Modern Political Thought II
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Historical context
· high enlightenment
· general starting area is the start of the 17th century
· figures like Hobbes, Locke, Laibitz, Decart


· what did they challenge?
· Traditional sources of authority
· Prior to enlightenment and renaissance, two sources…scriptures and classics
· Renaissance and reformation…return to Greek models of thought in society
What caused the erosion of the ideals?
· a new way of developing/gaining knowledge
· particularily development of scientific method…..development of rationalism….as represented by Decarp
· brough with them an unprecedented optimism
· a new sence that man has the power and ability to reshape society for the better….can control the material world
· comes with a new idea of man in nature in general
· man is in some sense the master of his/her faith
· under almost every political theory there is a SON
· available travel allowed people to interact with different cultures
· i.e. chinese went further back
· then discovery that we are not the center of the universe
· just one civilization among many…..just one planet among many
· Humans could produce a set of moral values without reference to religion

Focus starts to be more on the individual and the individual’s agency
· understanding of the individual as an autonomous _______ in society
· people needed a new way of finding truth
· scientific method created a way of getting data…proving facts….finding the truth
· individual can do this them selves……can be seen as a truth finder
· contributes to growing belief that humans are the masters of their own destinies 

leads to potential equality of human beings
· perhaps more importantly…along with this sense comes the idea that perhaps we can organize society to improve and cultivate those in it
· vast and numerous attempts to perform things such as penal systems, freedom to think and publish….and to rationalize economic policy
· philosophers were well equipped to do this job
· claim of Christian theology to explain mans relationship to the world had been thoroughly unremarked 
· political theory tries to mimic this
· look at the successes the scientists were having….surely political thought could benefit from the same approach
· “it is at least worthwhile to see if the science of a man..”
· manifisent providenceidea that somehow things are set up to work out for us
· there is a natural order to things and it works out to our own advantage
· not only are we the masters of our own fate, but there is the general idea that things are in general going to work out for us
· “man is also possessd for a natural..”

Adam Smith
· “invisible hand”
· takes up new concept of the human being rational, independent, egotistic
· known primarily in current times as a political economist
· was also a philosopher, and regarded as one
· study of human society
· economics emerges as a discipline of its own light
· try to quantify human relations – human society and economics
· the history of economic thought demonstrates a microcosm
· the constant search for a natural order
· when not founded in God…founded in human interaction
· there are certain patterns in human behaviors that are useful in learning about humans and how they work
· invisible hand theory of economics
· our natural drives/egoism…..rather than tearing society apart…works to our advantage
· thinks our natural drives take precedence over our reasoning abilities
· sounds fairly anti-enlightenment
· we are all prey to the promptings of powerful drives…which we are compelled to obey
· we are inquisitive beings driven by greed
· but this inquisitiveness ends up promoting social welfare 
· child labour relentlessly and discovers only too late that his wealth is a mere trinket
· the search and attempt to gain the trinket has been valuable
· in pursuit of that trinket the individual has developed important/necessary knowledge and needs
· optimism
· a great deal of optimism
· he is showing there Is already a great deal of rationality in order
· we shouldn’t try to socially engineer if it is already working out for the best
· get account of the emergence of civil society

Wealth of Nation
· example of division of labor 
· the increase in productivity…parallels the increase in project of labour
· the result is “universal opulence” says Adam Smith
· he thinks this will make life better for everybody
· p.455 “this devision of labour…..is not originally the effect of any..it is the necessary…the very slow and gradual consequence of….”
· Works at the level of the owner and the worker….who wants to do less
· Laziness drives innovation as well
· Division of labour has allowed even the uneducated to contribute to innovation (their roles are simple)
· Advantages are building on advantages
· Allows everyone to produce more stuff than they need
· Tremendous surplus
· Could never purposefully design such a complex system…but we needed to sustain the way we live
· Need a world where people out of their own desires do what is best
· P.456 “but an has almost constant occasion for the hand of his brother”
· Our life is so complicated we need the skills and knowledge of ohers
· “he will be more likely to prevail if he can interest their self-love in his favor…””give me that which I want…and you will have what you want….”
· Cynical view of human beings but optimistic view of operations of people etc.
· Certain institutions they should not invest in/produce
· The profit may not pay back to the general public
· These institutions would not be profitable but they are extremely valuable to society as a whole
· Up to the state to produce places with no profit but with much value to society 
· i.e. roads, playgrounds, military
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our capacity for independent moral choice is what sets us apart
· any politics has to capture this capacity
· freedom of the individual
· MAC- political philosophy based on individual autonomy
Autonomy, what is it?
· Kant first to really precisely define notion
· You are self directed
· Stepping back from all the forces trying to shape us in one form or another
· Everyones trying to tell us what to do part of living in human society
· We can stand back from values and beliefs imposed on us and judge them
· To be autonomous is not doing what you want
· WHY?
· To be autonomous is to reflect on what society is telling you to do AND what your own needs and inclinations and impulses are telling you to do 
· It is not autonomous when you just follow your whims your whims are driving your actions
· Not freedom….thats just following your basic biological influences
· Slave to yourself?
· Real autonomy is the conscious decision to want to do something. On the basis of rational reflection
· Much more serious than just giving into all your whims
· To be autonomous is to choose to follow a path for reasons
· “act only in accordance with that max, through which you can at the same time, will that it will become a universal law”


