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Philosophy 1200
Beginning
	Comment by Nadira: 
· Nihilist: a person who believes existence has no meaning, purpose, or intrinsic value
	Comment by Nadira: Supra (above) natural

· Supra-natural- transcending the natural
·  The Pragmist- a movement associated with several theories. Originally developed by Charles S. Pierce and William James distinguished by the doctrine that the meaning of an idea or a proposition lies in its observable practical consequences. A pragmatist is someone who is pragmatic, that is to say, someone who is practical and focused on reaching a goal. A pragmatist usually has a straightforward, matter-of-fact approach and doesn’t let emotion distract her. A pragmatist can also ignore their own ideals to get the job done, so in this way it can have a slightly negative meaning. The word is often used in reference to politicians to mean that they are either sensible or willing to cut corners for their cause.	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 
· The existentialist- philosopher who emphasizes freedom of choice and personal responsibility but who regards human existence in a hostile universe as unexplainable. Existentialism is a philosophy that emphasizes the uniqueness and isolation of the individual experience in a hostile or indifferent universe, regards human existence as unexplainable, and stresses freedom of choice and responsibility for the consequences of one's acts.	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 

Lecture 1
Plato- The Republic
· Student of Socrates
· The founder of The Academy (the name comes from Akademia, a sanctuary of the goddess Athena) a school of a philosophical education and training of statesmen
	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 
· Wrote many dialogues (around 26) in which Socrates was the main character. The dialogues are characterized by the use of the socratic method, the so-called mid-wifing (elenchus) — just like a midwife wanting to get a baby out of the womb, Socrates wanted the truth and critical thinking to be brought out from somebody.	Comment by Nadira: form of inquiry and discussion between individuals, based on asking and answering questions to stimulate critical thinking and to illuminate ideas
The Republic (375 BC)
· In the previous chapters, Plato stated that we are in need of the structure of the state (with the division of classes for our survival and prosperity)	Comment by Nadira: 
· Now he’ll try to prove the harmony and balance are the premises for achieving justice
· Three main ideas in the book : 
	-The idea of unity	Comment by Nadira: 
	-The idea of harmony and balance
	-Education

· Plato will tell you:
	-Unity is more important than individuality	Comment by Nadira: 
	-Unity is a wholeness, a composition (of ideas, people etc) which has 		 meaning and purpose behind it
	Comment by Nadira: 
	-The polis (city/state) is a unity (but not uniformity) of individuals why?
	Comment by Nadira: 
· Harmony and Balance- the principles of the universe
	Comment by Nadira: 
· Excessiveness of anything, wealth or poverty leads to unhappiness and ultimately evil
	Comment by Nadira: 
What does harmony and balance do for the polis/state (they lack excessive pride, excessive greed etc)
Classes in polis
	Comment by Nadira: 
Three classes: guardians, auxiliary, and workers
	Comment by Nadira: 
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· Guardians: most important in class (why?)
 PAGE 2
· They are in love with the truth, beauty, justice etc. In other words, with everything good (they guard it).	Comment by Nadira: 
· Not only knowledgable, but they are wise.
	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 
· Auxiliary: aid the guardians
	Comment by Nadira: 
· Workers: Need people to feed

Lecture 2
· Education
· from the previous chapters of the republic we learn that education is 		 very important for becoming a guardian and a philosopher
	Comment by Nadira: 
· the guardian has to develop a philosophical temperature and to 		 acquire a knowledge of truth, reality etc
· Education gives the guardians the four cardinal virtues which are wisdom, courage, self-discipline (moderation, temperance) and justice	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 
· Self-discipline
· Justice: to do what one is supposed to. (don’t cross boundaries, happy which class you’re in, stay within your class)
	Comment by Nadira: 
· The guardians are not only protectors but also guardians of the balance and harmony necessary for happiness and justice
	Comment by Nadira: 
· Exchanging the jobs among the three classes leads to destruction (why?)
		 DATE \@ "dddd, MMMM d, y" Sunday, September 14, 2014
· Plato does not think that there is no way in which the class barrier can be crossed. He thinks this should happen in some cases, and if it does it should happen at an early age.
 PAGE 3
· Justice and the soul. 
· Plato continues his investigation of justice. He has examined the concept of justice within the state and now he turns to the concept of justice on the level of the individuals
· For that purpose, he has to investigate the concept of the soul 
· Human soul has three parts (by analogy with the three classes in the state): rational, spiritual, and irrational	Comment by Nadira: thinking part of the soul which loves the truth and seeks to learn it,

judges what is true and what is false and wisely makes just decisions in accordance with its love for goodness.

 	Comment by Nadira: high-spirited

the part of the soul by which we are angry or get into a temper. He also calls this part 'high spirit' 

In the unjust soul, the spirited ignores the rational part and aligns with the desires of the appetitive, manifesting as the demand for the pleasures of the body.	Comment by Nadira:  In the appetitive part, desires form in reaction to events in the body.
· Plato thinks what the soul desires is natural and good. Desire for chocolate is good, but the quantity of the object of desire should be moderated. Nothing is naturally bad or evil for you (in context of desires)
	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 
· We said that people undergo a course of education to become what they are, in other words, educations helps people understand and bring out their natural abilities
	Comment by Nadira: 
· In this course of education, people deal with knowledge and learn certain things
· The class of artisans(workers) will learn how to build houses, ships, weave baskets etc.	Comment by Nadira: you might resent the life of leisure of the ruling class but you do get several benefits, e.g. a family, private wealth, etc.
· The class of auxiliaries will learn how to handle bureaucracy and military affairs. In other words, they will receive specialized knowledge.	Comment by Nadira: are the warriors, responsible for defending the city from invaders, and for keeping the peace at home
· The class of guardians/philosophers will learn about knowledge as such(nature of knowledge)They alone will have access to the nature of knowledge itself
	Comment by Nadira: 
· The guardians, for example, learn that all parts of knowledge have something in common, namely that they all belong to knowledge.
	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 
· Thus, all desires of the soul, no matter how low they are, like the desire for sexual pleasures or alcohol, all have something in common, they are all good desires, because they are components that the soul needs to be fulfilled (but it needs to be moderated)
Dynamics between the three parts of the soul 
· Injustice means that three parts of the soul are in disorder (disorganized, disoriented etc) 
· General concern regarding Plato’s argument about justice within the state; if justice is what Plato says it is, there is no freedom to choose what class you belong to, what is the appropriate education for you etc, therefore it seems that your place within society is destined.
· Counter argument that there is freedom to know yourself, know your natural ability, understand themselves which will lead them to the right decision and eventually show them that they occupy the place in society which they desire and deserve choose made by soul, when born.
Book VI
· The main question is what knowledge is
· This question is tied with the question is why philosophers will make the best governors. And so, what is knowledge for Plato?
	Comment by Nadira: 
· Knowledge is a capacity. It’s the capacity to recognize what there truly is

