribe to yourself
Rousseau says:
This passage of nature into civil state produces a remarkable change in humanity for substituting justice for instinct.
This shifts the questions “What can I get? And what do I want?” to “What is the right thing to do?”

Only when the voice of duty replaces physical impulses and right of appetite does man, who until then finds themselves forced to act on different principles, and to consult his reason before listening to his inclination
Moral freedom truly means freedom and the alternative is slavery
	Slavery(Heteronomy) 
	Freedom ( Autonomy)

	Appetite
Instinct
	Right 
Justice

	Inclination
	Reason

	Impulse
	Duty

	Immature
	Mature



Kant says:
This freedom is what sets humans apart from beasts.  Humans are above beasts if they make decisions of reason (strong evaluation)
The ones is bold at the bottom of the table are Kant’s addition 
We have to put a constraint on our thoughts/actions that rein in your life
Consequentialism vs. Deontology 
Consequentialism - - > The Good is determined by the right
Deontology - - > The priority of the right over the good

Kant
“ The only thing that is good without qualification is a good will”
Therefore, virtuous traits(courage, generosity) or states of affairs(pleasure) are vulnerable to disregarding constraints.
Do the right thing because it is the right thing to do.  It is not benevolence, he is talking about the right to do the right thing.
Kant plays off Rousseau’s dualistic approach.
Every other thing that is good (virtuous and states of affairs) is disregarding constrains are permissible 
Kant’s Qualification
There are a lot of things that are good with a qualification that they are permissible
Kant says that the left side of Rousseau’s chart(heteronomy) is amoral not immoral.
Formulation of humanity/Principle of Morality
“ We shouldn’t treat people as means only, but as ends in themselves”
People have intrinsic value(ends in themselves) and people have instrumental value/importance(extrinsic)
“Dignity beyond all price” means that you can’t do cost-benefit analysis, like in Hedonism
We have to set aside our instrumental and that shift takes from amoral to moral.  Morality is autonomy because we ask what constraints to I have to put on myself to promote the unviability/respect for others.
Morality of others cannot be calculated by cost-benefit.
Categorical Imperative
The first aspect of the categorical imperative is Universal Law
Universal Law
Kant's first formulation of the CI states that you are to “act only in accordance with that maxim through which you can at the same time will that it become a universal law.”
First, formulate a maxim that enshrines your reason for acting as you propose. Second, recast that maxim as a universal law of nature governing all rational agents, and so as holding that all must, by natural law, act as you yourself propose to act in these circumstances. Third, consider whether your maxim is even conceivable in a world governed by this law of nature. If it is, then, fourth, ask yourself whether you would, or could, rationally will to act on your maxim in such a world. If you could, then your action is morally permissible.
If your maxim fails the third step, you have a ‘perfect’ duty admitting “of no exception in favor of inclination” to refrain from acting on it. If your maxim fails the fourth step, you have an ‘imperfect’ duty requiring you to pursue a policy that can admit of such exceptions. If your maxim passes all four steps, only then is acting on it morally permissible
Act in a way that is instrumentally rationale…, but don’t treat people as means to an end.
Second Principle of Categorical Imperative is the formulation of humanity.
Formula of Humanity
This formulation states that we should never act in such a way that we treat Humanity, whether in ourselves or in others, as a means only but always as an end in itself. This is often seen as introducing the idea of “respect” for persons, for whatever it is that is essential to our Humanity. Kant was clearly right that this and the other formulations bring the CI ‘closer to intuition’ than the Universal Law formula. Intuitively, there seems something wrong with treating human beings as mere instruments with no value beyond this. But this very intuitiveness can also invite misunderstandings.
There emerges a duality as people are not just instrumental but important to not only your importance
Absolute worth: People are important independent of our ends
It has to matter independently of us because it’s an objective of the will.  Therefore it can serve as a universal law. 