· logical possibility
· it would be possible for everyone to do it and for everyone to make sense of it


Enlightenment
· what is enlightenment? Kant
· enlightenment is mans emergence from himself imposed immaturity
· immaturity is the inability to use ones understanding without guidance from another
· have the courage to use your own understanding

Flushing out the idea of a general will
· no one can do this for you
· imperative that you do do this on your own
· tension that you’re trying to come up with something everyone can agree with but have to develop it on your own otherwise you don’t become autonomous

Kant is famous for trying to synthesize these 2 realms
· trying to say there is an important something that involves both impirical and irrational
· claim about supremecy
· says we are in enlightenment…in the process of being enlightened
· it has to be possible for all the citizens of a state to act on some moral imperative or else it’s not possible


· legal system fundamentally has to be grounded in a constitution
· captures a strong point of how we’ve organized ourselves since then
· state is still organized based on the idea of an original contract


Kant escapes the conflict by making the social contract an idea inherent in universal reason
· what we ought to agree to if we really recognized what was important in human life
· system of universal laws that we can all will
· that it is possible for the rational individual to will
· the priority thing that has to be in any law before it becomes a law is could everyone agree to it without contradiction
· has to be basic criteria that a law must be if it is going to be a general law at all
· all laws should be general by a law that tells us what’s ok
· fundamental values that need to be protected in anything and everything
· political freedom requires these laws
· these laws are condition for freedom
· modern world sometimes sees laws as infringement on freedom
· Kant says these laws are what enable freedome they are what protects freedom


Tuesday summary  condense down to the core idea
· turn complicated readings into something being remembered
· 2 pages can you find what really matters in this piece 
· if too much of the 2 pages is filled w minor details will be bad
· write longer one then take our unimportant things
Edmund Burke critique of revolution
Commentary
· one page 
· don’t tell general story about whole piece
· can’t say anything reasonable or convincing
· find a point in the piece on which you can make a criticism/ argument
· focus not on something that’s minor
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· sounds like Adam smith
· lots of self- propensities of people
· sure people are self centered and nasty, but nature has set it up that they will neutralize each other…..it will work out for the best
· underlying optimism
· optimism of enlightenment really shining through
· underlying order of things will contribute to the well being of humans
· in the last paragraph says “if it is our duty (which it is) to reach a state of basic freedoms for all people”
· why does he think basic freedoms have to be the goal?
· So we can exercise our reason and moral judgment
· If you take away an individuals autonomy to make their own decisions, take away our capacity for autonomy  take away what makes us human
· Always treat people as ends not as means
· All political systems have to be concerned with protecting some kind of autonomy
· Won’t achieve peace over night perpetual process, slowly but constantly moving towards the idea
· We have a problem which gradually works out it’s own solution
· This is KANT
· This is a slow and inevitable tendency
· Keep Kant in mind as we move into 19C
· Obviously super important
· Stands at the beginning of modern liberal democracy
· Setting up grounds for modern constitutional democracies