· The knowledge that the guardian possess is not factual or specialized knowledge 
	Comment by Nadira: 
· It’s a general knowledge of what Plato called forms/ideas, or the general principles of reality
· Knowledge for Plato is a capacity to know “as it is” (not connecting/disturbing anything, just contemplating, train self to contemplate then soon realize the essence of the thing, able to understand how things really are, makes good psychologists)
	Comment by Nadira: introducing the concept of right, or true opinion, as distinct from knowledge and from absolute ignorance.	Comment by Nadira: 
· Opinion and belief are between knowledge and ignorance subjective 
· They presuppose a level of employment of universal concepts and principals but they are piecemeal, they lack whole-ness
· So knowledge is all about the forms, the principles the sources of all things, the perfect ideal forms of all things
· Beliefs and opinions are about the individual, concrete, imperfect things that we encounter in our everyday life
· We can have the true opinions or true beliefs but they are partial, they are not connected with each other to give us universal true knowledge (only can do so if you contemplate) e.g instead of thinking about the existence of the desk, think of the nature of it
· Opinion and belief confuse reality with a sensible appearance or subjective image (thought all sciences were stuck in a world of shadows (image) —- refer to Plato cave allegory
Plato’s Theory of Forms
· What is a form/idea for Plato?
· The form is what there is
· Beautiful things all have something in common: beauty
· Good things all have something in common: good
· Just things all have something in common: justice
· True things all have something in common: truth
	Comment by Nadira: 
· In other words, all individual beautiful things, or good things, or just things, or true things pertain to an ideal entity, the entity of Beauty, Good, Justice, and Truth
· These four forms make the Ultimate Good in Plato’s philosophy (which is the highest form)

· These ideal forms are also called by Plato ideas
· They are called ideas because we don’t have them in experience. They exist at the level beyond experience only. (not reachable through experience)
· Philosophy deals with ideas, it explores what beauty or truth etc, is in itself, as such, apart from the beautiful, truthful things that we see in our everyday lives.
· Also called forms because they are real things, they give shapes to all things that we have in our imperfect physical world.
· All other beautiful, or truthful etc things are what they are because these forms exist. (they are beautiful because they participate in that form of beauty)
· Also the form is one and the individual (beautiful, truthful, etc) things are the many that partake in the one form. The forms are never-changing entities.
· All specialized types of knowledge partake in this universal and truthful knowledge
	Comment by Nadira: 
· Philosophers/guardians are in possession of this very general principles of knowledge

· If anyone is uncertain whether to call something a belief, an opinion, or just gossip, he will turn to the guardian/philosopher for an answer’
· The philosopher will know because he knows about the form, about the principles of how things are
	Comment by Nadira: 
· Even if the philosopher doesn’t know the particular facts, they know the principles (how things are in general, in their essence)
	Comment by Nadira: 
Lecture 3
Three myths/parables/allegories
· Three parables (Book VI and VII)
· 1. parable/Myth/Allegory of the Sun:
· We have to keep in mind that for Plato there are two worlds: the visible (physical world) and the intelligible world
· Visible world
· The sun
· Source of growth and light
· It gives visibility to objects
· and the power of seeing
· the eye
· it is the faculty of light
· Intelligible world
· The Ultimate Good
· Source of reality and truth (source of reality)
· It gives intelligibility 
· to objects of thought
· and the power of knowing to the mind
· it is the faculty of knowledge
· 2. Parable/Myth/Allegory of the Divided Line:
· The divided line-things in Plato’s world are divided by their clarity and lack of clarity
	Comment by Nadira: 
· The pure essence of things, invisible to the senses but visible to reason is much clearer than its distorted version which we have in the world of senses and experience
· Human senses are the reflecting medium which distorts the clear and pure images of the forms and reality (sources are in a different place/essence of desk in not there, it’s in the world of forms)
	Knowledge (epitseme) 
-Intelligence (our world)
-Mathematical reasoning
	Intelligible world
-Form

	Opinion (doxa)
-Belief
-Illusion
	Visible (physical reality)
-Physical things
-Shadows and images (materials that are not really materials, distorted)


· 

3. The Parable/Myth/Allegory of the Cave
· 1. The prisoner symbolizes the human soul
	Comment by Nadira: 
· 2. Cave symbolizes our world, the world of senses, constant flux decay and imperfection
	Comment by Nadira: 
· In this world we see only shadows of the real things, appearances which are thrown from the fire in the cave	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 
· Everybody is trapped in the cave at first. The trouble is that we think that the shadows we see are the real things, and the fire is the real source of light.	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 
· e.g- Someone from a distant planet visiting dart or somebody from the middle ages coming to our times, now suppose they’re left in a room with a tv or a film projector. If they don’t know that these are protected images and not real people, they will believe that these images are all there is
· 3. The fire is a symbol of opinion/belief. (need this step to prepare for the next)	Comment by Nadira: 
· 4. Sun is the symbol of reality, of the world of forms and ideas, the world of permanent and perfection (stepping out of cave reveals everything is much more real)
	Comment by Nadira: 
· Eventually you will realize that the cave is a projection of the sun. The sun is the real source of light and not the fire.
	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 
· 5. The journey from the cave into the sun- the lit place symbolizes the upward journey of our soul toward understanding/knowledge of the forms
	Comment by Nadira: 
· Prisoner, after experiencing sunlight (true reality) goes back and communicates with other prisoners, and they want to kill him because of his telling of the true reality. An obligation, have to enlighten as many people as possible
	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 
· There’s an analogy between the sight which guides the body (seeing the light and the colour) and understanding/reason which guides the soul towards the world of forms and true knowledge
	Comment by Nadira: 
· The analogy shows that the human mind/reason is not self-sufficient; it has its source elsewhere (in the world of forms)

· In order for the mind/reason to turn to common opinion/belief into knowledge it has to reach the ultimate source of knowledge and truth the world of forms
	Comment by Nadira: 
· Once the soul has seen the clear images as they are, it doesn’t want to live in the world of shadows any more.