We all have the same insistence of intrinsic motivation.  The objective in the sense it is exterior to us.
“We have absolute worth because resist it in ourselves”
It is hard to disagree with Kant’s formulation of not treating people as a means only.
We would be disregarding someone if we treated them as a means only  - - > “Dignity beyond all price”
Formula of Autonomy
The third formulation of the CI is “the Idea of the will of every rational being as a will that legislates universal law.” Although Kant does not state this as an imperative as he does in the other formulations, it is easy enough to put it in that form: Act so that through your maxims you could be a legislator of universal laws. This sounds very similar to the first formulation. However, in this case we focus on our status as universal law givers rather than universal law followers. This is of course the source of the very dignity of Humanity Kant speaks of in the second formulation. A rational will that is merely bound by universal laws could act accordingly from natural and non-moral motives, such as self-interest. But in order to be a legislator of universal laws, such contingent motives, motives that rational agents such ourselves may or may not have, must be set aside. Hence, we are required according to this formulation to conform our behavior to principles that express this autonomy of the rational will — its status as a source of the very universal laws that obligate it. As with the Humanity formula, this new formulation of the CI does not change the outcome, since each is supposed to formulate the very same moral law, and in some sense “unite” the other formulations within it. Kant takes each formulation that succeeds the first in its own way to bring the moral law “closer to feeling”. The autonomy formula presumably does this by putting on display the source of our dignity and worth, our status as free rational agents who are the source of the authority behind the very moral laws that bind us.
Principle of Morality
The intrinsic importance is rationale in nature, which is the supreme limiting condition of every person’s freedom of action
Inclination/Duty
Circumstances or limiting conditions on our inclination while limiting actions
Bentham would argue that we should do whatever will optimize utility.  Bentham would say that they have to live a live by avoiding inclination or unviability no matter how good it is.
Kant says if it violates the categorical imperative it is not an option.  Therefore, happiness if only good if its justified.
There is a reason human beings are ends in themselves. There is a strong evaluation at the core of morality because we self-legislators(Autonomy)
Kant believes that humans are autonomous, which makes them above nature(rooted in Rousseau)
Kant says doing whatever we want lowers us.  Our dignity elevates us and makes ourselves self-legislators.  It is out of respect(derived from autonomy) that limits our actions. Therefore, we are not means only because we treat ourselves and others with self-legislation.
What does it mean to respect someone as a self-legislator?
Respecting all your decisions is not respect; letting people be self legislators is respect.
Example
Self-legislators ask not only what od I want but ask what is the right action(Universal Law)
· Being lawless is heteronomy and acting on inclinations
· Therefore, they can be base because they are degrading themselves
Formula of Humanity is the standard which we measure the test.  The test is Universal Law.
Need to Know
Understand the relationship between Kant and Rousseau and their concept of freedom.  We are only free when we are autonomous which is more dignified.
The only that is good without justification is a good will
Standard of the right: Formula of Humanity - - > Not as a means only
Test of the Rightness: Universal Law
The differences from utilitarianism.
Theory of Good: “ The right is prior to the good” - - > The will do the right thing is only right if it is the right thing to do. Example: Compassion is good, as long as it doesn’t pass our duty
Theory of Right/Wrong:  Categorical Imperative
Buddha
The Polycannon is a collection of many Sutra’s given by Buddha that were all composed after his death.  There is a parallel with Socrates because he didn’t write down his teachings. Therefore, everything taught was recorded second hand.
The uniform writing of the Polycannon suggest that there is one person who the text is based on.
Life History
Life was a parable because the Buddha’s main target is hedonism  Buddha grew up in a life of luxury where he had everything he wanted but walked away from that to be a homeless beggar.
