The Republic Book V 

is about the attempt to actualize utopian dreams. It is ironic that Socrates didn't want to enter the horror of this awful dream but he turned to what he was compelled to do =to what he was fitted for, despite his resistance, into a lesson for those fit for philosophy. And those fit for philosophy will understand this lesson that politics is the science of the possible. There are two ways to destroy politics: by eradicating all boundaries. When this occurs, the result is either war or 2) the reduction of teh public to the private life of a large happy family of utopian Jacobins, Nazi, Soviet, Maoist, Islamist or anarchist extremists. And alas, I must include the Western consumer society which has reduced politics to shopping and entertainment.

Ironically, most think of Plato himself as a utopian thinker. This is ironic because the 'Many' do not understand that there are limits and possibilities to human action, and the Many, who are not fit for philosophy fall into Plato's trap.

B.V1

 is about the limits and possibilities of knowing= thought. 

A. The limits and possibilities of a philosophical nature. If you are talking about the nature of something you are talking about its limits and possibilities. The philosopher must love the whole form. In other words Philosophy seeks general knowledge. pg. 385 B. 45C. Philosophers cherish the truth. They take care of the truth. It is a philosophers underlying concern. pg. 485 E: The philosopher if necessary forsake bodily pleasures. 486 A: A philosopher will have a liberal nature (open). 486 futher down: A philosopher practices magninemity (a kind of bearing that a great man would have: magnificence). A philosopher does not fear death. A philosopher is just and tame (not wild.). A philosopher has a good memory. A philosopher has grace and measure. A philosopher is considered by many to be useless to the city. Socrates then tells a myth because sometimes you need a metaphor. Famous myth: the stargazer. The stargazer on the ship is the most useful because they know how to navigate. Pg.196. 

Book 7 

is about the limits and possibilities of action. It is about the limits and possibilities of action and 2) the limits and possibilities of what it means to be the only actor on this planet-a human being. This will be represented by animage that is traditionally known as the 'myth of the cave'. It is about what moderns call.. what a human being can and cannot do. In other words it is about the limits and possibilities bound up with what it means to be a human. It is a description of the human condition. It means no more and no less than man's limits and possibilities. 

The Cave:

The birth imagery: the cave is the womb and the opening is the vagina. The light is the sun and the things you see when you close your eyes and see. The sun is the good = the whole. The sun is up. The cave or the womb is down. 

Diagram:

bottom left Images: is imagination- in the cave in the bottom what they can see is shadows. Shadow is a kind of image. Imagination is a kind of knowledge

Moving up to trust or belief: This is a kind of knowledge too. Its the kind of knowledge where we have boundaries that are a little more distinct. We can make out better what we are looking at. We can make clear distinctions between this and that. What they see in their own opinion. Down is the world through our senses.

Crossing the line is closing our eyes and reflecting.

Numbers: numbers aer particulars. You can distinguish by your boundaries. You are particulars to belong to something that is general.

Ideas: there is an idea of a human. All of us are human (particulars) who belong to the universal human being. 

The one is also called the Good also known as the wisdom. 

Socrates The Apology

Life: Let us now call all those circles with their boundaries NATURE. There is war in all that is natural and without this change, this violence we would have nothing. War is about crossing boundaries, producing change and therefore life. Life is that which is incomplete but which strives to be complete. 

The root word from which our world politics is derived also is the Greek word 'polemos' which is the root Greek word for city, polos. This tells us that politics always is about the 'city'. And then there are related English words: polity, policy, police, and polite ect. 

Politics is not war but it presupposes the destructive chaos and the Hell that is of war i.e mortal combat. However, politics I define the following way: politics is war with boundaries and hence with rules.

I had a good bit to say about nature both non human and human and the man-make or artificial 'world' and I spent some time explaining what is meant by something already alluded to today- mythos and logos. Logos is translated in Greek literally as the word. It also can be translated as the way or the reason. 

Background to the Peloponnesian War:

The two cities were quite difference. Athens was so strong because of her navy. Her supply lines stretched very far and allowed Athens to become very wealthy. In a sense Athens globalized the Mediterranean. 

The Spartans were fairly overwhelmed by Athens wealth, cultural richness, diversity, fun things that you can find at a seaport. The war started over this rivalry. 

All wars are caused by three things: fear, honour, and interest. The Spartans had all of these issues with Athens. They knew that Athens was only going to get stronger so they decided to start the war 'now' rather than later. 

For Athens the war resulted in the unimaginable. This war began in 431 BCE and ended twenty seven years later in 404 BCE. These dates are important for not only do they tell us that this war was long but it also gives a time line to help us fill out the context for the three platonic dialogues that we will read, as well as to other writings of Plato and his contemporaries. 

This unimaginable situation resulted in what I call a SPIRITUAL CRISIS for Athens in particular and as it would turn out for Greece in general. This is a crisis from which neither Athens nor Greece would ever recover. 

overarching metaphor: to bring up to carry over generally to connect or the joining of different things. 

Connect things that are known to things that are unknown. 

Spiritual crisis: the Gods seize to live anymore. They are dead and have no meaning. When an uncanny event happens they lose their purpose sense of authority for all things. They don't look after the common good of the city. They look after their own interests. When are underlying concern the experiential ground or the ground where are experience is rooted and nurtured become disconnected from the experiencial ground. When we can no longer make sense of our everyday experience. There is no authority by which we can measure what we see and what we do. 

The three accounts of the spiritual crisis

a) Aristophanes (the clouds and other plays): Made a play with Socrates in it. Socrates name meant sure strength. He presented him as a buffoon in a laboratory. Socrates was concerned with things that had nothing to do with human beings. It tells us that Socrates at age thirty five is very different than the dialogue we will be reading. He was concerned with things that are natural. Prof argues that it is the war that made him have a spiritual crisis and care about things that are human related and political. 

The Assembly of Women: This play is about Sparta. The Spartans are always at war so they leave the assembly to women while they are at war. One of the law that passed was that the ugly old hags in the city could have their way with the young good looking men. It was to show how stupid the war is. 

b) Xenophon, Memories of Socrates

c)Plato, his dialogues: It is a dramatic form- they have a setting that has to do with boundaries of a place. Character- the possibility of actor or actors. They allow them to reveal who or what they are. Action- itself is about the way or the how of the revelation of the who is in particular of certain time. 

Philosophy is about a friendly conversation. All dialogue is not philosophical and not friendly. 

The text of 'The Apology':

A speaking forth that explains that lays something out that allows someone to discern the part. A giving of an account. In this case Socrates dramatic action is explained to us in the dramatic dialogue in the Apology. The Apology is the second among four dialogues called contradictory things. First they are called the early dialogues because they are written early but ironically because of the dramatic time-line they are at the end of Socrates life around the trial of his execution.

 The first dialogue the Euthyphro takes place on a street in Athens. Euthyphro is a young man who is going to the court and he bumps into Socrates and Socrates questions what he is doing. He wants to go to court to sue his own parents. Socrates and him get into a conversation of whether this is a good thing to do or whether it upsets the natural order. Its about impiety upsetting natural order of things. This is important to bring up because this is what Socrates is accused of himself. 

There is Socrates and many other people in the courtroom.

Tutorial:

Presentations: give three points that you found crucial in the readings and three questions. Give a print out of the three questions and points. 

The English word 'philosophy' comes from the Greek philia and the sophon and means to love or to be friends with Wisdom.

Cultures are exclusive. The boundaries of civilization are hard to define because they continually expand and contract. The causes of war are embedded in tension between the archetypes of Cultures and Civilization. Culture=cult, agricultural economy, hard boundaries, provincial, tribalism. Civilization=city, commercial economy, sort of fuzzy boundaries resulting in diversity. (above all culture is about localism and civilization is about globalization.

Philosophy is about thought. The poet and the warrior are equally important one would not make sense without the other. Philosophy is about the relationship between thought and action. 

Classical philosphy says that while thought and action are inseparable but there must be a difference between the two. Modern philosophy has as its project to co-penetrate thought and action.

The three moments of dialogue constitute a trial in Athens. The setting of the dialogue is the highest court of the land= the supreme court of Athens. Above the door of this building is inscribed- honour the gods the city honours. There were 500 jurors in this court. They are at the same time the judges who decide who is guilty and innocent and they give them the sentence they thought they deserved. They were elected by luck (drew out of a hat) and they voted by dropping a white ball or a black ball in a basket. Black ball means guilty. 

The three moments following the court procedure first having to do with the accused speaking on his own behalf. Addressing himself to the charges laid against him by his accusers. The first moment in the dialogue is the longest moment in the trial. 

The second moment in the trial is by far the shortest moment. This moment has to do with the accused having been convicted proposing to the court an alternate sentence.

The third moment which is twice as long as the second is the “famous last words”. The accused if convicted can make his last statement to the jury. 38 B to the end. 

“How you men of Athens have been affected by my accusers I do not know.” The play is set up so that the opening scene is the room full of the trial. “For a moment I almost forgot myself so persuasively do my accusers think” It was sarcasm and it is ironic.- They nearly convinced me they nearly persuaded me what I was saying.