Hamilton & Madison
· origins of modern liberalism
· political system that places, as did Kant, privacy as a liberal freedom
· also toleration
· aims to set up political systems that not only defend these values, but, depending on the theorist, promote these values
· a private sphere is how it’s known
· a sphere that is free of the influence of church/state
· individuals should be free to pursue their own affairs
· states have to be founded in some kind of basic rights
· one of the great challenges for the new liberal democrat is how to negotiate a relation between the state and the individual where the state is to protect the freedom of the individual
· trying to set up a state where state does not really interfere but protects rights and freedoms, without itself becoming a freedom (ouuuuu challenge)
· new political structure comes with it’s own new course 
· everyone has a personal relation to God and should be able to interpret the bible for themselves
· printed the bible in regular language not just in Latin
· determined to keep single religions because as soon as it splits….loses legitimacy
· democracy now comes out
MADISON
· accepts with hobbes and kant, that politics is founded, to some extent follows self-interest
· wants to protect us from power
· beieves need to set up the state to prevent natural selfish state of man
· first to question whether the masses of people would be rational enough to choose their leader
· if of the opinion most people are uneducated/stupid…..what allows them to choose their rulers
· education is limited to the elite 
· How can the masses elect a person
· Since people are selfish, they will organize small groups of the same interests, forcing others to join their interests
· There are many different skills…with different interests
· Basic political situation that will arrive in democracy
· Will produce insurmountable obstacles to uniformity
· Leads to what madison calls “Factions”
· Very dangerous to health of democracy
· Factions are a number of citizens whether …….adverse to the rights of other citicens…” (look it up)
· A small group who’s personal interest is intentionally in conflict
· What’s good for them is not good for everyone
· Could have sub groups in state for whome things are good and they could seek that good, but it could be negative for everyone else
· MOST dangerous when the faction is a majority
· The faction can be a majority, nothing to stop the majority from sacrificing the majority
· As a consequence…..democracies have always been “incompatible with personal security, or rights of property”
· First thing they thnk when thinking of democracy masses of people coming and taking away their stuff
· What if majority says “we wanna tax you rich guys” ….nothing to stop them
· DO NOT want to limit liberty
· “air contributes to fire but we can not get rid of air for that reason”
· must set up a sate with a strong division of powers
· create this division of power through a federal structure
· whatever you do has to go through some other body of power that may not be the same faction as you and will then check 
· should have elected representatives
· will refine our sentiments
· because they are being elected by a wider range of people than a simple single faction won’t be limited to one particular interest
· will lead to a refinement of political sentiments
· Madison suggests, rather than a small state one of the best way to protect against factions is to create an extended republic
· Democracy works best in a large state
· Covering a large territory and embracing the substantial …
· Too many competing factions
· Large states protect against “the capitals of the few” 
· Allow greater selection between representatives and likely better candidates
· In small state probably not such good candidates
· In a large democracy there will inevitably be greater social diversity and therefore less of a chance of a tyrannist majority being developed 
· Madison is clearly here a liberal
· Knows this is a story about individuals perusing their interests and the inevitable consequences of that and how to manage the consequences of that
· Powers of the state are necessary to ensure the goals of the individual interests are achieved 

Burke
· interesting figure
· idea that there is an inevilant, natural order
· natural order may also provide moral order
· abstract reason is not to be trusted
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Alexis De Tocqueville
· continues thought of tradition by people like Machiavelli
· finds a political system that has a network of local institutions
· a society of which there is a high degree of participation in public affairs
· can ask if things are still as they were
· basics of things are why the democratic system was more successful in America
· Crucial factors for democracy to function is active political participation
· Because people need to be able to identify their interest, with the interest of the state
· Democracy won’t work if everyone is just focused on their own individual interest and if that interest has nothing to do with everyone else’s interest 
· Meant to be a sense of discovering what is in everyone’s interest
· For  Alexis won’t recognize how interests are similar
· Recognizes that even in America there are a number of dangers that we need to be ready for
· He finds something else, astonishing to him……equality
· Equality of conditions
· This equality has huuuuge implications for all of society
· Shows up in America around 1835 says very equal compared to ancient hierarchies of Europe….probably true
· Perhaps this quality that he is most interested in
· Why is equality constant in America…but not in France
· His starting prejudice is that equality is not compatible to France
· Go back to Rousseau
· Argued  if we’re gonna have a general will can’t have wide different ideas  have to have small different states
What does he think is causing equality in the US? What are the historical conditions that have led to different levels of equality
· in France power was passed down, as a consequence that’s how wealth was passed down as well
· In the US have 4 general kinds of something
· New emphasis in America on law
· Law is becoming incredibly complex
· In states these new laws are not born in a historical conditions
· Have lawyers who are becoming powerful because they are the only people who know how to interpret complex law system
· Booming in wealth and trade
· Intelligence is rewarded in a way that it isn’t necessarily in Europe
· Can allow you to rise in social hierarchies in ways that are not available in Europe

Equality, problematic of Europe
· old days, everyone knows where they belong because there was ancient contect order of society
· let to stability and acceptance of ones place
· lot’s of stability because everyone believed God set up society the way he was and that nothing should change so they accepted their places
· don’t mind being in an unequal position if you think that is the just order of things
· only becomes a problem if you think it’s unfair


· power will start to accumulate at the top there is an interesting critical take on this
· dangerous because it leads to political apathy
· which leads to the centralization of power
· giving us an account of natural tendencies
· not saying it HAS to go that way…but saying it is likely to go that way
· How equality leads to a bad outcome
Furthermore
· generate animosity 
· see everyone as a rival
· more and more people come to rely on the law instead of bonds of solidarity
· distorting of our natural interest
· we distort our natural interests and intentions 
· this corrupts politics as well
· in the heat of the struggle each individual is driven by his own views