· If the world of forms is the real world, reality as such, the the question is what is reality?
Reality has two levels. 
· The first level is the reality of our physical world. This reality is imperfect. It is imperfect for two reasons.	Comment by Nadira: 
· Reason one: all the physical entities are perishable and doomed to decay, distortion, and destruction. Physical reality consists of many individual objects (chairs, tables, trees, people, animals, etc). We experience physical reality with our senses (we see chairs, smell trees, etc)	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 
· Second reason: we realize that the sources of everything we perceive is not in the thing itself. Physical world including us, is all liable to error.
	Comment by Nadira: 
· Second level of reality is the world of forms/ideas
	Comment by Nadira: 
· This is the perfect reality
· It consists of entities that are immortal and non-perishable
	Comment by Nadira: 
· A form/idea is the source of all individual things in our world.
· It is the unity of the individual things that we experience in our imperfect world.	Comment by Nadira: 
· Thus, the individual things partake in the forms.
	Comment by Nadira: 
· The forms are the general principles, the matrixes according to which our world is created
· Everything exists according to those principles (truth, beauty, good, and justice)
	Comment by Nadira: 
Odd and Ends
· There is a hierarchy of forms just as there is a hierarchy of knowledge
· The study of lower forms is what science does
· Science works with hypothesis which is an extrapolation of concrete and discrete facts
· A hypothesis becomes truth/knowledge when it’s related tot he higher forms/first principles
· Dialectic (the science of dialectic) is this rational/conceptual process of moving from a form to another form until we reach the Ultimate Good/First Principle
	Comment by Nadira: 
· Problems with the theory of forms: infinite regress.
	Comment by Nadira: 
Lecture 4: Aristotle
· considered first systematic philosopher, also logician 
· Born in provinces, not Athens, educated in Athens…inferior complexes
· Father = Nicomachus was the personal doctor of one of the kinds of Macedonia
· Aristotle became the tutor of Alexander the Great
· Student in Plato’s academy, one of the most diligent ones
· After Plato’s death he formed a school of his own, the Lyceum. Later his school was called Peripatatics (walking/wandering)
· Was a biologist, astronomer, physicist, and philosopher
· First profession logician (he invented the syllogisms
· He coined the term “metaphysics” which means ‘that which comes after physics” that is, the subject matter that deals with the world beyond the physical world
	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 	Comment by Nadira: 
· He is also the first philosopher who thought about the method in philosophy and science
· Also has extensive work in zoology and anatomy as rhetoric and ethics
Nichomachean Ethics
· Aristotle’s mature work on ethics, of whose authorship we’re certain. It is a part of a bigger work, the second part of which is knows as Politics.
· Practical guide for statesmen. It is an educational text which is written for practical purposes, to educate future statesmen.
· The main topics are happiness, virtue of the character, theory of justice etc.
· A few preliminary remarks on Aristotle’s method in Nichomachean Ethics:
· 1. His approach toward morality is not that of modern ethics in that he doesn't start from moral principles but from moral beliefs
· Moral beliefs call upon moral experience and moral consensus
· 2. Aristotle and Plato: the role of moral experience and the universality of forms:
· For him, there are many good things, not just one good form (he didn’t think you could detach the form from one good, there are several universal principles, instead of just one)
· Book 1, sections 7-13. The main question: the question of happiness.
· Happiness (eudaemonia) is defined by Aristotle as an activity which is self-sufficient, meaning that it is an end in itself. What does this mean?
· Things that you want to achieve in order to gain happiness, can make you feel the opposite. Our main goal in life is to be happy. (living well, and doing well) means… being happy requires some sort of activity
	Comment by Nadira: 
· Things to remember:

· 1. The happy life is not the life that ought to be lived (happiness is not duty) but a life that one desires. In other words, happiness requires enjoyment, if not enjoyed, not worth living.	Comment by Nadira: 
· 2. Happiness is a composite ( composed of many phases, not one thing, born in good family, born with good looks, whatever makes the path of life easier for you) thing
	Comment by Nadira: 
· Another definition of happiness:
· Happiness is an activity (ergon) involving the use of reason, in accordance with virtue (at a high level of excellence, if you’re not a virtuous person you cannot be happy) and throughout a complete life
	Comment by Nadira: 
· 3 types of desirable life
· 1) life of sensual pleasure
· 2) life of political activity
· 3) life of philosophical contemplation
· Type 2) and 3) require rationality 
· Then, happiness is a rational activity because humans are rational animals
	Comment by Nadira: 
· What is virtue?
· It is an excellence
· 1) physical virtues such as harmonious and athletic body; 
· 2) intellectual virtues such as sharpness of the mind, attentiveness to detail, ability to plan etc
· 3) virtues of the character of moral virtues such as temperance, justice, courage etc

· Intellectual virtues comply belong to the rational part of he soul
· CVirtues of the character however, belong to the irrational part of the soul but they comply with/listen to the rational part of the soul
· When we develop virtuous character, we actually ‘tame’ our emotions (which are irrational) and use them with the right measure at the right time toward the right person
· Ex. Courage is a virtue of the character because it lies between cowardice and foolhardiness/rashness
· So, rationality and virtuousness are needed for one’s happiness
· For Aristotle, there is no such thing as a happy irrational brute/caveman (when you are happy you consider other peoples interests, live in community)
· The role of the state in one’s happiness is crucial, because the state provides mentors support. Outside the state there is no life.
· The role of friendship in happened is important (fact that you have friends show that you’re a happy person)
· Another important point:
· Dor aristotle, happy life can be judged only from the point of view of one’s complete life, that is, we can judge whether one is a happy man only at the end of their life even when they are dead. Why is that?
· Takes time to make friendships, to maintain them, to sustain them. Need to live a complete life in order to be happy.
Lecture 5: Epicurus (341-270 BC)
· Studied under a Platonist and after that, under a student of Democritus, a Greek Philosopher who formulated one of the earliest atomic theories.
· Eventually ended up in Athens, after teaching at a few places across Hellas, where he founded his own school known as The Garden
· In The Garden he accepted women as students on a regular basis
· His teaching are known as Epicureanism. He has a small but devoted group of students with whom he most likely observed vegetarianism.
· Epicureanism is also known as hedonism because the main focus of Epicurus’s teachings was pleasure, the Greek word for which is hedone.	Comment by Nadira: 
· His philosophy influenced both Greek and Roman Stoic philosophy to which the Roman philosopher Marcus Aurelius belongs
· We have only a few fragments left from Epicurus’s reportedly extensive writings and correspondence
· He coined the term ataraxia, a state of peace and complete lack of pain, suffering, and fear
· Epicurean philosophy is characterized with a practical and utilitarian outlook on life, happiness, and philosophy. it is a lot more focused on the individual rather than the first principles
· End/goal is happiness. Happiness is measured with regards to pain and pleasure. The goal is to get rid of all the pain which will bring us happiness
	Comment by Nadira: 
· Movement and change bring pain, while staticity (stability) brings pleasure