“I wondered at most of the many faults they said total that you should not be perceived by me because I am a clever speaker” He is saying that these people (jurors) are clever speakers but they aren't speaking the truth. Example: lawyers can be persuasive speakers. 

“By me you will hear the whole truth by Zeus...” Evidence further down that he is causing a disturbance. 17 D. “I do very much beg and beseech this to you. With my own speeches I am now accustomed to speak...” In the court he is doing the same thing that got him in trouble in the first place. This is causing a disturbance. 

There are two accusers Valitus Anitus and Licon. Valitus was a poet. (A person who deals with a median today)  Anitus was a master tanner. (Highly trained technician today)  Licon was an orator. (Same as a lawyer today.) These people represented the citizens of Athens. They have a measure of authority. If you read it carefully you know that Socrates says yes these men are the actual accusers but there are some old accusers that are far more older than these three men. The more dangerous accusers are people who set you against me in your youth. Who have always build a negative picture of me and lead you to have a negative opinion of me and my philosophical activities. The old accuser in particular is Arastophnes the poet and playwright who lampooned Socrates in his play, The Clouds. He is talking about public opinion. That he has been put in a bad light from the beginning. 

They marched Socrates into the court they were looking for a scapegoat because they were suffering from the disease of spiritual crisis. They have lost their sense of purpose, direction, who they are and where they are going. They were looking for someone to blame. There is someone who has been making trouble down at the market place. An old guy who is 70 and likes to stir things up- Socrates. They wanted to show him a lesson or two. They wanted to haul him down the court and teach him a lesson. 

Why are they so disturbed by what Socrates is doing? Because he doesn't go into the court saying I'm sorry I didn't do it. He goes into the court doing it. 

“Socrates is a wise man” On the surface this is saying Socrates is a wise ass and these kind of people cause trouble. “who delves in things above and below the earth”  He crosses boundaries and goes to places he should not go. He questions the Gods. He robs them of their authority. Socrates is accused of Atheism and impiety. He is being accused of not honouring the gods. Socrates is being accused of sorcery and injustice by making the weaker argument the stronger.

Socrates says you accuse me of being a wise man but this cannot be true. I have a friend Caraphon and we made a trip to Delphy the shrine of Apollo. and I wanted to go to the oracle and  find out the rumour of how I am the wisest man ever. Because of I'm not the wisest man ever. The oracle served as the mouthpiece for the God Apollo. He went back to Athens and asked some men what wisdom is. He asked men like Licon what wisdom is but they think they know but really they do. Socrates comes to the conclusion that maybe I am the wisest man. What kind of wisdom do I have? Human wisdom I suppose. A sort of limited wisdom. I am wise because at least I know that I am not wise. I know that I don't know. At this time the people in the court are just going berserk. He is not doing what they expect him to do. He is doing them what he was accused of doing.

The court leaves deliberates and they convict Socrates of the crime of which he has been charged and they sentence him to death. Socrates presents to the court an alternative penalty. They thought that convicting him to death that he would agree to quit philosophizing and going to the market and bugging everyone. That he would quit going places that he is not supposed to go. He does not do that even after they sentence him to death. The alternate sentence that he proposes is outrageous. He says that he should be given free meals in the courthouse. (These are usually only for Olympic heroes). They go crazy when he says this. He says oh okay fine I'll just pay a fine. I don't have any money though

Lecture Sept. 26

“Socrates does injustice and is meddlesome, by investigating the things under the earth adn teh heavenly things, and by making the weaker speech the stronger and by teaching others these same things” Socrates is trespassing boundaries and being meddlesome

Mechanica= trickery. He is being accused of playing tricks or being some sort of sorcerer or magician.

Sophistry (= a money maker) 19c . The Sophates were rhetoriticians they charged money for speaking. Socrates says that he is not a Sophates he is generally considered to fit in this broad basket of people but he wanted to separate himself from them. What he is doing something else that he is trying to be a teacher who makes his charges “noble or good”. He is trying to turn these noble and good young men into gentlemen. 

I.The trainer (=teacher) who makes his charges 'noble and good'. Kaloskaagathos= you are good according to nature and to live up to what your teachers and peers believe you can do. 

J. “Well, Socrates, what is your affair? 20C= 'What is your underlying concern?' What do you care about what do you think that is most important? Why do you do what you do? What is behind your teaching? Why are you doing the things that you are doing that someone could take offence of? 

k. Socrates underlying concern, the whole truth and Socrates' wisdom

L.The investigation in Delphi of the 'rumour' that 'Socrates is  a wise man' ** 20 E top of page 29 

M.The further investigation in of rumour lead to the trip to Delphi. 20 e-21b READ ALL

N.Why is Socrates so disturbing? 20c-22e Socrates' investigation of those who are 'reputed' to be wise. The key to the meaning of the passage and the answer to the question is contained in the meaning of opinion. Factual kind of knowledge is one kind of knowledge theoretical knowledge is another kind. Both can be demonstrated. Both are an opinion but as a further step is to give an account of the knowledge claim or the 

O. On wisdom 23a READ ALL. Factual knowledge is to recite a fact. Theoretical could be proving something through math. Knowledge is opinionated. Now he is making an attempt to say what disturbs them so much. He is showing them that their opinions cannot hold true. He refers to the Gods saying that human knowledge is nothing. We don't know.

P. Charges in relation to his underlying concern. 23C-e and 24e (this is the third time his charges have been examined) Socrates has been accused of delving in things above and below the earth. He is in between because he is a human. Because he is a human he can see above and below (the underworld and the Gods above) = demonic. In order to be an atheist he would have to have knowledge that he does not have. Knowledge to prove that there is no God. Darby assumes that Socrates is Agnostic in that he doesn't know what to believe. There is no evidence to persuade him either way. This is a mark that is all over Socrates.

Q. Examination of the charge of atheism 24d- 27e. This philosophical activity is waht he wants to do what he si doing is following orders from the Gods. He compares it to mortal combat. He compares himself to Homer's Illiad. “The courage in the face of death” Courage comes from scepticism or Agnosticism. Why should he be afraid of death if he does not know what death is?He is charged of a capitol crime of impiety. He rubs it in their face. Why is he not afraid? His age? He would rather go out in a blaze of glory rather than die in his bed. Other then that you would have to not be afraid of death.

Destiny is different than fate. Destiny requires you to make choices and this takes courage. This is a road that one takes. The older you are the fewer the choices and the clearer you are. Socrates is riding out his destiny. He has to rise above human nature and our underlying concerns. He has to step out of that fear of death.

Overarching metaphor: Drew the circle of our existence. Connects or joins. Its our value system and what gives you the understanding of the world. Something that unifies the world ex. Science or religion.

Underlying concern: Your everyday experience your everyday concerns that you have in life. 

Spiritual Crisis: Something that is unimaginable that no longer fits your overarching metaphor. Athens thought that as long as they had their navy and ports they were fine. Spartans did a lot mroe damage and eventually Athens lost the war and it was very violent being faced with that their gods could no longer help them make sense of their life. Now our world is in a spiritual crisis: technology vs. Religion. What part is something we do not touch? Ex. Abortion, stem cell research. This shakes our very beliefs and will change the world entirely. We are at a cross roads. 

A. He calls in the dignitation of a jury of 500 jurors. Note the second moment of the dialogue, again corresponding to the second trial procedure, begins right after the decisions concerning Sovrate's guilt or innocence. The jury while in recess voted 'guilty' and then Meletus proposes the death penalty and court procedures demand that guilty party present a counter proposal.

B. They want Socrates to lose his dignity by begging for his life. Tehre are three things to note from teh beginning, the most important being 1) Socrate's lack of indignation and 2)then the indignation of a small majority of the five hundred jurors. The key here is the meaning of the word 'indignation'. Can be translated as in=against (ones) design or boundary, therefore an affront, insult, subversion or an outright attack on who one is. 36A 3) The third, thing to consider is the expectations of Meletus and the jury vis. Meletus' proposal of the death penalty.

C.It was a democratic regime this is a democracy that is putting Socrates to death. What to make of the fact that a mere 'thirty' jurors would have change the vote from guilty to accuital? 36b. This mob is just as guilty as a reign of tyrants even though it is a democracy. 

D.'...death as my desert.' 36b-e and the counter-proposal as that which he really deserves as a reward at the end of his life. The entire middle moment of the dialogue is a simple but logical argument about justice i.e. That one must pay ones debts. And the city owes Socrates. Meanwhile the official of the court are doing paperwork which gives him time to talk. This constitutes a short but important moment of the trial. Why does the city owe Socrates a debt? Socrates is owed a debt because he has been trying to persuade his fellow citizens to care about the things in life that really matter. The underlying concern.  That which we focus on in our range of experience which really matters= our existential ground. The reward as a desert at the end of his life. This is taken from his citizens as an outrageous thing to say. This is  a man who has been sentenced to death and does a counter-proposal of being rewarded by getting free meals from the city hall for the rest of his life.