· something leads to mediocrity and conformism
· there will be less glory
· needs diversity of people to create diverse environment
· here they worry about conformism damaging to a society 
· conformism politically dangerous
· in a democratic society where each persons life is essentially similar  danger of conformity
·  conformity leads to a very powerful tyranny of the majority
· public opinion 
· eventually get conformist position which starts to rule the society
· to say whatever the majority believes is right
· which is not always right
· de-values 
· nothing to resist power of majority in a democracy
· it is the essence of democracy that it is majority rule
· in such a democracy there is nothing outside of it to overrule it
· hence, democracy runs the risk of being oppressive 
· one should not grand “the majority to do something which I would not let a single man”
· majority limits progress
· dangerous to progress
· some say there is also nothing to protect us from
· when a man or party suffers an injustice in the US….to whom can he turn
· In a democracy…..the majority opinion becomes morally absolute
· Gains moral authority when there is nothing to guarantee the majority will act morally 
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Finishing Bentham
· faith in individual reason
· hints at third theme  focus on the individual period as the political unit
· to include the faith of the natural order of things….works well
To what extent does Bentham exemplify these trends?
· almost a scientific measure
· try and devise something scientific and make it a morality at the same time
· if you want to know what’s right and wrong just ask how much pleasure is produced and how much pain?
· If more pleasure than pain the it is good
· Quote on 686 “I am a measurement of….by it’s tendency to produce pleasure or pain….when I employ the words just, unjust, moral, immoral…”
· Bentham says all the fancy metaphorical theories are bogus
· Only as good as the happiness they may have produced……it was the happiness at the end that justified their existence
· At start of chapter 4 argues that while there have been various accounts….what has been at play is sympathy and antipathy (like and dislike)
· If you start to become a hard core utilitarian…..all these things should be means to the end of happiness
· Only use them as far as you need to use happiness
· Says very explicitly……focus on producing wealth for society is wrong….unless the way you are producing wealth creates happiness
· A society completely focused on economy, losing sight on if people are happy/unhappy is the wrong way to go
· States that simply seek power…lost source of only value there is……happiness
· All classic goal of state are falling apart
· Last most significant liberty…..fundamental grounding value of thinkers like Kant……worthless unless it produces happiness
· Talking about critics who are focused on liberty….
· Saying who cares if people don’t have liberty if they are happy……will shift in Mill
· If happiness is all…it is not trumped by anything 
· In the fanaticism of those who …………
· Cynic of a number of things
· Believes will not use freedom for anything but self destruction 
(utilitarian and Kantian on two opposite sides. Very fundamentally different fire and ice)
Whose notion of the south does Bentham most closely resemble?
· very Hobbsian
· aware of what is rationally good but needs authority to keep things in line
· if not they then who is going to be doing calculating of pleasure?
· How are you going to do it?
· Dangerous to do but goes on
4 kinds of pleasures and pains
1. physical
2. moral 
3. political
4. religious
· from these stem distinct kinds of pleasure/pain
· within these 4 there are different ways to measure pleasure/pain
1st measure intensity of pleasure
2nd not just intensity…but also duration (may be better if it lasts longer)
3rd the certainty….measurement of the pleasure occurring during certain conditions
· want to use this to guide our conduct so must judge likeliness of pleasure arising
4th proximity of pleasure – how long will it be until there is a payoff
basics but he adds a few more
productiveness  is it to produce more of the same or does it use up and prevent other pleasures?
· ie. Learning how to read…..if that is pleasureable (reading…in a broad sense)
· the more you read…the better reader you are the more pleasurable it becomes
· unproductive pleasure become more difficult to achieve
· basically does the pleasure produce other pleasure?
· The more you play a sport…..get enjoyment out of it and get better at it….very productive pleasure
How many downsides does the pleasure have?/ how many upsides may come out of the pain?
- 
Finally…by extent….how many people will feel this pleasre
· fairly brave taxonomy of measuring pleasure
· what’s the real ability of calculating this? How?
· Same event/act may not produce the same pleasure/pain in different people
· Don’t wanna produce pleasure to those who won’t appreciate it as much as others
· Bentham is after something cut and dry tat everyone can wrap their head around….even with that recognize how difficult it would be to make pleasure same to all society
Fair to say at the bottom of his theory lies a very egalitarian impulse 
· in his dry way…..he is extremely egalitarian
· everyones pleasures and pains should count and should count the same
· in the end it is not the groups pleasures and pains that count…but the group pleasures and pains
· very egalitarian
· we may add them up but always individs pleasures and pains
· kind of like Hobbes
but unlike hobbes and previous thinkers
· doesn’t advocate for rights
· called rights “nonsense on stilts”
· why would you need rights when you have happiness?
· He also has no hypothetical contract
· Starts from thorough going individualism
The good of the community as a whole is the central aim of utilitarianism….maximal extent
· measure the good of the whole by each individuals share of pleasure and pain
· fundamental concern is the well-being an well paying of individuals and only individuals
· justice not focused on good of some abstract identity…..but on good of individual beings
Interesting side note Bentham adds
· if pleasure and pain is all that accounts when measuring justice….has a further account
· for Bentham means, all things that have pleasure of suffering need to be included 
· includes animals animals can feel pleasure and pain…..deserve to some extent our moral attention
· question is not can they reason? Can they think? But, can they suffer?
· Doesn’t take this too far but at least recognizes that should be a consideration
· If you’re increase in happiness results in the total decrease of everyones happiness…..can not make a case for your moral claim
· Only possible and only moral when everyone is given equal consideration
· Need to be convincing to make a moral claim
· The happiness for one person counts for no more or no less than any other person
· Allows it to be more generally accepted
· One must treat the happiness or interest of one person equally
What is this government going to look like?
What are the consequences of all this? How much state intervention is required?
· if hardcore utilitarian.. how much government intervention into the ordinary lives of citizens is justified
· says we are too stupid to know what our own pleasure is and what is good for us
· gives us mixed signals
· thinks that laws generally subtract from happiness in their general nature
· come with negative side effects
· why do they come with negative side effects?  often followed by punishment
· punishment wouldn’t produce punishment unless the pain created more happiness 
· thinks punishment is very bad
· more important to be happy than true
· Bentham gives mixed signals on laws
· One of the reasons laws always have down signs
· Also that the individuals could be the only judges of their actions
· “if they deceive themselves it is supposed the moment they discover their error they will alter their conduct”
· says our best interests will never leave us without motives obtained from injuring others
· must take others into consideration
· if what you do does not cause pain for others…that is a happy circumstance
· not a Liberatarian…….takes it back a bit later
· now saying still need laws…because people can not always be trusted to get it right
· makes it so now we are going against natural law
· necessary to make laws precisely for purpose of restraining information
· instead of regarding them as laws must be submitted to the laws
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Marx