· Pleasure is the absence of pain. The complete absence of pain and fear is the state of ataraxia which is the highest pleasure.
· No pleasure is in itself evil, it’s the things that produce pleasure that are to be blamed for undesirable consequences
· There are pains that are natural and cannot be avoided such as illness. But these don’t really pose a problem because if they are intense they don’t last very long and if they are not, then we learn how to endure them.
· The more problematic pains come from holding certain false beliefs. What are those beliefs
· Epicurus divides them into two categories: 1) beliefs about the gods and 2) beliefs about death
· 1) First group fills us with fear and anxiety because we believe the myths that the Gods are interested in our human affairs and are always meddling and we don’t know when fate will catch us unprepared
· 2) Second group of beliefs concerning death is one of the most stubborn fear-inducing known to mankind. How can we battle them?
· For Epicurus the only thing we can do is appeal to reason and science to dispel and dreadful thoughts
· Science, as Epicurus understands it, is atomistic (remember that Epicurus studied under a student of Democritus)
· According to atomism, only atoms and void exists. Everything in the world is composed of atoms, including the soul which means that the soul is material and temporary, Whatever happens to us is determined by the laws according to which atoms combine and separate.
· This doesn’t mean the everything is deterministic since Epicurus allows for the free will (he allows for the atoms to change their course unpredictable)
· Given all that, we should not fear death because while we are alive, death does not exist for us and does not concern us, and when we die, we don’t exist, so death doesn’t concern us then either. So, the dear of death is completely pointless.
· This is how philosophy and philosophical argumentation can help us dissipate one of the most stubborn human fears, that of death
· However, this is not enough for happiness
· In order to achieve happiness, much like Aristotle, Epicurus thinks that we need to live well
· Similarly to Aristotle, Epicurus believed that a happy life is one of wisdom and justice. It is impossible to live wisely and justly and not living pleasantly and happily
Few types of desires
· Unnecessary desires (having the latest cell phone model, for example)
· Natural but unnecessary desires (sexual pleasure)
· Natural and necessary desires (food, drink, shelter, and friendship) 
· Pain is interpreted as deficiency. Epicurus calls it the ‘pain of want’. The faster we get rid of want, the better life we will lead
· One cannot get rid of all want and desire, however. But one has to limit one’s desires/wants to what’s feasible (to something that is easy to procure and doesn’t require a lot of effort to achieve)

· Note that friendship is one of the most important components of happy life
· Friendship is open to everyone who pursues the pleasures/desires with moderation and reason
· “The just person enjoys the greatest peace of mind, while the unjust is full of utmost disquietude”
· Epicurus perceives justice as an expression of usefulness: to prevent one from harming or being harmed
· Against Plato, Epicurus doesn’t think that there’s a universal principle of justice
· He perceives justice as a consensus. “Justice is something found useful in mutual association
· So in order to live a happy life, one has to get rid of pain in the fave mostly of fear caused by false believes as well as excessive want
· This will lead to forming bonds with other humans who also live in moderation and without fear
· Lecture 6

Marcus Aurelius (121-180 A.D.)
· Marcus Aurelius is a Roman Emperor, one of the longest serving emperors.
· When his father, Pius, died, Marcus Aurelius was forty. He didn’t like politics, already served as a consul, but was forced to become an emperor.
· He was introverted, with scholarly tendencies. Later, was called the “philosopher-king”.
·  He retaliated by making his younger brother, Lucius Verus a co-emperor 
· They faced war in Parthia right away. 
· When they returned to Rome in triumph in 166, they brought plague which swept through the city for years to come. The plague was smallpox.
· Soon the tribes along the Danube river rebelled, and Marcus Aurelius spent most of his reign around there.
· Interestingly enough, even though he was an absentee emperor, he was actually quite popular in Rome.
· He was known to keep Rome safe. He even auctioned off his furniture and personal jewelry to pay for the incessant wars.
· He was a father of 14 children, only a few of them surviving past the age of four. (Poor hydrated conditions and plague)
· Commodus was the only living son he who he made co-emperor when Commodus was only 15
· After Marcus Aurelius died at the front after a week of severe illness, Commodus became the emperor, one of the worst ones Rome has known.(age of 19)
· Commodus was finally poisoned in 192 and civil war erupted after his reign.
· Marcus Aurelius’s Meditations/confessions fall in the vein of the Stoic tradition 
· Marcus Aurelius was torn all his life between the imperial duty and his philosophical inclinations.
· Stoicism spans over a larger period of time, starting with the Greek philosopher Zeno (circa 320 B.C.) and ending somewhere after Marcus Aurelius. It is the main philosophical stream in Roman thought. (extra info)
· Stoicism believed that philosophy is to serve the purpose of promoting the best and happiness life one could have. (not knowledge or principles)
· Philosophy is not perceived as passive contemplation, but active training. 

· Stoicism:
· Stoicism appealed to all classes of society 
· (Seneca, one of the best known Stoics, was a wealthy Roman senator, the right hand of Nero, while Epictetus was a Roman slave.) 
· Stoicism subscribes to the ideal of self-sufficiency that was suggested by Aristotle, carrying it to a bit of an extreme, suggesting that nothing can be disturb the tranquility and happiness of a wise person.
· All Stoics believed that what makes you unhappy is not what happens to you, but the judgment you make about your life, situations, etc.( only thing you can control is your self and not the circumstances)
· Some things are up to us while others are not and a wise person knows the distinction.
· Our judgments, belief, desires, etc, are up to us. Our bodies are not up to us(sickness).

· Happiness:
· So, what makes us happy?
· All humans are happy when they get what they want.
· The trick is to know what you can get and what you cannot and this is within your power to understand and control.
· “Those who do not observe the movements of their own minds must of necessity be unhappy”.
· So, we have to make sure that we have our desires within our control. (Control desires, not emotions)
· We control our desires not by suffocating them but by dealing with them in a wise manner.

· Belief:
· In order to be able to do that, we need to hold certain belief.
· Stoics, much like Epicureans, believe that the world is material. However, they believe that the world is organized according to a rational principle: ‘everything must follow a logic sequence” (different than Epicurus)
· ‘Whatever will be, will be’ is one of the most famous Stoic sayings.
· This, however, does not mean that we can simply drift. Our attitude toward the world makes an enormous difference.
· This is what Epictetus says: ‘ Do not seek to have events happen as you want them to, but instead want them to happen as they do happen.” (You can’t control what’s out of your mind so don’t keep your hopes high)(Extra note)
· In other words be happy we must keep our desires and wishes in harmony with nature.
· Marcus saying “… to be vexed (angry) at anything which happens is a separation of ourselves from nature, in some part of which the natures of all other things are contained” 
· So, it is OK for us, humans, to desire more than just food and shelter, but what’s important is that we pursue things, such as knowledge, love, etc. with equanimity. 
· Yet another way to say this: we should not give an absolute value to the things we are pursuing. If we do that, we are bound to go into despair and utter unhappiness if we don’t get them.
· Anything we pursue and desire has to be in harmony with nature.