 By trying to persuade his fellow citizens by caring about the things that really matter he should be rewarded by getting free meals. He has benefited the city. The jurors do not grasp Socrates argument. He is doing justice: doing what you are supposed to do doing what you are fitted to do. What are the things that must pertain in order for someone to do what they are permitted to do? You need to know who you are. You need to know yourself. You need to know what your limits and possibilities are.

F. But the jurors do not grasp the 'logic' of Socrates' argument. And alas, Socrates has created yet another disturbance. At the insistence of his friends he concedes and proposes a fine, which he knows will be accepted just as another outrage.

3.The third moment and the third speech of the trial

A. The jury condemns Socrates to death and while bureaucratic paperwork is undertaken there is time for the accused and condemned to say a few 'famous last words'.

B. He begins by saying considering my age I will be kicking the bucket soon. I will not be around much longer. I don't see why you won't let nature do its course? Do escape death would be unjust. He is acknowledging that he had a way out which would have been to quit philosophizing to quit benefiting the city. He could have gone into exile. At the end of the first speech he compared himself to a warrior on the battlefield. Compare the two opportunities Socrates had to get out of this battle as a warrior abandoning his post. A warrior taking a way out in the face of death.

C.'You expected me to do whatever I could to escape death, but I hav enot done what you have expected, because to escape death would be unjust' 38d As Socrates says at 38e 'I much prefer to die having made my defense speech in this way than to live in that way' and he goes on to say that while it is easy to escape death, it is harder to escape villainy. If he had escaped he would have been a villian but it would have not just been him.

D.At this point 39c the speech takes a different direction. His speech becomes mythical again and the story he tells is of the future. After stating that he accepts his destiny, he says at 39c

“After this, I desire to deliver oracles to you, O you who voted to condemn me. For in fact, I am now where human beings particularly deliver oracles: when they are about to die” This too is at 39c. 

At Delphi we have the oracle of Delphi the oracle was a mouthpiece or a representative of the god Apollo who was the God of clarity the god of light and reason. The oracle did not know the meaning of her words could have been taken or could have appeared to mean one thing and could have meant another. She said that Socrates was the wisest man in Athens and that may have appeared to have meant one thing and had meant another thing because she was not responsible for her words. After saying that he accepts his destiny he says at 39c. 

39c. Now we must attempt to answer the question as to why people who are on the boundary between life and death can deliver oracles (see into the future). This is connected to why Socrates is not indignant this is connected to Socrates underlying concern tied up with his self interest because he is an incomplete creature called a human being.  Socrates has accepted the fact that he is about to die. The key here is that he accepted his destiny. To die at the hands of these villains he has accepted as his destiny. Destiny is not fate fate operates on all of us from the outside it is an outside force that usually blindsides us because we don't see it coming we do not have anything to do with it. Destiny is not like that. We participate in destiny. Our destiny requires our participation. We can choose not to choose. Which is also a choice. Destiny is a choice. It is going down the road that is our lives we can choose nor to be involved in it and amble down the road or we can choose to take this detour and go on anotehr road of life and so on and so forth the longer  we go down the road the fewer choices we have to make (fewer roads) they become dearer and dearer and more and more consequential and therefore more and more dangerous. We participate and are given the road map and we decide to step across the boundary (this is what deciding is). Socrates has accepted death as his destiny. “

 I have said that death and underlying concern is related to self interest. It is something all of us have because we are incomplete creatures: human beings. To be alive is to be incomplete you are never going to be complete unless you are dead. When you are dead you have no self interest because you are complete. You will eventually be completely complete when your insides match your outsides (youa re dead) The ambiguity between the underlying and the overarching metaphor vanishes because the boundary between them vanishes. The difference between the overarching concern and the underlying metaphor become identical. This is what allows Socrates to tell stories of the future because he has no interest because it does not matter to him what effect it has on him he is already condemed to death and has no future. Therefore he can see the future. This is the same thing as the removal of the boundary separating the present and the future

On a Mythical Greek character who can look into the future. Tiresias is a character in Homer's odyssey. He may be physically blind but also is blind to his fate. He was on the boundary. He didn't even have a sexual identification he was in between. The violent hour (sunset) that looks homeward and brings the sailor home from sea. 

“I Tiresias though blind throbbing between two lives

Old man with wrinkled female breast, can see

At the violent hour, the evening hour that

Homeward, and brings the sailor home from the sea

So what does Socrates see? He sees a fate of eternal damnation for his executors. And the fact that we are damning them today- 2500 years hence- proves him right!

F.He addresses his friends who voted to acquire him and tells him why he did what he did. 40A-b (In relation to his doimonion, who always had acted as a counsel of prudence, telling him not to equate thought with action. His thoughts and his actions become one.

G.By the way, why do you think that he addresses the just jurors 'correctly' as 'judges' for the first time? 40a. He makes it very clear that what is going to happen after death is going to happen but he says that he doesn't know what is true. 

I.If death were to result ina migration of his soul til the 'Isle of the Blessed', then Socrates could question the true judges, who would not be indignant as his questioning because they would be happy. These true judges are not only different from the unhappy and corrupt 'judges' who condemned Socrates to death in that they are immortal, they are different because they are complete or happy or satisfied. If eternal sleep is what happened then that could be the best thing that happened to you or it would go to the Isle of the blessed and he could question them the way he questioned you. Wouldn't it be great to question Homer? They are the true judges. 

J.He addresses his friend with these famous last words

When my sons grow up I want you to do to them what I have done to you. Teach my sons to do the kind of thing that I have done by doing the kind of thing that i have done. Teach them to care for the things that matter. Not to be a money maker (shit maker) If you do these things we will have been treated justly by you.But now it is time to go away.His scepticism follows to the last statement. 

Logos: has a logical end. 

Plato's Crito

1.Setting Character Action

The first setting is Euthero, the setting is the street 

The second setting is the highest court of Athens

The third the Crito is a great contrast to the both second and the first 

The action is boisterous out of control and unpredictable, noisy, rambunctious 

The Crito as a setting is almost the opposite: its quiet its serene its calm, it is a jail cell where Socrates happens to be put after he has been condemned to death by the high court. There has been a stay of execution. The stay of execution has to do with an omish that is being paid to a particular hero who happened to save Athens Noone in the city can be executed when the ships are gone and the ships have been delayed because of bad weather.

Crito have arrived early has bribed the jailer. He would have come forward to help pay the fine to save Socrates. This didn't happened. Here comes his friend Crito who was a neighbour who had money who came to the cell early ** he has bribed the jailer that is why he is allowed in he did something illegal, it is unjust** 43a-43b 

3.”Demonic' Socrates, save you! 44a-45a in this case it probably means inscrutable. Socrates said why do you arrive so early Crito? How did you get the jailer to let you in. What has Crito been doing here early? Crito has been watching him sleep. He notes that Socrates is doing something while he is sleeping he is sleeping very soundly, untroubled. He asks him how Socrates can sleep so soundly when he knows something terrible is facing him. Socrates says: somebody my age shouldn't be bothered if they know they have to meet their end. 

4.Crito says that they have plenty of money for Socrates to go into exile. 45B

5.You can live nicely in Thessaly. Thessaly is incidentally at the very northern border of Greece. Its almost outside of Greece. He would be almost outside of Greece. Socrates replies what would I do in a place like that? 

6.You are attempting to do something that is obviously unjust. 45d-46a. Sonny what in  the world is everybody going to think if you don' t save yourself? 

7.The summation of Crito's argument. 46a Because he was accused of acting in an unmanly fashion he did not let people kick him around to save himself. What about your family Socrates? Think of your family. You're not caring enough to let your friends to do it. You abandoned your friends your family and your city. What are people going to think? Opinion has to do with the things we care about- the underlying concern. There is nothing wrong with Crito's arguments.

8.Socrates' rebuttal: If you can tell me who is the greatest benefactor of the city then we may be able to have a situation where you can persuade me and I will recant and do as you and my friends are asking me to do. Socrate ends up entering this himself: the laws and constitutions of Athens are the greatest benefactor of the city. Plato puts words in the laws and constitutions of Athens. Socrates must argue with the law and constitutions of Athens as to why he must not leave. 

B.The truth and self interest.  

C.The noble 47a and what follows as arguments for authority to 48c “Therefore from the things agreed upon..pg.106 READ ALL to 48d pg.107  authority: no more or no less than that which is not questioned.

D.The 'common' 48e is injustice ever good or noble. 49a-c Socrates says further down: a wrong for a wrong is never right. He agreed to follow the rightful authority. Justice is keeping ones agreements doing what one agreed to do. To do what one is fitted to do. Otherwise it would not have been just to follow the law. 

E. If i break the law and my word because I agreed to follow the law then breaking the law would be just and anyone can do it. How could we have a good city if everyone did it. This is an argument for utility. Starting an argument for keeping ones word and moving to an argument for basic utility are contract arguments: all arguments about agreements. We call them social contractarianism up to the modern period is to be found in the basic form in this dialogue. 

Utility: never right to do a wrong for a wrong never right to break the law because you would be causing chaos

Duty: its your city and its your duty to follow its laws. 