Episode One: Born into wealthy family
He was a prince with power riches, attractiveness, etc.  This coincides with a hedonist viewpoint.
Episode Two: Early Adulthood/Disenchantment
Buddha discovers that these things are not as valuable as he thought
In spite of all, there are certain common features of the human condition that cannot go away.  He noted that :  aging, illness, and death were part of the human condition
There were sources of distress that could be fixed with money, power, etc.
Episode Three: Quest/Going Forth
How to find cures/success against these features of death, illness, and old age.  
He goes on a spiritual quest - - > We see a shift away from a material lifestyle to a spiritual life
Episode Four: Teaching
Buddha adopts the role of a spiritual seeker.  He embraces celibacy, homeless beggar type associated with spiritual quest.
Renounced everything that was a seen as a luxury
He had two teachers, Allura               , and Intaka                .  They offered for him to teach with them, but Buddha declined because his spiritual journey was not over.
Episode Five: Ascetic self-denial to an extreme degree
Extremes in the forms of fasting, meditating for long periods, celibacy, long time without sleep.  He almost died because of ascetism.
Buddha had a memory of a non-sensual pleasure he had as a child. Non-Dhukka which gave him a clue of how to end human suffering.
Left Ascetism to Middle-way
Episode Six: Discovery of Middle-way/ Awakening
Buddha says that we ordinary people seek ignoble because we seek hedonist pleasures.  They are transitory pleasures
Description of noble quest(pg.5)
Quest of birth less nature of Nirvana.  This is something that is ageless, healthy, deathless, etc.  These are things that are not transitory, they are permanent. 
He decided that self-mortification or ascetic behaviour was not providing more pleasure
Neither self-indulgence or denial is the middle-way.  It is not a comporomise between two extremes but a new position
Self-indulgence: Cravings/Thirst
Self-Mortification: Avoidance
Buddha doesn’t believe that cravings make people happy.  However, he doesn’t think that avoiding cravings is a solution either.
Instead he proposes:
Acceptance of Equanimity - - > Balance between pleasure and pains.  There is an objective of awakeness 
Doctrine of Atta
There are pains but are not attacthced to it.  You step back and observe the pain.
Instead of saying, “ My back hurts” one says “there is pain”
This happens through mental training and the Right View
Right View: You know that happiness or unhappiness doesn’t happen as result of this
Episode Seven: Teaching Career
 It was fifty years in length and was around the Indian areas.  He founded an order of monks and nuns.  He became well-known with monks and lay people.
Episode Eight: Pari-Nibbana/Enlightment
Pari-nibbana - - > Extinguishment of Dukkha
Buddha died at age 80 because of intestinal pain.  He was in pain when he died.  This is important because he created/experienced Dukkha when he died.
In the Polycannon he is depicted as in a state of Dukkha but bore it mindfully(he accepted it)
Important things about Buddha’s life
1. Representatives alternative ideal on how to live life.  It is a radical challenge to hedonism as well as the way we view happiness
2. It was the structure of a quest where he tries many different lifestyles that led to the middle-way
3. Draws a contrast between modes of life based on strong evaluation
Buddha’s Message
The teachings of the Buddha can be seen in the following excerpt from the Lockadhamma-Suttan:
Gain and loss, fame and infamy; blame and praise; comfort and distress.  For human beings these facts of life are inconstant, impermanent, and ever-changing realities.  Having discovered this, the wise person looks upon them mindfully, as ever-changing facts of life.  Desirable states of affairs do not deduce the mind, and unpleasant ones do not repel it
This passage shows that middle-way is not a compromise between self-indulgence and avoidance
The way to be happy is renounce the ignoble quest and embrace the noble quest
Four Noble Truths
Dukkha - - > Suffering/Discomfort and Distress
Ordinary people are tormented by countless amount of suffering.  Most people have Dukkha.  
Buddha rejects Bentham  
Only way to be happy is to reject Benthamite theory and accept Buddha’s view by extinguishing pain/pleasure and accepting them.
Nibbana is the good life and we should seek Nibbana.
Cessation of Dhukka
This is the origin of Dukkha
Nibbana
The cessation of suffering
Path Leading to Nibbana
Eight-fold path