First part of critique
· took too much for granted
one of the later aspects
· took too much workers to do the work
Came up with idea that 
1. capital is just accumulated labour
2. the only way you build capital is by taking care of the workers in labour?

Value is relative to labour
· we create value, in the world, through labout
· since each of us can only labour so much….how do some accumulate so much?
· Where we start our question today
Major question:
Is this the natural way things go?
Is this the best way to go?
· these sort of questions had not been asked at all
· bc no one had gone down to what the foundations were
to what extend is capitalism actually natural?
· does it require a complex social system to work
· Marx critiques the system…..not as unnatural….but just as temporary
· Presenting his argument from the deduction of orthodox accepted economists……like adam smith
· If we take smith and locke seriously that property is produced by mixing labour with stuff…..when looking at factories who mixes labout? Not owner but worker
· Writing as an economist but wants to write as more than an economist….thinks take something for granted….too much to say all people are greedy and that is enough of a drive
· Reduced to what he calls abstract labour
· Wants to explore what the effects of this are on humanity
· That the worker has been reduced to abstract labour
· What does he mean by abstract labour? Means work done for wages….rather than any specific purpous of the workers 
· Work to get paid in money….simply need money to survive
· If wanted to make shoes for yourself because you couldn’t buy your own pair….not abstract
· If making shoes to sell because you’re starving and can’t eat….abstract
· Labour is means of getting what you need for existence