You should do what your parents tell you to do: a son should obey his father. In fact if you do not do your duty to your parents you will be like Hithero in the first dialogue and you will be acting impiously. You will be upsetting the order of your city. The city reared you and the city gave you a legitimacy when you were born (by recognizing your parents marriage) your city was raising you as a citizen it was educating you. (Has to do with culture of it too its what sets Athenians apart from Spartans ect.) It has to do with the very constitution of the city itself: the boundary that defines the limit and possibilities of the city itself. So you should be dutiful to your city. This is at the heart of any notion of the constitution.

H. Obligation 51b. If you belong to the city of Athens you are by birth a member of the city. You are an Athenian you might be a medic: someone who came from another city to join the great horde of Athens. They agree because they agree when they come here. Foreigners agreed to join the constitution because they signed on to the rules. People who were born here: you have benefited from the city- the bus, the police you received the benefits you are obligated. 

I.'Athens love it or leave it' If you didn't like Athens you could have left. 51D

J.The laws allow for many choices 51e

K.Crito finally retorts that Socrates would set the worst example, 52a

L.Socrates speaks of benefits received which constitute an obligation, 52a

M.Therefore, you have by your actions made it clear that you have been content with us, ect. 52C

N. 'Crossing a boundary? And contracting by actions over many years at 52e to end CLOSE READING 

Why is the fictional character and the actual character is based on. This becomes a characteristic of philosophy at this point. Disinterested. Being able to detach yourself.

The first thing of Plato's republic book 1

Aristotle The Politics

Aristotle was a student of Plato's. He studied geometry for a long time before learning politics and philosophy. This is because Plato's overarching metaphor is the pattern change in nature- the heavens. Aristotle's philosophy is very similar to his masters philosophy (Plato). 

Aristotle was born in 384 B.C.E. In the Kingdom of Macedonia which is on the Northern border of Greece. He was almost not a Greek Macedonians are very different from the rest of Greeks. His father was a physician in the royal court. Therefore Aristotle was exposed to the world of medical science as well as the royal court. In his late teens he went to go study in Plato's academy. He studied there for 20 years. Just after Plato's death Aristotle was furloughed back to Macedonia to tutor the son of King Philip/ the young man was named Alexander whose father is murdered when Alexander becomes King Aristotle leaves. 

Aristotle thinks that he is the heir to take over the academy after Plato's death. It did not happen so he returns to Athens and opens his own school called Lyceum. The Lyceum was different from Plato's academy. What was stressed in his was biology, politics, and philosophy. This is not surprising because it is biology that we associate with Aristotle's overarching metaphor. Aristotle wrote a book on physics and metaphysics , ethics, politics, rhetoric, poetics, genetics and even more. His works do not look like Plato's works. Plato wrote in dramatic, fictional. Aristotle wrote in more discursive form- non fiction, he writes in a book form which we are familiar. 

Biology and astronomy are different but they are both alike. Plato's overarching metaphor was patterned change in the heavens. Aristotle's was patterned change in the biological world. Both of the overarching metaphors are about natural phenomenon. 

THE POLITICS: required to read book 1, 2, and 3 special emphasis on book 1. 

The key to understanding the politics lies with sections of Aristotle's physics metaphysics and genetics. They form the basis of what has traditionally been called the doctrine of causality. If you can understand the doctrine of causality you can understand the logic that underlies his politics. This is more accessible because it has more logic in it whereas Plato's is more interpretive. There is little you will find in Aristotle that you have not found in Plato though. Causality: cause and effect in the natural world is different from the world that human beings live in because human beings do not control nature. There is nature and there is human nature. Its without human agency therefore cause and effect is different than what it would be in the human world in the human world we call it: means and ends. 

Cause= material 2. =formal 3= agency 4= final or end.

What does there need to be for a table to appear:

cause= material- wood 2. formal= it has a certain form. A form is a boundary. The table is shaped differently then chairs. You can identify the table by its form. 3. agency= Who is the agent who relates the form to the material? Its the carpenter. He knows the properties of the material in relation to the form. He brings it into the world. He knows the limits and possibilities of the tools 4. The final or end of spiritual= it has to do with purpose. The way we measure this is beauty or use. 

Ch.1 Book 1

(1)Since we see that every city is some sort of partnership: seeing is related to form. Partnership means community: common. With all of our differences we have something in common that will override our differences. 

Everyone does everything for the sake of some good: For the sake of can mean purpose. Good has to do with a certain measure of completeness. It has to do with the whole. For the sake of some end. Embedded in this is the theory of causality. Authority: no more and no less than that which is questioned. Not questioned because I have deemed it complete enough. Whole enough. 

Constituted: means to put together all the parts in a coordinated way as to make a whole. 

They are talking about the most complete city because it has coordinated parts. This is what is called the city or the political partnership. Every bit of this has been in Plato. Aristotle's is much more accessible than Plato's though. 

The material cause of the city is people. 

(2)Some people think that the kingly craft that is ruling the city is the same thing as household management. Household management in Greek has the root word for the economy. Household management has to do with the economy.

The household is private. So people who think that household management is the same as ruling do not have a distinction between public and private. 

In the household you have men and women and you can have children and you might have slaves. What are the things that need to pertain to have a household? They need shelter they need food. They can either forage and hunt or grow their food. We must do labour to get food. One must labour because one is incomplete- labour to produce food and in order to consume. This is describing the cycle of life. We are all caught in that endless cycle of nature life incompleteness. 

Introducing slaves means more production and consumption and you create a surplus which gives you time to do things that you otherwise would not be able to do. You can step across the threshold that marks the boundary by the secret dark life of the private realm of the household and step into what potentially is the bright light of the public. I can ask questions I never asked before because I was to preoccupied to ask questions about things before. 

The slaves might be able to MAKE US a shelter they might be able to WORK THIS OUT. Build us a city make us a city. Which provides for the public realm where politics takes place. 

What do we do in the city?: We work it out. When I work I produce things. The human world produces things. A thing has a level of permanence to it. It will be around longer than something that I produce and consume. A thing stands between and among us. A thing can be spatial marker that can be shared by the citizens. Cities themselves are things. A polis has a boundary around it and within that boundary there is a constitution. What do we do in cities? We engage in politics. Politics is about speaking before others and being heard and acting heard before others and being seen. You must have a stage upon which to act. The city is a stage. The next thing to build would be a village. Villages would be built into towns. Towns into cities. 

CH.2

(1)Note the word looking

(2)We exist because of one another. If a person has foresight they can see into the future. He is a natural ruler as compared to those who have no foresight. 

(5)

(8)For the sake of living he is talking about the realm of labour. It is not the same as living well. Slavery: he knows that without this precity act of injustice you would never be able to get out of the cycle of labour to build a city. Most of their slaves were conquered in battle. There are two different kinds of slavery: natural slavery and conventional slavery. He doesn't doubt that some have the nature to rul and the nature to follow. He questions the injustice of conventional slavery: you are going to find some people who are fitted for slavery ruled over by a master who is a thuggish brute. When a slave can be refined and educated. 

Read: THE NEW ENGLISH BIBLE or REVISED STANDARD VERSION or KINGS JAMES, HEBREW BIBLE: ISIAH MATTHEW

Book one is the political economy of the politics.

Compare book one to book two of the republic both in its desire for life in conjunction with or exclusion from the ...

injustice is the violent introduction of quasi war resulting in slavery that allows for the relishes the equivilant being the surplus and complex economic relations that result in commerce, wealth, in reliance of imports and leisure time. Thus chapters one through three of Aristotle's politics correspond to the first part of book 2 of plato's republic. Ending with Adeiamontus's city of Sows chapters 4 through 7- this is the means to end relationship. What are the means to end in order to have Glaucon's feverish city. A city that grows and grows and goes to war because it is a city kickstarted by slaves that can expand into an imperial naval power thus chapters 8 through 13 are the politics that correspond with Glaucon's feverish city. 

Book 1 is about the material that makes up the polis. The first cause the material cause. The stuff from which the polis is made. Book 2 of the politics is about the form the polis will take. What shape it will have. The idea of a polis hence its boundary that defines it and the limits of possibilities therein. Book 2 is about the second cause. It is about the second cause the formal cause it is a bridge to book 3 which is about the cause of agency.

Book 1: slavery goes to a polis stage. These people must be able to speak before others and to others and to be heard by others and to perform deeds that can be seen (witnessed) by others. This is what politics is about. Politics is impossible without plurality- without having others to witness ones speech and witness ones speech. Politics is not personal. Action is about the future: we act toward the future. In order to do so it would be presumed that we have a sense of time. Future, past and present. It must be assumed that if we speek before others we must have speech. Aristotle's tells us that man is not only a political animal he is a speaking animal. He also tells us that he is a labouring animal and a working animal: the fact that the slaves build the city. They can work. It is work that results in things. We must also now say that man is an acting animal. Dogs do not act. They do not have any sense of time no sense of the future in which to act. An action may also be defined by the fact that we do not know the ends of our actions. We act into the future and we do not know in what our acts will result. If we did for a moment forget this it is unlikely that we would act. Because we do not know the ends of our actions. Actions are shrouded by the unknown. It takes courage to act. Politics requires courage. Whether the act should be single by one political animal or taken in concert by a group of citizens. 