1. Understand distress
2. Abandon your cravings
3. Live it
4. Cultivated Training

Path to Middle-way/Cessation of suffering
Discourse on the dissection of the path
The Eightfold path is as follows:
Right View
Insight into: distress, origin of distress, cessation, and path.
Having insight into the four noble truths
Right Intentions
Intention of benevolence, harmlessness, renunciation
Right Speech
Abstain from lying, malicious, harsh, hurtful speech
Right Action
Killing any sentiment being, abstaining from unchastely ( double play on chastity)
Right Livelihood
Life of harmlessness - - > not selling or making weapons, alcohol, and killing animals
Right Effort
Will, exertion, or support
Skillful mental states - - > abandoning cravings, you have to train your mind
Right Mindfulness
Awareness, but non-judgemental, where desirable states of mindfulness but undesirable states are not ignored.
Putting away all worldly pains/pleasures
Nibbana - - > Cultivating the pains/pleasures in  way that doesn’t matter
Right Concentration
“ One pointedness” 
Concentrate on breathing (Discourse of the breath p.13)
Focus your attention not on your cravings
	Group
	Composed of:

	Wisdom
	View and Intention

	Moral
	Speech, Action, Livelihood

	Mental Training
	Mindfulness,  Effort, Concentration



*Mindfulness is key because your acceptable is unshakeable.  
All the Rights are on one path and they all build on each other.
	
	Good
	Bad

	Cause
	8-fold path
	Craving

	Effect
	Nibbana
	Dukkha



Buddha’s view on Ehtics
There are three levels of ethics.
Karma
Karma is the lowest level.
You are doing something intentionally to reap the benefits.  If you want to live a good life, you must be benevolent.
Precepts
Middle Level
If people are committing to noble quest who are not awakened.  They are to follow certain rules to follow a certain dignified manner.  
This is more of etiquette than morality
5 precepts of lay people
1. Taking what is not given
2. Not killing living beings
3. Not engaging in harsh speech
4. Not engaging in sexual misconduct
People follow these precepts to impose discipline on their cravings, therefore they are not awakened. 
Selfless Virtues(Brama Vihara)
This is only for awakened beings.  There is a detached awareness.
The Four Selfless Virtues are:
1. Benevolence
Goodwill - - > Indiscriminate benevolence
2. Equanimity
No longing or loathing
3. Compassion
Indiscriminate want to help
4. Sympathetic Joy
A solidarity contempt  with others happiness

The concept of I does not exist at this level

Nietzsche
On Page 99 he makes the claim, “ God is dead and we have killed him”
	This is not a theistic point but rather Nietzsche is more interested in the death of God.
Meaning:
There has been a decline in faith(or strong faith) which has been replaced with secularism
Note: Belief in God is not Faith in God
Historical Point
In Modern Europe, God is no longer central to their lives like it once was, notably when it comes to moral decisions.
Preferences take precedent over God’s will.  They then turn to secular experts before God.
Therefore:
“God is dead” = God or Religion is no longer a major factor in people’s lives

The greatest recent event- that “God is dead,” that the belief in the Christian god has become unbelievable-is already beginning to cast its first shadows over Europe.
This too again pertains to an absence of faith.  Nietzsche thinks this is another example of secularization
Second Claim
Other things that would have been replacements for God are no longer the basis for Morality.
Note: The death of God is not a metaphysical or ontological thesis, rather it is a historical thesis.
Nietzsche thinks that we have to invent our own morality because of the death of God

Prior to the Death of God
Morality had a basis
God created the universe, therefore omnibenevolent and he created the world with God’s Will, including revealing his plan in certain ways(The commandments).
Among these commandments, there is a foundation for how we should live our lives.  These are not etiquette rules rather they are the rules that govern a good live.  Therefore, God creates morality through his commandments.
God uses these commandments/his plan and acts upon it.  If we disobey, we will suffer; if you follow, you will receive eternal bliss
Because people believed in this, morality had a solid basis in this divine revelation coupled with eternal promises.  As a result, morality was safe.
Rise of Secularism
“ The latest great event that God is dead is because how much what was founded in disappears(rise of growing secularism).  This is the latest great event because we fail to see the impact.
The rise of secularism is attributed to:
· Science
· Capitalism
Therefore, the theistic world view is replaced by a secular world view.
There is a shift away from morality grounded by a theistic view to a view of morality grounded in nothing.  Therefore, our morals are flimsy.
Metaphors
Nietzsche used metaphors to describe both God and the death of God.  Examples of this are:
· 
· Sea
· Sun
· Light
· Earth
· 