· Pleasure:
· Unlike the Epicureans, however, the Stoics believe that pleasure is not a goal to be pursued: “In the third place, the soul does violence to itself when it is over powered by pleasure and pain.” (pleasure and pain are two extremes & pleasure shouldn’t be a goal)
· Virtue is the goal, pleasure only accompanies virtue. (pleasure shouldn’t be the center of attention virtue should)
· Along the same lines, unlike Platonic, Aristotelian, and Epicurean thought, Stoicism puts duty at the center: is always important to do one’s duty.
· Stoics believed that the way the world is, is the way the world should be. (you don’t have control over the world but you can control & things that happen, happen for thr right reason)
· In other words, the rational order of the world is the order that nature follows as well.
· Hence, the notion of natural law created by Stoicism: “…the end of rational animals (us) is to follow the reason and the law of the most ancient city and polity”.
· Ex: if you drink for prolonged periods of time, you know that you will get addicted. If you get addicted, this is handing control over your life to smthing which is not yours, and this lead to profound unhappiness. So, it’s your duty not to drink. 





· Note: When Marcus Aurelius talks about ‘daemon’ within us, he means the Socratic daemon, which is that part of the soul that prompts us to explore, make judgment, and analyze those judgments. (the daemon is a creative part of the sprit with good things)
· Look at book 2 end: (listen more to yourself and human nature)

Lecture 7: St Augustine, bishop of Hippo (354-430 AD)
· Half pagan, half Christian (his mom was christian) by birth. Born in Northern Africa. Came into Christianity at one point in his life.
· Lived a life of luxury, lady’s man, many kids out of the wedlock.
· Later, after meeting Ambrose, the bishop of Milan, became convinced that the Christian teachings had the answer to all of his philosophical and personal inquiries.
· After he embraced Christianity fully, he became the bishop of Hippo.
· Some of his best known works are Confessions and The City of God
Preliminary remarks on Augustine’s philosophy:
· Bridges Ancient and Christian thought
· Brings further understanding of Plato’s ideas (via Neo-platonism)
· He was a Manichee (supporter of Mani’s teachings) at first then rejected Manicheanism 
Some of Augustines assumptions
· Belief precedes understanding (“Unless you believe, you shall understand”.)
· All humans want happiness.
· Happiness requires wisdom.
The Great Chain of Being
· The term is coined by Plotinus who is considered a Neoplatonist.
· The Great Chain of Being resembles Plato’s World of Forms
· Main principle at work in the chain: there is one ultimate source of reality and fewness which is self-sufficient and is never changing
· The source is like a spring: it emanates and the rest of reality partakes in it.
· The closer something is to the source the more goodness and reality it has. In other words there is a direct correlation between being and goodness.
· “The great chain of being” diagram
· Important difference between Augustine’s version and the Platonic (and Neoplatonic) versions of the Great Chain of Being: for Augustine and the world is created.
· What does that entail?
· creation is a free and voluntary act (nobody forced God, God is self sufficient and will never change, there is no need to ask why God created us)
· creations presupposes dis-continuity b/n the physical world and the creator
· the created word is a mix of being and non-being but it;s not evil in and of itself
· the created world is ordered and rational and has a purpose
· Creation and evil: natural evil is impossible
· Evil is the lack/privation of goodness.
· Creation and time- Confessions, Book 11, Chapters 13-18
Augustine’s account of time
· Time was created with the world
· How could Augustine answer the Manichean question? (what was God doing before the creation?)
· God is eternal, not in time, so the question of what he was doing before the creation is meaningless (time started with creation)
· What is time?
· “What, then, is time? If no one ask of me, I know; if I wish to explain to him who asks, I know not.” (If you ask me, I don’t know) Confessions, Book 11 Chapter 14
· How do we measure time?
· We measure our impressions of time not time itself.
· Time exists in our minds only.
· Through time we understand that we are created in God’s image. H ow is that?
· God sees time all at once, while we don’t. we see time in fragments, as a straight arrow that foes from past to future, but still, we faintly resemble God’s ability to ‘see in the future’.
· Time and the free will
· Anticipation (our orientation toward the future)- the origin of free will (about making choices, that is for the future)
· The awareness of time- huge responsibility on us
The soul and the problem of evil
· On Two Souls: Against the manichees, CHAPTERS 2, 3, 7, 10, 11
· Who are the Manichees?
· Manichees are dualists (believe in equal portions of good and evil)
· The problem of (moral) evil:
· 1. If God is omnipotent, omniscient and perfectly good, there there can be no evil.
· 2. But there is evil
· 3. Therefore, either God is not omnipotent, omniscient, and perfectly good, or a combination of any of those three
Lecture 8
Augustine’s account of the soul.
· Things to keep in mind:
· 1) Augustine agrees with Plato that the soul is immaterial and divine;
· 2)God created one being, man, who is not just a soul but a body and soul
· The soul is superior to the body
· The soul desires/loves order and goodness
· Sin- disordered love
· Soul and the will
· When the soul desires, it cossets that what it desires is good
· Consent involves the will
· The will is free and good, by definition
· But then how is moral evil (sin) possible?
· Three types of good: higher, intermediate and lesser
· Sin: the desire for a lesser good
· Is God responsible for my sinning?
· No. Why? (because otherwise God doesn’t have those qualities that we have given him)
· God gave me the free will, so He couldn’t have known that I would make a choice to sin
· We can’t blame the soul for the existence of moral evil because it is from God
· But we can’t blame the free will either, because it is from God as well.
· Can we blame the lesser goods, such as pride, vanity, etc. for moral evil.
· No, this would be equal to blaming the rocks for not having souls
· Then, moral evil comes from the faulty functioning of the different human faculties
· When the soul doesn’t recognize the lesser goods for what they are (but gives them the status of higher goods) and gives its consent to the free will, and the free will makes the choice, we end up with a sin.
· This is what Augustine means by ‘sin is a disordered love of the soul’
· So, yes, sinning does involve ignorance but it’s not the simple ignorance that Plato and Aristotle talk about
· The soul actually consents that what it desires is good
· So, the soul is confused and ignorant about the proper order of desires, but not simple confused, it is willfully confused (confused but I also approve of that confusion)
· “ Sin is the will of retaining or of obtaining what justice forbids, and whence it is free to abstain”
· God’s responsibility for moral evil: God has created me in his image, that is, with intelligence and free will (which are both gifts from God)
· So, He knows that I will be making free choices (i.e., using my free will) but that doesn’t mean that he knows that I will make the choice to sin
· Also, God has created me in his image but hat doesn’t mean equal to him
Hildegard von Bingen
Hildegard’s visions
· Hildegard’s life: she was born to noble parents in Germany; she was the 10th child, and given to a monastery when she was 8.
· The decision was motivated by her poor health and her strange visions. She entered a convent where she eventually became a magistrate
· At the age of 43 she had a vision of flaming tongues coming out of her head. which she interpreted as she should write down her spiritual experiences.
· The first thing to know about Hildegard is that she was self-taught. She didn’t receive any formal education in logic, or philosophy. She was inspired by the Scriptures
· This particular vision (the egg of the universe is very interesting because the egg is a cosmic symbol present in the Indian and Druidic tradition, to which Hildegard wouldn’t have had access.
· The egg is a very feminine image. Hildegard changed her mind about the shape of the universe from egg to a sphere
· But regardless of the shape of the inverse one thing is certain, Hildegard cared about the cosmos and nature
· Unlike Augustine, Hildegard thought that you couldn’t separate God, Christ, and nature
· The cosmic picture of the world made her an avid scientist nd herbalist who's tidied nature in all its forms and shapes
· What does the egg symbolize?
· It is a symbol of a whole, a unity in which everything is connected and inter-related.
· As Hildegard says, “The essence of everything is relation”. She thought that everything in the universe comes together just like all things come together int he egg.
· The egg is also organic and alive. It is a concentration of mysteries and healing powers. (everything we need is in nature)
· And within this center, there is an immovable globe
· And there is a mountain there which separates the darkness from the light