Coming back to Book 2. The better part of book 2 is about ideas. The forms in peoples heads. The forms of cities and constitutions in peoples heads. The ideas men have about politics. Men such as Plato, Phaleas and Hippodamus. Book 2 is a contrast to the notion of an ideal city in the notion of these three actors. We are going to get the idea of cities and then the actual cities. The idea as a blueprint. This is equivalent to the cities in speech in book 2 of plato's republic. The blueprint if actualized in Plato's republic 2. These are actual cities Aristotle describes. 

Now lets describe the limitations and possibilities of cities. Plato: Aristotle criticizes his master Plato because he says that there is too much unity and balance this would morph the polis into a household. Aristotle is much more accommodating to the kind of pluralistic commercial civilization of Athens than Plato is. Plato prefferred culture over civilization. Plato is upset by what we call globalization. Aristotle is less concerned. Something he critized Plato for was utopianisim. Such as book 5 of the republic. Aristotle was well aware of what Plato was doing. He thought it would be misinterpreted and read as a blueprint for an actual city. Which is true it has happened. Aristotle was less poetic than his teacher but more practical. Prof thinks that it is not so great but has everything to do with the difference between Plato and Aristotle's overarching metaphors. Plato's astronomy and Aristotle's biology. 

Phaelos is a communist he wanted distribution. He is Adeimantus's city (city of sow) written into reality. Aristotle's criticizes him he says holding all in common makes people lazy and makes them stupid it reduces them to animals. Number three: property gives people a stake in the land. It develops virtue out of self interest. 

Hippodamus. You can see so much of plato in these criticisms. He came from the 5th century BCE. Aristotle calls him a non statesmen who does a constitution. He dismisses him. Seems like the balanced people like to balance people out abstractly. He wanted streets to be straight he wanted to divide people into three distinct classes wanted to divide the land in to three sections. He liked the number three. He was like a man stuck in the ivory tower. An intellectual on the first level. He wanted to give civic honours to inovators: researchers today. Aristotle distrusted innovation. 

The bridge the actor himself to actual politics. If we are looking at the realtion of thought to action that will be an abstract until we look at the actor himself. Actually power units (polises) regimes which roughly correspond to the second cause the ideas of regime. Now we have actors or agents or legislators or founders. Real people who make ideas real. Ideas become ideals and ideals help us to shape reality. Sparta was a great influence on Plato. Sparta was all about honour it was a regime based on the principle of honour or the value or honour. Its all about guardians. Sparta's underlying concern is honour because this is what Sparta most cared about. Sparta was bound to and ruled by honour. Sparta was ruled timocratically or timocracy is made up of two words timos which has to do with marshals military this cratos meaning to rule or to bind. Sparta was a military regime and its constituion showed the limits and possibilities or its rule. Sparta was always at war had many slaves who were threatening to revolt. Constantly on campaign and left the women in charge. It was dangerous having to depend on too many slaves. Laws of property were confused. Too few many owned the land and too many of them were women. Men were killed in combat. Too much confusion of who actually is in charge.

Crete was an Athenian colony. One reason people build colonies and they always have is because of population problems. Another because they are a safety belt to relieve the pressure of overpopulation they are a economic unit. They can benefit the mother city. The constitution had features of Athens as well as Sparta. It was said to be moulded somewhat on the constitution of Sparta it falls short on quite a distance. It was not much of a constitution at all the citizens were not supposed to participate it was more of a dynasty an oligarchy tyranny the city was ruled by kings that split the families into factions. The only thing that kept it alive was the island isolation.

Carthage. Aristotle admires Carthage's constituion on practical grounds. It came closer to an aristocracy : aris being the most excellent. There were tendencies to sway to democracy or oligarchy. This balance was based on a virtuous citicy the balanced parts give a kind of goodness to the whole. 

BOOK 3

Probably the most substantial cause in the Politics because it is about agency and how agency pertains to the purpose or spirit of the polis the final cause or the nature of the polis itself. Aristotle asks what is the nature of the polis. The polis is a compound he tells us of the four causes.  Made up of all individual parts the parts make up the whole and relate to each other the way the four causes relate to each other. The part is the citizen who takes part in the man who shares in the administration of justice, actively participates in the purpose of the polis. In what Aristotle calls discontinuous or continuous office. He may serve for a while or a long period of time. Any contibution to the purpose of the city the nature of the city or the good of the city provides the city with something good because it give sto the city a certain level of self sufficiency. What is true in theory doesn't necessarily follow practice in practice citizenry is based on heritage and proximity but there are other things that don't fit into the city 1. while citizens are allows the material cause fo the city who makes the originals 2. Where citizens are the material cause because cause citizens are allows dying and being born the material allways changes. Aristoltle answers with  the material may change but the constitution does not. Compare it to a wall that can expand or contract but does not break. A boundary that expands or contracts but does not break. The constitution conditions the identity of the polis. If the constitution is a constant or a whole then is the purpose to the part equal to the purpose of the whole. Is the excellence of a good man and a good man identicle? He uses the famous ship analogy the ship of state was in book 6 of the republic. Different kinds of ships and different kinds of sailors so it is with polises and it citizens. One is a good citizen if he contributes to the whole of the city. Just as with cities citizens too are diverse but each good citizen will to some extent be a good man. He has to be a good man to some extent to bhe a good . People are nto whole they are not perfect. Diversity of the whole or the best we can hope for but in one case this does assume that in the case of the ruler the excellence of the citizen is with a good man. Good ruler or good man share: jutsice, courage, wisdom, honour- wisdom here is swapped by prudence. This virtue is a requirement only with a ruler. The ruler better be careful becasue he is responsible. 

Membership: Who belongs? It depends on the polis. In some mechanics can be citizens: people who do menial labour. It depends on the type of constitution and the constitution has to fit the material and the material has to fit the form. One constitution would n not be right for certain material where as another one would. Its the theory of causality at work. Forms shapes boundaries and constitutions of rule the above has to do with teh perceptions and practices within a prescribed boundary. I'm takling about what  we call a constitution. It is the constitution that defines a city and gives it its identiy and purpose. The cause are defined by what the citizens love or care about. It is defined by their underlying concern. This has to do with the everyday life adn the present in what all of us what to take care of that which makes us imperfect that is not whole. We require sustinance from the environment and human requirements. It is but an expression of an overarching metaphor which if is healthy is rooted in the everyday life. It sorts the variations of political rule. A constitution is a temple and spatial configuration as well. Bad and good constitutions  as ruled by one few or many or quanity conveted into dquality. Time and space and then a new time is translated into types of legitimate and illigitimate rule. Monarchy being legitimate tyranny being illigetimate. Aristocy turning into oligarchy. Democracy is considered an illitimate form. Good rule and time makes space just in bad rule space makes the unjust. This is to say taht good rule remembers its right to rule bad rule turns thought into forgetfulness. This material has been a prelude to book 4. 

Precipitates the rest of the politics focus on the major difficulties for understanding the political. Simple rule- the demos the poor the oligarchy the few will turn out to be the rich. The contest between oligarchy and democracy is between the poor and the rich. The poor won't change the rich do not. It means those who make claims for democracy and oligarchy both have a distorted idea of jutsice both claim that the whole idea of the polis is to distribute property to the right people but they don't agree who the recipients of property may be. While this is important it shows us how most of these poltiical situations evolve. 

RULES                GOOD                            Bad                                Regime

One                       Kingship                      Tyranny                          Apolitical

Few                       Aristocracy                  Oligarchy                        Wealthy

Many                    Polity                           Democracy                      Poor 

Kingship/tyranny

-King makes all the decisions with no room for the citizens to deliberate about justice

-No citizens except the king himself-citizenship requires participation in ruling

-Types: Hero, Barbarian, Dictator, Gerneral, Administrator

-Justice claim: divinity, family, households

Aristocracy:

-Rule by the best (aristos)- well born of noble family

-Justice claim: self proclamation: we ar ethe best

The Hebrew Bible

They were desert nomads who worshipped many Gods. Their moving from polytheism to monotheism is key to the Hebrew self identity and to the evolution of Israel itself. The Hebrew bible contains the following a) mythology b) history  c) poetry d). Prophecy 

As already said, where as the Greeks focused on reason as an authority, the Hebrews focused on myth, faith, revelation, and prophecy.

Myth is a compact and therefore inexact form of expression in other words myth is not highly differentiating there are few boundaries in myth and the boundaries there are fuzzy. They are usually myth poetic. Not exactly a language but can be interpretative in multiple ways. 

Faith is about belief. It may be merely about the willful suspicion of disbelief or the extreme of fanaticism. Revelation is about a relationship between revealing and revealing to making he unseen seen and the unknown know.

Prophecy is a foretelling a prediction in the name of an authority such as God.

The Hebrew bible is about the relation of the profane and the sacred (man and all else in nature and history) to the Sacred (God). The meaning of the sacred revealed in the profane. 