ALIENAION (concept he comes up with in labout)
· in English sence It means…most literally…making alien oneself
· alies  belonging to another person or place
· main implication prior to this would be closer to Hobbes
· one gives up their natural rights to have freedom/stability
· must be alienate from something one wants
· Marx bounces between 2 definitions
· Endoisrum
· One to make foreign
· to make external to ones situation
· Enhengle
· Look into things that are foreign to us
Each is dependent on the other 
Marx will be very influenced by Enhengle
Another person who will influence Marx is Fihte 
· made a case that take everything worth while in humans and projects it onto God
· then religion says we are not god
Marx takes that from Fihte and applies it to the economic realm
4 major types of alienation
1. from the product
a. gets this directly from Locke’s idea of objecting yourself directly in the product of your labour
b. that thing would not exist without you
c. they are your effect on the world…your objectification 
d. the way you objectify yourself in the world is related to the way you work
e. the kind of work there is will represent the kind of ways you can externalize yourself in the world
f. says this is how we make ourselves real  who you are in your mind has to also be who you are in your externalization
g. Marx says laboring is the most important life activity.
i. The products of our work are our main life of activity
h. Labour is all of your mixing your labour in the world
i. In pre-capitalist times all your labour would have been everything you did to make yourself comfortable
i. Most important thing in our life is the most important thing with labour
j. All human activity is objectification in a sense 
k. Marx has taken the concept of actualization and applied it to labour
l. If the majority of that labour is not connected to us n any way…then it is not connected to us 
m. If you make the shoes for someone else….you may never see them again….
n. Can take pride in the cool shoe even if you give it away
o. In a way…don’t have to have any sense of what you’re making
i. Certainly then can’t take pride in the totality of what you’re making
ii. Can’t be proud of it because there’s nothing special you uniquely could have brought
iii. No room for you to take pride in the creation of your labour
p. We don’t own it…..gets against us
q. Shoes are not ours…if want them have to pay person to get what our labour produced
r. Product becomes an independent power
s. In waged labour no right over the product we produce or what happens to our labour
t. Capital is the measure of social power
u. The more the worker makes…the more power the owner accumulates over the worker
v. We do not own the things we make
w. Not just talking about things…..also talking about relation
x. 
2. from the activity
a. we don’t choose the product we make
b. when one works for abstract labour (just to make money and not to make whatever’s being made) gives up on making something one doesn’t care about
c. the goals…what is being made? And how is being made are not up to you
d. 
3. from each other
a. if your job can be done by anyone….no skill there
i. part of why we are alienated from product
ii. to be proud of what you made have to need a unique skill
b. instead of feeling people are usefull to you….start to see people as threats
c. more likely to be focused on individual rights and individual freedoms
d. less bonded to their community….the more they feel in competition with eachother
4. from our species being
a. summation of the other kinds of alienation
b. humans have characteristics which we all share
c. for marx- universal is not the capacity of reason and autonomy
i. what is universal is that we labour to keep ourselves alive
d. the distinctive human capacity is laboring beyond what is necessary to keep us alive
i. other creatures simply labour to point where they are fed
e. the most fundamental truth we know
f. labour is universal in 2 respects
i. treats nature as the means of life
ii. nature becomes our organic extention
g. labour is the ultimate activity of life 
h. we are worse of from the animals….animal can still take what it wants from labour …..we can not do that
i. if all we are doing is working to survive then we are not being human
i. living to survive in our own way
Is this critique still relevant?
What marx is saying conditions of modern capitalism denies all 3?
ongoing question what the relationship between these are
· to what extend do these build on eachother?
· To what extend are they rivals?
Talking about something that is dysfunctional
· something from the modern world forces this
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· called everyone out
· wanted to shed delusions of the world
· really full of himself
· science was destabilizing to the common ways of thinking at the time
people used to believe there was a “god given order”  and that basic idea got filtered into different ideas
· no room for that kind of thinking in science
· we are just matter, the same as everything else
· thus, things are disappearing, ghosts, magic etc
· although science could destroy that stuff could not offer replacement
· understanding of enlightenment was that science could answer all the questions
but science could not provide meaning
· people wonder….what is my purpose?
· Brings recognition that it can’t answer anything for us
· Fundamentally become skeptical of enlightenment project
Politics: is a claim about how society should be best ordered
· that question can’t be answered by technical reason
· science can not tell us how to best order our society
· yet that kind of thinking is what’s becoming dominant
Benthams goal was “let’s have a scientific politics
· mill is already starting to notice there’s a problem too
· how much is mill even a utilitarian really?
Enlightenment believed if we’re super rational we’ll be able to figure everything out
· faith that the human being is a stable definable entity
Can’t give an account of how a society should be organized without looking at nature of man