Hildegard’s visions, On human nature:

· In this vision, the universe is spherical, because that’s what the science of the day told her.
· The universe is more like the womb of God.
· Man (human) is at its center. In other words, micro-cosmos and macro cosmos depend upon each other
· Man, the micro-cosmos is responsible for the macro cosmos (universe) since it’s its most important creation.
· The winds, she thought, affect the human body profoundly.  
· Hildegard believed that we should take our morality from the universe (anything around us like nature), not impose it on the universe.
· Human salvation is like the process of healing, both physical and spiritual. Scholars even talk about the presence of  ‘ecological morality’ in the Hildegard.
· In other words, Hildegard’s morality is not based upon guilt and compulsion, as is the case with many Christian thinkers, but on harmony and balance.
· By describing the way the human is affected by winds, etc., Hildegard is talking about justice.
· For her justice is not an abstract concept, but a concept which means harmony and balance which are essential for nature and the whole universe.
· Humans remain healthy and happy by balance or justice. Self-discipline is not punishing the body, but driving it to harmony. ( is not punishment bcz then it will be violence.)
· The man in blue, whose hands are blue too, is surrounded by a gentle light and an energy field.
· The blue color is the color of compassion. The hands of the man are in a healing, not praying position. He wants to help
· This vision was similar to the vision that Meister Eckhart had 140 year later. They both share that this man has his ‘body in the soul’ and not his ‘soul in the body’. 
· What does this mean?
· There is a shared energy between the soul and the body. And only this way the energy disseminates and heals. (that how you connect to the world and people thinking of the body and soul as one)
· This picture of the holy Trinity and the man in blue is God.
· As Meister Eckhart will put it later: “You may call God love; you may call God goodness; but the best name for God is compassion.”
· Compassion for Hildegard involves relationship with all creatures, not just with human.
· ( A note on the side, scholars have notes that the spiral center of Hildegard’s vision resembles images of woven baskets from native American drawings)
· We have to note here that all these images are actually mandalas( helps you meditate like prayer). In other words, we are supposed to identify ourselves with the ‘man in blue’, Christ/God.
· Hildegard’s visions, The cosmic tree:
· The cosmic tree is a true celebration of life. The center of the universe is a tree. The universe needs tending and care, just like we tend the earth and expect fruits from it.
· The tree symbolizes the center of the world and human nature.
· Moisture (restores the balance) is really important for the micro and macro-cosmos. Without moisture, there is no fertility, no life, no creativity. (Tears of repentance, for example, are another example of how moisture brings life back).
· When we put moisture and heat together, wisdom is born.
· The seven planets with the tree in the center is an allusion of the prime matter, of the empty potential out of which everything arises.

Lecture 9
Niccolo Machiavelli (1469-1527)
· Born and lived in Florence 
· The prince, written around 1513, was dedicated to Lorenzo de Medici, a brutal ruler of Florence.
· Machiavelli was a diplomat.
· He was considered one of the first political philosophers and the founder of tactics, the art of war.
· The Prince remains his most popular work in which he describes human nature and what should and should not be expected from a ruler.
· Machiavelli’s philosophy has been believed to be just the opposite of Plato’s.
· However there are many similarities between the two thinkers.
· The prince, sections/ chapyers 15-19,  Machiavelli and Plato 
· The first idea is the idea of state.
· Plato’s republic- describing an imaginary and non-achievable state.
· How things are vs. how things ought to be.( how things should be)
· Machiavelli’s method: scientific (descriptive) and critical approach of dissection of all available facts (an approach typical for the Renaissance).
·  For Machiavelli, however, just like for Plato, the state is also a unity that requires balance.
· Two types of cities:
· Human nature:
· Machiavelli: humans are a “sorry lot”. What does that mean? 
· Human nature is a mixture of good and evil, of virtues and vices, and in many cases vices prevail.
· Human soul:
· Machiavelli: the human soul is weakened and corrupt, that is, not harmonious.
· Machiavelli: we live in a world of appearances ( a world imperfection and deception) and, just like Plato, Machiavelli thought that the soul is more often than not deceived by appearances and the outcomes of things.
· For Machiavelli humans are much more interested in the consequences than in the reasons/sources of things. Why? 
· The world of forms: not of concern for ordinary people or for the ruler either.
· The ruler: 
· The Machiavellian ruler differs considerably from Platos ruler. How?
· A ruler should be able to balance between virtues and vices. (How human nature is and balance between virtue and vice within him and other people and state for Plato is that the rule should be when he has goodness)
·  Ordinary people can afford to be either only bad or only good. But a ruler cannot afford to be either the one of the other. Why?
· Main reason: we live in a world of appearances, and virtues and vices are contingent, that is, they depend on the situation. 
· So virtues or vices are such according to their consequences and circumstances. 
· Machiavelli’s balance – not Plato’s balance ( getting to the world of forms).
· Thus, for Machiavelli, the highest virtue for a ruler must be wisdom
· Machiavelli’s wisdom – not Plato’s wisdom.
· For Machiavelli, wisdom means prudence( being conscious / careful).
· Moral dilemma for the Machiavellian prince: could/should he engage in acts usually considered bad if it’s for good purpose?
· Machiavelli’s answer: yes, he must if he wants to serve his people (and the ruler must choose to serve his people and not the ultimate good). (putting the interest of the state before him, only if the outcome is good)
· The knowledge of Machiavelli’s prince: knowledge of human nature, not of the forms.
· Vices: necessary for the survival of the state.
· A ruler guards something but it is not virtues, but his own interest. (!)
· Qualities of the ruler:
· A Machiavellian ruler must be prudent and balanced. ( not be bad at all time or good at all time then you cant rule)
· A ruler must avoid hatred at all costs. ( because it’s a very strong emotion and people will try to move you from ruling) (stay away from strong emotions)
· The prince and power.
· Prince should maintain: reputation for appearance. Reputation and appearance. 
· The prince must retain his reputation intact at all costs.
· A prince must be both a lion (courage) and a fox (prudence), that is courageous and sly/prudent.
· Generosity and frugality of the prince.  
· Cruelty of the prince. (being cruel is good)
· The prince should avoid appearing cruel. Why? ( appearing cruel is a bad idea that will lead to hatred)
· A ruler better feared than loved. Why? ( fearing punishment is better than being love leaving high expectation)
· Authority and power: for Machiavelli whoever has the power, has the authority (compare to Plato). 
· There is no moral basic way to distinguish between legitimate and illegitimate authority.
· Being virtuous doesn’t entitle anyone to authority
· Authority cannot exist without the power to enforce it. (This is another reason why it’s better for a ruler to be feared than loved).
· This theory is known as power politics (there is a connection between authority and power)
· Machiavelli’s virtu (virtue): virtu is closely related to the notion of power
· A ruler has virtu (related to the word power)
· To have virtu means you know how to apply power.
· So, for a ruler t be virtuous means that he has mastered the rules connected with the effective application of power (Very different from Plato’s virtuousness.)