Some of the themes that are related to the revealing and concealing of the sascred in the profane introduces us to the first give books of the BIBLE called the pentateuch or (LOOK ON SLIDE)

Notice the themes overlap themeatically sewing together th efive books

the introduction of authoritative males (patriarchs) to an obedient community after rebellion has taken place (Genesis about this). Its about a big rebellion and then these patriarchs put together the community that has fallen apart and the communithy again becoming obedient.

The deliverance from slavery in Egypt and the forming of a covenant (laws) between the Hebrews and God. Having a contract with God.

The preservation of Israel dispite her incessant rebellions early on in the wilderness. (Genesis, and Exodus) Israel is still alive event hough she rebelled against God.

The warnings about rebellion during her affluent life in the promise land. Reminders of what happens in the past too

The specific laws that provide specific practices and perceptions through which Israel forms an identity. 

The Genesis account the appearance of Nature both non-human and human how it evolved. It is a form of evolution. 

There are themes specific to Geneis they are: The creation myth and primeval history

The Creation myth:

There are many creation myths and there are many that bear a close resemblance to the one in the Hebrew bible. So what you find in the Hebrew bible as a creation account is nothing new. Lots of people have myths almost identitcle to this one. Some things to notice: when God is creating the world that you have a lot of opposites in there: dark light low high ect. When creation God says it is good which means complete just as it did in the Greek material. When creation is finished and he pronounces the whole thing good we have a whole. Nature at that point was all in balance he created Adam and Eve and put them in the garden of Eden and there metabolism was one with nature. They were almost godlike except God forbid them to take in the tree of life and the tree of knowledge. They were tempted by a creature of Satan who was in the form of a snake. Myth is about the meaning of the story: what was said not whether it happened or not. This story is about rebellion. 

Primeval History: It is before time as we understand. This initial rebellion of the humans Adam and Eve is known to us as the fall. A fall into time from the eternity of the eternal return of nature into time. Time that does not seem to have any time or direction to it. There is not just one fall in the book of genesis there are several small falls. They were kicked out of the garden into time. Trying to mate with giants trying to build a tower- attempts on the part of human beings to forget who they are as humans trying to forget limits and possibilities and become like God. God gets pretty ticked off and he punishes people who rebel he brings flood water that covers the earth. He covers everything but Noah and his family and the two by two animals. The human race is atoned for its sins its rebelling and put back together again by the act of Grace: a gift from God. You have the story of Abraham and Issac where his faith is tested and he is supposed to sacrifice his son on the alter and the last minute God stops. At the end of the book of Genesis you see these poor people being sold into slavery by the Egyptians: you come into the conclusion what kind of God is this? 

The historical fall and thus an act of pride. Humans just can't seem to help it and they become so wicked that god decides that he is going to destroy all but a remnant of humanity, thus this jealous and stern but graceful God gave them another chance. So God brings on a flood that is arcaelogically proven to have occured in teh eastern Mediterranean when the Black Sea became joined to it, likely caused by earthquake.

We all know the story of Noah and his ark, the story about how the world starte dover and man was given another chance. The result was that man decided to get into architecture in a big way. He built a huge tower that was an attempt to play God and reach Heaven but this Babylonian tower just lead to human babble.

These people were chronically wiked in the eyes of God and were very slow learners. But God's wrath could match the wickedness of God's people. A fine example in God's destruction of two especially wicked cities, Sodom and Gomorrah and for God measure turned to Lots wife into a stone of salt for turning around and looking at fires.

Rebellion, suffering and sacrificed are reoccuring themes. But much of the suffering and sacrifice seems, purposeless yet will be revealed to have a greater meaning later. 

And then there was this fellow named Abraham who God told to sacrifice his son, the son he and his wife Sara and he had had who God said was the seed of a great tribe who would become his chosen people. It may seem that these promises God makes are only made to be broken.

The hunter gatherer and the herdsman- one brother is the herdsman and one is the hunter gatherer and one falls to a trick from his other brother.

SEE SLIDES

History will begin with Hebrews escaping Egypt and God acting as fifth business participating in the drama. 

In that is seemingly lacts purpose primival history really is not history as it appears to go nowhere but later we learn taht while no purpose or plan or direction was revealed that all the awful things in this long wandering around in circles really did have a purpose hafter all. Man was just so caught up in his own rebellions that he could not see it. Genesis ends not with God's divine promise being realized but with Israel first being deliverd SEE SLIDES


Exodus: the meaning of the term comes from Greek: marching out. 

Profs opinion that this is the best description of the book of Exodus. It is a drama- beginning middle end and a purpose to them. It has a place and setting: Egypt between red sea and Mt. Sinai and on Mt.Sinai itself. The time is 1300 BCE before the 19th Egyptian Dynasty.

The characters are God and his chosen people who began as teh Hebrews and evolve into the Israelitres. Amont this cast of thousands are Jacob and others who role is soon eclisped by Moses his brother Aaron adn the Egyptian Pharoh

The dramatic action is most pronounced by God himself who directly participates in the events which unfold as Israels collective history. Exodus is abotu God's progressive revelation of himself and his divine plan in the human time that we call History. Sometimes God will speak directly to one or more of the characters in this drama, otehr times he will reveal himself but so indirectly as a burnign bush or a pillar of fire.

The story picks up where the results of Genesis leaves off- with the migration of Jacob's family to Egypt. While they were expecting the fulfillment of God's promise they became enslaved to the Egyptian Pharoh....l ordering his people practice a ruse which lead the Egyptian army to pass over the houses of Hebrew boy babies they wished to slay, thus instituting the passover, by teh parting of hte red sea buy caujsing ffood from ehavinn to fall that prevented the Hebrews from starving int eh wilderness appearing as already noted as a bnurnign bush and a pillar of fire which  guided his people and then gOD AS THE GIVER OF THE DECALOGUE ON mT. SINAE. Constitution of Israel. The boundary that encases its surface. Israel. 

From “exodus” we not only get the Decalogue as the constitution given by God to his chosen people we get the formation of perhaps the cornerstone of what will evolve into western consciousness as well TIME AS HISTORY. 

The construction of both internal and external time consciousness. History inside and history outside. 

With the first there must be consciousness of the moments of time- Future, Past, Present, with time being oriented toward the future. This time consciousness we call self-consciousness- consciousness of a soul or self in time.

With the external time consciousness that we call history there must be a consciousness of a collective experience of a people who identify themselves as having the same underlying concerns located in internal and external space and time. The Hebrews identified with each other because they had some aspects of the same experience. They had a specific history. They cared about the same things generally. They were orientated in a certain direction. Their overaching metaphor became their collective experience.

To acquire this time concsciousness we call history, a community must focus on that in its experience which matters most, or, in short, what concers it most.

Because it is future oriented both on the inside and outside, Time as history is not cyclical as it was for the pagan Greeks. Rather it is uni-linear. Thus, in its privileging the future, both the past and the present are judged on the bar of the future. This is what was happening in the Genesis account. You must get past it to the future in order to look back and it is judged on the bar of the future. Look back at Genesis and see that God was just after all.

It is the future that animates or gives life and meaning  to the past and present. This is the structure of both the Hebrew and Christian Bibles and for this reason both are religions of hope. Hope in the future hope is future orientated. 

Embedded int eh code which is the basis for the interpretative scheme of the bible according to Northrop Frye, fits the code which he calls the “great code” are:

-If you can only make sense of Genesis when you read exodus this is the same as saying that you can only make sense of the past adn present when the future itself becomes past and present and you can reflect on teh present as memory. Thus it is as if the present are redeemed and reconciled by teh future.

-Gods way demand a means to the future and the future is hwer eht end or purpose of life is to be found

SEE SLIDES


ICE CREAM CONE DIAGRAM

Ice cream is nature cone is history eternity time profane time. Comes together at the bottom. 

If one were to read the Genesis account alone with reference to the exosdus account one would be looking at a dynamic account that really goes nowhere but merely repearts the cycles of nature birth, growth, death repeat. The cycle of nature or if you will a cosmological account of time. This si the pattern of genesis: the circle. But the READ SLIDES

READ BOOK OF ISIAH THEN TURN TO MATTHEW

Nov.21

Its about nature becoming imperfect both human and non human nature. Perfect being good: as the creator announces. The fall has to do  with rebellion resulting in the fall of nature. The meaning of the fall is the beginning of time. Atone to make whole again atonement leading to reconcilliation. You have a series of these things that go on and on in the book of genesis. Because of this rebellion retribution atonement and reconcilliation teh book does not go anywhere. IT appears to be a book without justice or purpose. It brings up the question throughout the book: how could a just God do something like this to the creatures he makes. 

Book of Isaih

Bridge connecting the Jewish and Christian bibles- rebellion, punishment, suffering, sacrifice, grace, atonement, identity, law community, and reconciliation-metaphorically connects these themes to the Christian bible. 

Isiah returns most notably to the theme of suffering, teh suffering servant, teh lamb sacrificed on the halter of history. 

Having been kicked around by the Assyrians and the Babylonians, the Jews long awaited for a Messiah- a Christ of a Savior- to deliver them from bondage and expected this Savior to b ea political figure-yes, an armed prophet wielding a sharp sword and riding astride a white horse. They expected this figure to be a political figure.