The Madman Passage(P.99)
This is a parable about the death of God.  The madman depicted in the parable represents Nietzsche.
Have you not heard of the that madman who lit a lantern in the bright morning hours, ran to the market place, and cried incessantly: “ I seek God! I seek God!”- as many of those who did not believe in God were standing around just then, he provoked much laughter.  Has he got lost? Ask one.  DI he lose his way like a child? Asked another. Or is he hiding? Is he afraid of us? Has he gone on a voyage? Emigrated?- Thus they yelled and laughed.
The madman goes on to say:
· Isn’t it growing darker all the time
· Haven’t we unchained the earth from the Sun
· Isn’t it getting colder all the time
· Are we not straying through an infinite nothing
The light, grounding, warmth, etc = GOD
The death of God has transformed the human condition
After the death of God
 “Are we not straying through an infinite nothing”
The whole of European morality has lost its foundation
Importance of the Madman Passage
“ Must we not become God’s ourselves to become worthy of it?”
Therefore, we must be our own foundation for morality
The lamp that madman brings means that we must be our foundation for morality, which we must invent.
We see a battle between the following:
Morality founded in Dive Intervention and Discovery vs. Morality is chosen and invented
There is a right answer                 vs.                     There is no right answer
You discover what the right answer is               vs.      You create the right answer
Master and Slave Moralities
No moral facts, only moral interpretations
Metaphysics in an autobiography
Interpretations can be either strong or base(which only happens from strong evaluation)
Primary
Derivative
Derivative
Primary
Bad
Good
Evil





	


Evil vs. Good
· Slave Morality
· Other-Negotiating
· Evil primary(resentment of evil)
· Good is secondary
· Ex. Christianity, Utilitarianism, Kantianism
Good vs. Bad
· Master Morality
· Starts with Human Idea of excellence
· Self-affirming
· Good is Primary(excellent people)
· Bad is Secondary(Inferior people)


Beauvoir
French Existentialist
“ Our perspective is that of existentialist ethics”
Note: The “Our” refers to Sartre, Beauvoir, Heidegger
Existentialist Ethics
Sartre said “ Existence precedes essence” which means “That that something is, comes before what it is”
Note: For most existentialists, what essence precedes existence.
Essence= Nature
Humans
Human beings are different because they are not ruled by nature(because of strong evaluation) and because choice decides what we do.  Therefore our thatness precedes our whatness(existence precedes essence)
This ontological jargon offers an interesting contrast to Nietzsche.  Ontology refers to humans beings/entity as an essence precedes existence.
There is a division between People and things.
	Humans
	Things

	Existence precedes essence
	Essence precedes existence



Therefore, there is no human nature because human beings have the right to chose.
There are things about humans that are biologically similar:
· Actors are similar to dogs
· Free will and agency
Beauvoir:
Her point of Existence precedes Essence means that we have total responsibility 
The anxiety of people comes from responsibility.  Because of our nature that we have, we tend to engage in self-deception.

Self-deception is convincing that we are not free so we should act naturely.
Her point: Our choices dictate our values
There are two aspects of that situation:
1. Facticity
a. Circumstances
2. Transcendence
a. Choice/Freedom of Choice
What you are going to do is your transcendence and your decision dictates your values.
Existentialist Ethics
Existentialist Ethics is about taking responsibility in your choices
Admitting the degree of freedom is the focus of existentialisms.  It is more important than living your live in doubt of yourself.
The context of French existentialisms is:

Virtue               vs.           Vice
Authenticity     vs.           Inauthentic
Noble              vs.            Ignoble

Impact on Beauvoir

Beauvoir is feminist
The inescapability of people influences have no power.
She applies this analysis(Existence precedes Essence) to genders in that there is no gender nature.
The part that you are a man or a woman may affect our facticity but doesn’t affect our transcendence.
Roles/Scripts
Roles or scripts are a major example.
Someone follows a script, which are things that limit our roles but it is a choice.
Existentialist Views:
Existence precedes Essence
Therefore, a man is already preceded before he arrives on stage, then he acts on it .
“ But conceptualism has lost ground.  The biological and social sciences no longer admit the existence of unchangeably fixed entities that determine given characteristics, such as those ascribe to woman, the Jew, or the Negro.”
“ The theory of the eternal feminine still has its adherents who will whisper in your ear, “ Even is Russia women are still women”; and other erudite persons-sometimes the very same- say with a sigh “Women is losing her way, women is lost”