Similarities b/w Plato and Machiavello
· The state of unity
· The state needs balance
· The ruler ‘teaches’ balance
· The ruler requires special qualities and special training in order to be the head of state
· The ruler needs a special kins of knowledge and wisdom above all

Immanuel Kant (1724-1804)
· Worked toward the end of Enlightenment 
· What has happened up to the point when he wrote his significant works? 
· In Europe, Enlightenment was in full swing
· Two main goals of the Enlightenment:
· 1) to reconcile theology and science (which has significantly advanced), and
· 2)to bring every branch of human knowledge (including theology) to the trial bench of reason
· Disappointment with the Enlightenment => Counter-Enlightenment.
	Comment by Nadira: 
· Counter-Enlightenment: skepticism, or doubt in the strength of reason (remember Hume’s skepticism regarding knowledge, especially rational knowledge).
· At the same time, strong intellectual currents tugging in opposite directions, either toward science and against religion, or toward religion, and against science.
· So, when Kant comes on the intellectual stage, there is already a tendency to doubt, or question what the whole point of the Enlightenment is, or what the whole point of knowledge is.
· Kant sees the task of his philosophy, as one of reconciling. What does his philosophy reconcile? (Sort out philosophy and what philosophy should do)
· Speaking in general terms, he tries to reconcile theology and science (Newton’s accomplishments).
· Speaking more specifically, he tries to reconcile rationalism (believe human reason is the door to everything, plato is and empiricism (all comes from experiences) and overcome skepticism.
· Kant tries to bring Enlightenment to a closure, and restore the hope in the abilities of human reason.
· For this, he invents a new philosophical vocabulary, and a new philosophical method
· Kant’s main contributions are in espitemology (theory of knowledge) and ethics.
· His ethics is really based on his espitemology. (thought everything should be connected, and created one big system)