Hegal still has a foot in enlightenment
Even marx who takes another step out of the enlightenment, says we are a historical creature, but, unlike hegal said, not all about that
· the food has in enlightenment is that he is still optimistic 
· for marx the world shapes us more than we shape it
· if we are constantly changing in ways we don’t control, are we really ourselves
· growing sense that humans do not really know who we are
For Niche a modern man is a searching creature
· an uncertain creature
· have to understand ourselves and our history in a very different way
Brief points about Niche’s style
· if he does not think his views are true why does he present them in the first place?
· Wants to destabilize first
· Open new modes of thinking
Niche himself says and states explicitly; just because you’ve read it….doesn’t mean you’ve understood it
· easy to pull out him criticizing everyone…..he criticized everyone
· becomes easy to take him out of context 
· reading only a little of niche is dangerous…..and so many people do
First public work
· “birth of tragedy”
· he wrote a lot in a very short time
· in birth of tragedy, draws a contrast between two aspects of greek art
· wild irrational sensuous side
· rational ordered beautiful side
· guiding conflict between these two forces in our souls, drive understanding to souls (this will be important for Frued)
· Greek worked hard to develop a synthesis between the 2
· Says that people like Plato and Socrates came in and screwed it up
· Says Plato lost the synthesis by focusing on reason
· Socrates starts the long march to rationalism which denies our Dionysian path
· Attempt to recapture Dionysian side and put life to normal
· To live well, is to produce a life like you were producing a work of art
· Supreme task of life is definitely not to accumulate as many goods as possible
· Point of life is to make your life as rich as possible….but not in terms of money
· Says children of the enlightenment have produced rational society that is different
· We need a change in culture and the way we are educated
· We need ways of thinking….that unleash our creative forces
· Without being explicidly political he is always political
1874, only shortly after his essay on polinesium
· shit disturbing right from the title of the book “disadvantage of history”, section from book called “untimel observation” about history and our place in it
· questions thought during his time, that historical knowledge is intrinsically valuable
· he begins with something that is radically questioned
· go after precisely the stuff that seems so obvious
· if history is to make action possible, must look to forces that we can recapture
types of history
· monumental
· considered with greatness, looking back on great people, big events
· sees people changing the greatness of history
· notes change
· gives us hope for future possibility of our society
· makes us aware of what is possible for people to do
· 
· antiquarian
· valuable in seeing the actions it took to get us as far as we have got
· critical
· easy, straight forward
· history approached in an effort to create judgment
· by judging the past in this way, we are attentive to the flaws and failures of the culture
if trying to promote change should not look at antiquarian history
· also should not look at only one type of history 
· should look at all of them
· the wrong person should not do the wrong one though
that was NICHE
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Sigmund Freud
How does a physiological theory affect a political theory?
· enlightenment had a very particular conception of what it is to be human
· what is humanly nature?
· Those things that made us human were to be found in our own individuality, in us as a single isolated being
· Ie. One comes to moral judgments individually
· Signals other people
· At start of 19th century, we see change
· See increasing awareness of importance of history/being in certain time/place
· Increasing awareness of what we are/what matters to us….depends on where we find ourselves in history
· One needs to ask the question, what is the precise goal and nature of history
· Optimistic?
· First exponent of the doubt was Nietzche
· Nietzche is our first representative in a change of this narrative
· Niche noted science was killing God
· Killing the relevance of Go
· Science had disenchanted the universe, but science could not replace the loss of meaning
· Progress of history was starting to show its dark side lots of technological advances but losing meaning very quickly
· Moral beliefs are not the result of some appeal to a timeless reason moral beliefs do not have a rational basis
· That is where we now find ourselves
· Freud represents this new understanding of what it might be to be a humanobjection of the enlightenment
· __________________________________________
· so accepted we forget its Freudian
· incredibly influential for the way we think now
· we don’t really know what we want
· a fair amount of what’s going on in our mind is unconscious/unavailable to us
Autonomy
· rational self control on the basis of timeless reason
· what is the basic Freudian theory?
· Starts with his basic work on sexuality
· Instinctual drives beneath the conscious level
· In the murky depths of our unconscious, and we are unaware of these battles between instinctual battles we have
· Can we expect rational conversation to solve disputes?
· Would say no
· If our deep desires and unconscious, may be at odds with what society is telling us to seek
· Important questions depending on where I stand
· Ie.. poles what do they really show us? Only what is on the surface
· Consciously know we are doing things that are going to make us happy but do them anyway ie. Postponing a project
· Rationality does not always win
· Our motivations are not always rational
· Motivated by forces deep in us
· Our own motivations will take us in the wrong direction
· Got the reasoning right but still do the wrong thing
Economists are super naïve basically psychologist
· struggles going on between different drives
· biggest picture is society is telling people they shouldn’t have this or that desire
· people push these drives into the unconscious, they just can’t face it
· says it’s not healthy
· repression is like a damn, the thoughts you have are like a river
· can’t just keep filling out the reservoir before the damn
· for freud everything about sex, for nietzche everything about power
· repression is what we do creates problems for us
· we don’t know why we’re really doing something
· freud says we misidentify the reasons we’re doing something or worse we don’t know why we’re doing it at all
· motivated by deeper drives that we’re not aware of
· we systematically make ourselves unhappy
· project of creating a space for freedom/rationality not simply appropriate relations between us/other people
· need re-ordering of our psyche
· /the very structure of our soul
Political Implications (book) Freud
· what is the relationship between the way we set up civilization and our happiness?
· What brings us together? --> urges 
· Want to get it on so form societies
· Makes it seem like we should all live happily ever after
· We have deep destructive impulses
· Sometimes it’s directed at ourselves
· Freud says, what brings us into groups is irrational
· Group identity itself, starts pushing away our rationality
· People read right after first world war and basically proved him right, it was for NO reason, the thinnest of political reasons
· End of war left people dissolution from the narrative of war that had been spun out before
· Mass amounts of destruction etc for no reason
· Freud says we have a destructive instinct
· One reason we don’t live happily ever after even though everything is about sex
· Civilization advances have come at the expense of happiness
· A denial of happiness, not a production of it
· The perfection of our ethical self control has come at the repression of our drives that make us happy
· Civilization is not producing happiness it’s producing unhappiness
· Civilization is ill because they’ve repressed so much in the name of their consciousness
· It will produce it’s own unraveling in epic moments of rationality
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· consciousness is the product of morality standards
· 
civilization making sure we control our impulses
conscience has to deliver more than we could ever live up to because we have to live in this state of guilt
Freud says it is the super ego that does this work
Ego (executive mediator) who we think we are, present awareness super ego (internalized ideals) moral standards operating in it , internal but we can address it ID (unconscious psychic energy)
· conscience is a device that human beings turn to an advantage, the anti-social device that is naturally in people
· if we let these drives go we would destroy civilization
· in turning this aggression back onto ourselves as a controlling mechanism, makes society possible……BUT does not make us happy
· unavoidable and inevitable to reconcile human beings in civilization
· we have the drive, and have the consciousness holding us back
· society is of course against happiness however you feel about it, must recognize on some level, some amount of basic instinct is what it means to be part of society
· for us we wanna ask, what kind of balancing/what kind of outlets?
· Freud also belives an entire suppressed society is a bad society
· For him healthy is balance a sort of harmony
· If you take him seriously this type of question guides you towards society
· In his time, Freud felt that people had become more lenient, that the super ego had become too powerful
· End with, they’ve come so far over those 100 years, to something very different