If women cannot be a real woman, how can that be possible if the roles and scripts we play determine our facticity?
Reasons why Women don’t resist conventional feminism

1. Sociological – Lack means; live dispersed among the men
2. Psychological – They were meant to bond to husbands and bore sons
3. Existentialist – The temptation to forge liberty and become a thing

Aristotle
There are three main types of normative ethical theories:
1. Consequentialism( Bentham and Mill)
2. Deontology(Kant)
3. Virtue Ethics(Aristotle)
Virtue theories
There is no right or wrong actions
They Judge character traits
Theories of obligation     vs.      Theories of Value
(Conseq. and Deontology)       (Virtue theories)
Highest good for humanity are the moral agents
Aristotle
Asked the question, “What is the highest good?”
[bookmark: _GoBack]	“Every Craft and every investigation, and likewise every action and decisions, seems to aim at some good; hence the good has been well described as that at which everything aims.”
Key to conception of the world. Aristotle has a teleological view.
	“However, there is an apparent difference among the ends aimed at.  For the end is sometimes an activity, sometimes a product beyond the activity;  and when there is an end beyond the action, the product is by nature better than the activity”
Distinctions that something are instrumentally valued and others are intrinsically valuable
Instrumental Value
Used as means to an end - - > Money, wrench, etc.
Intrinsic Value
Ends in themselves - - > Pleasure, sentimental gift
Sometimes ends it itself are also means to other things which creates a hierarchy of goods.
Ex. Monetary Policy
Things are valuable as ends but the ends are also means to a higher end.  Aristotle worries that this could be futile and empty, making desires empty and futile.
Aristotle asks, “What is at the top of the hierarchy?”
Happiness is the highest good
Happiness
Happiness is the highest good.
This happiness it tied back to the teleological point of view.  This happiness is flourishing or thriving, or realizing your internal potential.
Happiness is an external essence
View on Value
The valuable live is the one that pursues things from a rational stable position.  It lives a rational live, guided by reason, which allows one to live a good life.
To realize our essence is to live our live guided by reason
Life on Contemplation is Highest Good   vs. Life of Activity is the Highest good 
(Philosopher)					(Ethical/Practical)
Practical Reason
Choosing with good judgement is practical ethics.
Therefore to be virtuous is to choose well.  This is a skill that we acquire through practise, training, etc.
	“ That is why error is easy and correctness hard, since it is easy to miss the target and hard to it.  And so for this reason also excess and deficiency are proper to vice, the mean to virtue”
	“ Virtue, the is a) a state that decides, b) consisting in mean, c) the mean relative to us, d) which is defined by reference to reason, e)i.e. to the reason by reference to which the intelligent person would define it.  It is a mean between two vices, one of excess and one of deficiency”
Virtue is a settled Character Trait
“ One swallow does not make a spring”
To be a certain trait, it is not a collection of actions, but an aspect of personality.   Virtue is a disposition to act.
There are three elements of our nature:
1. Vegetative : We are organisms
2. Animalistic We have motivations that result in good
3. Rational: We have reason
Happiness - - > Our lives are guided by reason
What does it mean to choose rationally well?
We judge the goodness or badness based on its value in its certain function
To know if a human being is virtuous, we must know what humans are for.
Virtues = Excellence
“ The virtue of a human being will likewise be the state that makes a human being good and makes him perform his function well”
Reason is what makes us distinctively human and it enables us to do what we are for.  This allows us to flourish.
Our capacity to choose well is what enables us to flourish.  When we do that well, we are good humans
Doctrine of the Mean
Domain of Action: The right balance of domains of choice.  It is a balance between a vice of deficiency and a vice of excess.
Virtues
Virtues are not arithmetical means, but decisions made with good judgement.
Quote of Page 40
“ As far as substance and the account stating its essence are concerned, virtue is a mean; but as far as the (condition) and the good (result) are concerned, it is an extremity.
Excellence is the most desirable.



 

Equanomity


Benevolence


Compassion


Sympathetic Joy














Responsibility


Anxiety


Self-deception









Principle of Utility


Obligation to produce most pleasure and least pain


Maximize Net Pleasure