While this book is written beautifully it is a bit all over the map.

Isiah 1- books 1-39. This Isaiah is an advisor to the king of Judah about the time Judah got swallowed up by teh Assyrian Empire around 721 BCE. The propher Isaiah warned about teh loss of identity and the breaking of covenit between God and his chosen people. It was a time of deep spiritual crisis and a plea for a messiah to appear who could deliver them from suffering. 

Isaiah 2- books 40-55 take place roughly from 587-589 BCE, thus some two centuries after the exile recorded in Isaiah 1. This is a different Isaiah but the message differs little. This is a different writer in other words. The message differs little. There is a promise that the community will be resotred an dthat the Jews will  be returned to their homeland. The theme of a political messiah never goes away and is ever eleborated. 

Isaiah 3- books 56-60 takes place after the Jews return from exile and is about how the community struggles in order to overcome its acute and protracted spiritual crisis and heal itself. 

All of Isaiah harkens back again and again to themes from previous books of Jewish bible yet transforms them within time as history. The most pronounced transformed theme is that of the messiah from Warrior Christ- our political figure on his white horse- to lamb for slaughter, to a humble servant, to a little child, to a Prince of Peace. 

“The people who walk in darkness have seen a great light- the Prince of Peace for nwo and forevermore”. It is that time thing again, a reference to teh past, presence and to the future- the course of time as history. It is the acknowledgement that we act for the sake of the future. Hope is in the future too. Community holds as their underlying concern- that a saviour will appear in teh future to heal their community of their spiritual crisis. 

As noted while the Prince of Peace is a prince he also is a servant. Furthermore he now is not only a servant and prince to the Chosen People but to All People. But to all people. Thus, the Gospel or literally God's speech- or the word of God- is to be universalized. Not just for the Jews but for the non-Jews as well. 

“Come out of Babel vassals of the Lord, the rear guard, behold my servant. He shall be lifted, Kings curled their lips and he grew up before the Lord He was despised, yet he shall be bathed in light. He shall expose himself to the face of death”

And we backwards and forward and all is to be reconciled in the future: the end is to teh beginning and the beginning to the end. The future will justify the past and past sufferings and it will justify the present and present sufferings. This is called theoticy-the word he gave us when talking about an unjust God. The suffering is redeemed by the future.

Isaiah 3. Here we have a promise of a new Jerusalem: “Arise Jerusalem...possess the wealth of nations...”

Thus the gospel is universalized and is to be taken to the Gentiles, to the non-Jews to teh “sons of the oppressor...” and “the city of the Lord will suckle at teh breasts of Kigns... I am your deliverer, your ransom, the mighty one of Jacob” Again, as always a reference to the past. 

Thus at the end of Isaiah it is made clear that we have symbolically migrated completely from the cosmological metaphor presented in Genesis to the historical metaphor which promises to redeem the past in the future, this is a metaphor of time as history which replaces the sun of the cosmos with the son of history. 

All the themes of the Christian bible are a gloss on the themes of the Jewish bible

The Xtns (Christians) considered what eventually became the Xtn bible or as they express it, the “New testament” to the fullfillment of the Jewish Bible or the so called “Old Testament”. Here we have again the future orientation: in other words, time as history. 

There was no agreement as what should or should not be included in the xtn bible until the fourth century C.E. Where this was decided at a conference of bishops in Nicaea, hence the Council of Nicaea in 325 C.E. The same thing happened with the Hebrew bible but much earlier. The Jewish bible, as you know was written in Hebrew but the Xtn Bible was mostly written in vulgar(common) Greek and a bit of Aramaic: the language Jesus spoke- related to Hebrew. 

The Xtn Bible consists of the versions of the life of Jesus from C.E. 90 to C.E 300. There are views expressed in teh 1) four Gospels: perspectives according to Mark, Matthew, Luke and John non who actually knew the historical Jesus. Then there is 2) “Acts of the Apostles” 3)Letters from Paul- an organizer of the early Xtn church letters 4 SEE SLIDE

Matthews Gospel traditionally appears second after Mark which is the oldest the oldest having been written around 90 C.E Matthews gospel is in part a gloss on some of the events accounted for in Mark. Matts gospel is the most Jewish having been written in a language close to Hebrew, Jesus' langugage. But Matthew is Jewish not only in language but also in perspective. This is a very historical yet mythic gospel which is loaded with references to events accounted for in the Jewish bible. It is the story of the life of Jesus from birth to death in the context of time as history. 

Matthew is a bridge between the Jeswish and Xtn bibles. IT harkens back to the kingdom of David SEE SLIDE> 

The Gospel of Matthew is about the life and death of X and the mission to spread the message to Gentiles just as we saw in Isaiah, so the gospel is “Good News” not just about metaphors of the suffering Servant adn teh Messiah but about the suffering servant and messiah as not just as a metaphor but a metaphor par excellent  in that it is incarnated (make flesh) as the man Jesus of Nazareth

Matthew is often called the ecclesiastical (meaning meeting place in Greek) gospel which loosely translated from the Greek tells us that it is the foundational gospel upon which the Church is founded. 

Matthew begins in the most concrete way possible by completely transfoming teh Messianic Metaphor by grounding it in family tree of King David,k thus fulfilling the Hebrew prophecy that the messiah will come from the line of David. Mat 1:11-17

After the genological (family history) account there is an historical account beginning with the birth of X. Mat. 1:18-23

Matt 2. begins by the universalizing of the metaphor of the seed of Abraham but at the same time making this universal metaphor concrete. It recalls, many events from the Jewish bible and connects them concretely with events surrounding Jesus' birth.

Jesus' minestry begins at Matthew 3.

“about that tiem John the Baptist appeared as a preacher in the Judean wilderness. His theme was 'Repen! For the Kingdom of heaven is upon you! IT is of him that the propher Isaiah spoke when he said' A voice crying aloud in teh wilderness. “Prepare the way for the lord clear a straight path for him. Here we have not genealogical time but the time of a line that goes somewhere, unilinear time, time with a divine purposeless

Mat4-5 pg.6 close reading.

He finds Christ in the wilderness. Do what I tell you to do and all of the people in the county will worship you. He says  jump off the mountain Christ is tempted by Satan and he refuses to be tempted.

Sermon on teh Mount Mt. 5-7

Direct reference to Is. 42:1-4 See Slides

Christianity goes to Rome. To make this transition we must go back to Greece and note two major events without which the history of the West never would have happened. These two events are the conquests of Alexander the Great in the early forth century BCE and the results which we describe as Helenism. Universal logic of a Greek way of perceiving things and doing things. One of the things that happened because of this was Romans adopted Greek ways of doings things wholy embraced Greek civilization. Rome ingulfs the former Hellenic Empire of Alexander and the Slave religion goes to Rome. Mystery religions caem about the cult of Isics. Among these mysterious gospels came Christianity. The spiritual atmosphere in which Christianity took hold. It started as a slave religion (popular with lower classes) it was taken to Rome by such people as St.Paul and St. Peter. Stoicism: something that is broad and loose- the stoics call it certain things such as it doesn't really matter that i”m enslaved as long as I know what freedom is and if I know it I can embrace. Its the eradicatino of class differences. One instance ofc Stoic empire in Rome who had a slave that he considered his equal. Without stoicism or platanicim (homogenizing of some of Plato's thought) Christianity would be inconceivable.

Natural law will become very important when you read the Church Fathers St. Augustine and St. Thomas becasue Roman law is rooted in natural law which came about gradually. Example: as the Roman empire spread it becaem very attractive for many people to live in it. Rome went from a small republic to a large empire. Because many people were there who saw the world different and did things differently they had ot codify their laws to reflect reality. People were allowed to bring their own laws with them: from Phoenicia bring that law with you ect. It was an administrative nightmare. Officially they came up with a generalized uthium law: a universalized codified law pertaining to everyone who lived in the Roman empire. It became generalized it was a law that gained its authority from nature. Hence natural law. Poeple such as the orator and lawyer cicero were the first natural lawyers. They drew on Aristotle and Plato for this law and drew on stoicism. Look at this larger context to place Christianity. 

St. Augustine

2.Life in North Africa his Mother was a Christian..

His work was nonsystematic, psychological and existential. He was a student of human nature= psychological the limits and possibilities of what we feel and what we know. Existential: a great meditation on what it means to be alive. Generally. In particular for him what it meant to be alive in the time that he was living.

The major theme is the existential question of his time: the beginning of the fall of Rome and what this means for the relationship of God to man. It was a time of great spiritual crisis in Rome they were being attacked by barbarians. They said that it was because they had embraced the slave religion: Christianity. We are being punished for having done so. His work addresses this question. The justice of God. How can God be just and allow such horrors to befall us? The city of god is such a thing. The relationship between God and man and God's justice. The city of god is St. Augustus apology he is giving an account or explanation of man's relationship to god in terms of time as history. The question of theodicy (=justice of god) is the underlying concern is addressed. 