Start vaper/ waper? weber
· at beginning of time, idea that everything is going well and rational and well, Neitzche is the one who comes out and is like yo things aren’t all rational and all
· changes to more rational and more free society  to thinkers who are expressing a belief and disbelief to society
· if Freud, the point of civilization is not the actual realization of freedom, it’s the restriction of freedom
· he re evaluates the role of freedom.
· His re diagnosis will be, not only are we becoming more rational, but our rationality and the way we understood it and exercised it, will become a force for good
· The more rational the more free
· An inversion of the understanding of rationality
· Between freud, neitzche, and weber, would be a form of pessimism
· Start of 20th century
· But he is extremely important
· Basically stressing whole field of ideology
· He is a thinker who is examining how society/culture is developed
· Increasingly accepted point science has destroyed something in realistic way?
· Science is destroying value creating activity
· In it’s process it is an evil thing of it’s own repair
· The circle something 16 hour opera
· About many things, twilight of the gods
· Role of god’s midst are all fading
· All powerful insight
· Disenchantment has created a world with no ground of value
· Has consequence that we use necessary grounds for something
· We need a reason to do something
· Autonomy is NOT randomness
· If you act randomly  that’s not automic, autonomy is self control
· Autonomy is to act for reasons
· Only reason we have to act one way or another is because we think something is achieved
· The possibility for that autonomy is being destroyed by science 
· Value destroyer
· He is going to reevaluate some of the basic things we thought were going good for us
· Look at ______
· As the founder of sociology (doesn’t look at himself that way)  not a Marxist, just wants to explore why capitalism was more successful in some parts of the world than others
· What are it’s effects on us? In terms of our character and how we live
· Prevalence of particular ideas made capitalism flourish in some parts of the world more than others
· Says certain religions made them flourish 
· Ideas matter
· Gereral question being asked is what drives cultural change
· Need to ask, what makes capitalism thrive?
· What basic beliefs of the world would make capitalism thrive?
· Valuing hard work
· Competitiveness
· Selfishness (competitive selfishness)
· Grow capitalism by saying “it’s not enough”, believing it’s never enough is crucial
· one way the system is premised on unhappiness
· if people suddenly thought it was enough it would all fall apart
· the profit must be reinvested in the growth of the company, not in being spent on a good time
· [bookmark: _GoBack]why reinvest?
· Must be some idea that convinces you to go bigger, that it’s not enough the places that have that belief the most will be the strongest and become most powerful
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