Relationship of Faith to Reason (=syndersis) Reason is the new authority that replaces the Pagan Gods. The reason being the reason to give a rational account for what one's opinions are. When you make the shift to Hebrew to Christian bibles you are moving from a different notion of authority one based not just on reason but on revelation as well. Best way to think about this is that if you have faith then your reason can function properly according to St. Augustine  if its not based on openess. Faith is a handmaiden of reason it is a guide to reason. 

Revelation: he means being open to not having an answer everything. Something that could be revealed to you by God. The opposite of being dogmatic. Faith often turns into dogmatism but it doesn't necessarily have to. 

Fallen nature both human and non human best illustrated by his Confessions, written around 400 C.E. Here St. Augustine attempts to atone for his own wayward ways. Fallen as in Genesis had a notion that the fall was irreversable this is what is meant by original sin. Original sin is a result of this initial rebellion which left the mark on the foreheads of human beings  forever. It left them imperfect and left nature itself fallen lacking and therefore incomplete or imperfect as well. 

Philosophical anthropology (study of man)  and politics- if you cannot tell me what the limits and possibilities of human beings are you have no idea of what politics, culture, or civilization are about. St. Augustine had ideas about politics a)coercive government is necessary becasue of man's fallen state. Or it is the result of man's wickedness. It is necessary because man is wicked. b)Coercive government is ordained by God and is to be obeyed unless it goes against Christian worship. It most every instance if you rebel against coercive government you will end up with something worse than you already have. c)Peace and order are the purpose of politics not justice. If you don't have peace and order the likelihood is that you won't have justice either. d)The necessity of politics is not diminished by its impurity. Politics is necessary though messy. e)The dictate of peace does not preclude just war. He wasn't some kind of passivist. Passivism is about people not about politics which is also about protection and justice. Sometimes you have to go to war with people so you can protect yourself and gain peace and order. F)Government should not shrink from the prosecution of heretics as it is the duty of government to quash them and destroy them when necessary. This guy was no liberal. 

All of this is a balance of realism in politics and the otherworldliness in religion. He is a poltical realist but he balances that with otherworldliness. Here we have the City of God adn the City of man, both cities are invisible because their citizenship lies in ones heart. In one case the city is Eternal, and in the other it is temporal. The eternal is the otherworldly city of peace, order, lover and forgiveness and the temporal city is one of corruption, violence, vengence, greed, lust and degragation.

Citizenship in the eternal city is rare and citizenship in the temporal city is the norm. One can easily see what man's underlying concerns are. Humans are corrupt. Man is a fallen creature. 

Quote from Chapter 1 first page at the bottom: LOOK ON SLIDES 

He talks about his reconcilliation between the two cities (the ice cream cone diagram) When they do come together man has atoned for his wicked ways and made one again. That is what the Nicene Creed is about about. God is a participant of human history. History is providential it goes somewhere it is spiritual it has a purpose. 

The city of man is not there to promote the 'Good life', as it is for Plato and Aristotle, rather we should think of the city (Augustine's city the roman empire) as a pest house, a kind of hospital for sick humanity who need the harsh medicine of history.

Here we have the sickness resulting in spiritual crisis. Again for Augustine's politics is not about justice so much as makign do, making do or about getting by or living with the 'veil of tears' true justice 'while written in the human heart' is not of this world.

St. Thomas

The time shortly after St. Augustine to the Middle Ages to the high middle ages. The changing and evolving over arching metaphor from the heavenly city and it is transformed in the time of St. Thomas to the great chain of being.

Think back to the time of St. Augustine. His most famous work the city of God which becomes the overarching metaphor is extensional rooted in the primary event of his time the fall of the Roman Empire and the same time the formal advent of Christianity. It was a time of utter turmoil. The city of God was written as an apology for Christianity. 

Now time to contrast this time with St. Thomas. The Fifth and the Sixth century C.E to the age of the Early church to the age of the Church and the world of the 13th century we are looking at a span of 700-800  years a stark contrast of times. One being chaotic and one being just the opposite. 

Lets go back to the chaotic fall of Rome first. The fall of Rome lasted over a couple of centuries the traditional date that is given for the fall of Rome. This slow death of Rome marked the slow rise of the Church but maybe not as slow as one might think. The fall of Rome was such a collaminated we refer to the centuries that preceded it as the Dark Ages because they were a time of mass forgetfulness- thought roads were built by fairies and pillars made by giants. The church gradually in effect replaced Rome as the authoritative power unit. Christened it. The church introduced a new classicism- what he refers to as Christian classicism- starting with Augustines blend of judao christian themes or put another way blending the gospels with philosophy. Blending together Athens with Rome and then this hellenism with Rome itself and with Christianity. Influence with plutonic and.. thought. Church law came to replace Roman law (although it was influenced by Roman law as well). The Church beurocratic structure came to resemble Roman government. When the Vatican was built a number of centuries later it was built with the marble that was taken from the Colosseum. Much of the influence from Plato and Aristotle was...time around the 8th and 9th centuries. The church when it came to be should be thought of by us as the oldest most enduring and most powerful political institution that the West had ever known. Referring to the Roman Catholic Church in terms of influence to others. The church was different from other power units in that it supposedly derived its authority from God. That needs to be qualified by saying it was a different sort of God on which the authority was based there are other examples Caesar Augustus Roman something or other claimed that he was a God born of a virgin and that he was God reincarnated. Church in the medieval times was taken over what the Romans would have thought as the key of government. A vast social welfare network was operated by the Church. The relationship by the secular and the profane was translated politically as the two swords theory: the sharing of authority between the temporal that is the profane and the eternal that is the sacred realms. This didn’t come into operation until the late middle ages the time of 1225 1250. Whereas Christianity had its beginnings in the most vile kind of disorder: spiritual crisis in the late middle ages 13th to 14th century (high middle ages) the church came to see itself and others saw it as being ordain by God and all was order into what was called the great chain of being: where everything had its place and everything belonged to this elaborate God ordain hierarchical order. The Church was the hegemonic power. These are the times just preceding what would erupt into the reformation and the Renaissance. You had stirrings and inklings of what would be known as the divine rights of kings what came from this order. It eventually came to assert the King with the Church. Apostolic secession: a hierarchical order a chain of being in both time and in space. This provided the place for the authority the secession of the popes and the hierarchy of the church itself with popes, bishops and priests. Established the relationship by the believer and the pope itself. There was a connection people who share that world view the link between the animated, the vegetable, the cosmos itself was one great heirachacle order both human and non human. This divinely authored order of human and nature was the world of which Thomas of Aquino was born (St.Thomas). 

This great ordered world of nature both human and non human happened to be the world in which Thomas of Aquino was born. A little village in Southern Italy. His father was the Count of Aquino. Thomas was born in 1225 he died in 1274. He was born at the family castle near the town of Aquino. He was a very large man he was known to his classmates as the Ox. At 16 he went to Naples to study there he primarily studied Cissaro the great orator and philosopher and lawyer but he also studied the stoics. The university of Naples was run by a new order the Benedictines and his parents at that time were quite pleased they were quite respected. He was the only one of their ten children who decided to become a priest and then in 1244 he abandoned the Benedictines and joined at upstart order of teachers called the Dominicans. They wore an unusual black garb trimmed in some white. They were considered quite radical too intellectual and his family was very upset and tried to dissuade him. His brothers kidnapped him and took him to the family castle and locked him in the cell and then opened the door and pushed in a nice looking women trying to tempt him. Thomas went to paris and studied with a teacher Albert the Great. In 1259 after studied for some years he was called to Rome and then in Rome he made good his studies under Albert the Great and wrote commentaries on Aristotle. He wrote on Aristotle`s politics. The sheer weight of Thoma`s works and the vast number of his works are astonishing. As is the range of the subject matter. If you read Thomas you are reading a systematic philosopher compared to a non one (Augustine more like Plato than Aristotle) St. Thomas was so systematic he is easy for us to access his thoughts and seperate them into various regions with very clear boundaries. Class= boundaries. Christian classicism Classical Christianity. When we set things apart we can see where the boundaries are if you are looking for something political you can find it and extract. He was so systematic until you get to the modern era. His political thought is found in two regions in his great body of work. The one we are examining is a kind of sketch with point by point picture of what you will get to the work of his politics. 

Thomism one may argue has been the most enduring of all philosophical schools. It is still with us today.  The greatest influence that Thomism has had has been in the realm of theology but it has had a influence on political and juridical (legal) thinking as well. When we associate with politics we are mainly talking about such people who are known for their intellectual power such as the Jesuit order or the Dominican order. In terms of politics and the realm of the political and the law Thomism is the most prominent member of the school of natural law. The work you have been assigned which is to be found in your course pack are merely that. Exerps from his body of work which is known as natural law. Natural law would be inconceivable in a world view that did not include a ordered whole human and nature. Some of their work set the ground for the development of natural law- Cissero the one that the tradition normally points to as the formal founder. St.Thomas and Thomism come out of this tradition. His major work the Suma Theological are the two places where we mostly find his political thoughts there is a section of the Suma which we could lift out and remove it is called the treatis on the law. Here is lock step with Aristotle we see 