Kant’s moral philosophy
· Kant’s moral philosophy/ethics belongs to the so called deontological moral theories, often taken in opposition to the consequentialist moral theories (such as Utilitarianism)
· Deontological moral theories: ethics of duty (all about duty)
· Kant’s ethics is also known as monistic (based on one single principle of duty) deontology because it is based on one single principle of duty the Categorical Imperative
· Deontological ethical theories are concerned with individual rights and duties, with what ‘ought’ to be done, unlike consequentialist theories which are concerned with the outcomes
· Deontological moral theories are also considered objectivist moral theories. What does that mean?
· Deontological theories are concerned with the truth in morality, with how things really are
· That is why, in Kant’s ethics, the moral principle is objective, necessary and universal, and acts as a command and not just as a guideline.
· One of the most important ethical principle that originates with Kant’s philosophy is the principle of autonomy (or self-governance)
· Deontological ethics is not concerned with happiness; but with finding the best and most adequate moral principle that will guide our moral behaviour at all times
· Kant first formulates his moral theory and the Categorical imperative in the Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals in 1785 (from which is discussed in chapter 2) and late in the Second Critique
· A few preliminary remarks:
· Kant’s ethics stems directly from his theory of knowledge.
· How?
· First, in order for us to know what we ought to do (how to act morally), we need to know what there is in the world, and what we know about his world.
· Already established in the Critique of Pure Reason: the world consists of phenomena and noumena and we have access only to phenomena.
· The same applies to the moral world: the moral world is a pure/ideal world, a ‘kingdom of ends’, and we as moral agents are always driven toward this pure world.
· So, moral laws/principles, are pure principle (a priori) which means that they are absolute and act as imperatives for us.
· Unfortunately, we are finite human beings who are stuck in between two worlds, the ideal and the natural world (desire to be happy comes more from the natural world).
· As a result, we can never get to the pure moral world, but you could at least try to get closer and closer to it.
· Second, Kantian moral principles are purely rational, which means that we have to know what pure reason is and what it deals with before we know anything about morality.
· From this follows directly that once we figure out what the laws of reason are and how reason acts on them, then we will figure out what we, as moral agents and rational beings, ought to do (in every situation).
· In other words, if reason had full control over the passions (which unfortunately, it doesn’t!), we will always choose to do what is rational which is also what is moral.
· So, the function and purpose of human reason is to manifest a will that’s good in itself (ability to make moral choices, is good within itself)
· When I say I ought to do something (because I am a moral agent), this means that I recognize that my action is absolutely necessary because it is dictated by an objective principle which is valid for all rational agents (once you’ve recognized the right thing, the means that it is absolutely necessary to do, because it is dictated by your morals)
· In other words, the moral principle that I have adopted as my duty, is universal 
· When we do something good, we do it for the sake of duty (itself), and not to feel good about ourselves, or to look good in the eyes of others, etc.
· Our passions or subjective interests belong to the world of Nature and not to the ‘kingdom of ends’.
· Example: If there are two people that need rescuer at the same time, one of them, my mother, and the other, a stranger, I should choose to rescuer the stranger, not my mother. (attachment to family is a passion, go for whatever duty tells you, not for something you’re attached to)
Chapter 2 of the Groundwork
· 1) Good Will is the only thing that can be considered good without qualification (unconditional good)
· All other virtues of character (courage, perseverance, etc) and gifts of fortune (power, riches, etc) are not good in themselves because they can be used for evil if used by an evil will.	Comment by Nadira: 
· A good will cannot be used in an evil way (because it is purely good)
· Having a good will is more important than attaining happiness! It is our end as humans  (contrast with Aristotle)
· We attain a good will through the proper use of reason according to duty.
· Acting according to duty without any inclination or self-interest alone is of moral worth.
· Example: one has a duty to maintain one’s life against all hope and this is morally worthy (against suicide)
· 2) Maxims and imperatives: maxims are subjective moral principles; imperatives are objective moral principles. What is the difference?
· Objective moral principles tells us that we need to necessarily act according to them, if reason is to have full control over passion.
· Example: do not kill (it is morally wrong to kill)
· Humans not always act on objective moral principles because they are imperfect and let passions take over reason.
· Because we are imperfect, these objective moral principles seem to be like constraints on our freedom.
· That is, instead of thinking of them as necessary expressions of our free will, we think of them as imposed (‘necessitating’- imposed, not as a natural sense of good will) upon us.
· That’s why we often don’t like duties, they don’t seem like fun to do and we try to escape them.
· But this is precisely why these objective moral principles take the form of imperatives or commands for us, humans.
· 3) So, how are moral imperatives possible? (How do we know about these imperatives?)
· Not from experience since experience never yields universal principles
· Is morality an illusion then? Should we be skeptical of it?
· No, our reason knows duty a priori (prior to experience)
· This is why Kant calls his ethic the Metaphysic of Morals: they are morals based on “pure rational knowledge separated from everything empirical”
· `In fact, Kant teaches that his ethical system should not be derived from anything except pure reason:
· Should not be mixed with anthropology, theology, physics, etc.
· Any mixed ethics leads to evil consequences
· The core of his system: when we act with our will in accordance with duty which is understood by reason, we are acting morally.
· 4) What are the types of moral imperatives?
· Kant distinguishes three types of moral imperatives: hypothetical, assertoric (pragmatic), and categorical.
· We will deal only with the categorical imperative!
· The categorical imperative (CI) is the highest form of moral imperative (note that we talk about only one categorical imperative which takes many forms). It is an unconditioned imperative. What does it mean?
· To say that a moral principle is a categorical imperative means to say that a perfectly rational agent will necessarily follow it, without any other conditions.
· What other conditions could there be?
· For example, I should do this because it is the prudent thing to do. Or, I should do this because this is the useful thing to do, Or, I should do this because it will make me happy.
· The CI doesn’t require any conditions (any other ends) other than itself.
· If I am to follow the categorical imperative, I am to simply say, “I should do this” ( No other justification from experience is necessary.)
· The good will is compelled to follow it, because it doesn’t have any other choice. (if you’re purely rational, and you aren’t clouded by desires or judgement, that would be the most natural thing to follow)
· 4. Different formulas of the categorical imperative
· Kant gives four formulas of the categorical imperative.
· First formula: the formula of the universal law. It says, ‘Act only on that maxim through which you can at the same time will that it should become a universal law’. (if you have your own principle, and you think that it only applies to you, then that is not good)
· This is the first and most general/abstract expression of the categorical imperative. All the other formulas are derived from this one.
· This first formula has another expression which Kant called ‘the formulas of the law of nature’
· The formula says, “Act as if the maxim of your action were to become through your will a universal law of nature.”
· Second formula, the formula of the end in itself: ‘Act in such a way that you always treat humanity, whether in your own person or in the person of any other, never simply as a means, but always at the same time as an end.’ (to treat someone as an end, is to use them for the benefit of them, the good of the other person)
· Third formula, the formula of autonomy: ‘So act that your will can regard itself at the same time as making universal law through its maxim.’ (moral will comes from you, not anyone else, you have to understand and take full responsibility)
· So, the moral law has to be understood as a product of ur own will, as rational and moral subjects
· Thats why our will is autonomous (as opposed to heteronomous). 
· The fourth formula, the formula of the kingdom of ends: ‘So act as if you were through your maxims a law-making member of a kingdom of end.’
· The kingdom of ends is a state constituted by rational agents. It is an intelligible world (remember Plato’s world of forms).
· Opposite of the kingdom of ends: kingdom of nature in which we all live
· Kingdom of nature is characterized by causality and not freedom.
· In the kingdom of ends we, all rational agents, are law-makers (not in the kingdom of nature), and we all have dignity (that is, we have unconditioned worth) and freedom to act moral. (if you stay in that world of nature, we will be making actions based on our instincts, we do understand dignity even though we don’t treat others with dignity)
· Kant’s analogy between the kingdom of ends and kingdom of nature: despite the fact that nature is organized according to the principles of causality, we regard nature as purposeful.
· In other words, it seems that nature needs to somehow co-operate with the categorical imperative (even though we cannot rely on it), if we are are to realize ourselves as moral agents.
· What is heteronomy?
· Kant says that every moral philosophy which rejects the principle of autonomy has to fall back on the principle of heteronomy.
· According to the principle of heteronomy, what governs human action is not the free will itself, but some objects of the will, such as happiness, prudence, etc.
· What applies to happiness applies to religion.
· It’s not that God must be rejected as moral (benevolent), but we can’t base morality on religion, because if God is all-powerful, then we base morality on an arbitrary (but irresistible) will.
· Even though morality should lead to religion, it cannot be derives from religion.
· So, morality has to be based on the free, autonomous will.
Kant’s examples:
· Suicide:
· Is it contrary to my duty to take my life if I am in despair due to many misfortunes?
· First, I should ask: What if all thought this way and acted accordingly such that it became a universal law of nature?
· From this I would see that this law could not become a universal for it would contradict our nature to improve.
· Therefore you ought not to commit suicide
· False promises
· Is it alright for me to borrow money, promising to pay it back but knowing full well that I cannot do so?
· What if this became a universal law, that all are able to make false promises in such circumstances?
· Promised would become useless
· Therefore one ought to not make false promises.

· 
· Not helping those less fortunate
· Is it alright for me to refrain from helping those less fortunate when I am in a position to do so?
· No, 
· Strengths of Kant’s moral philosophy:
· Rigorous
· Consistent and coherent with his theory of knowledge
· Based on universal principles -> justifies universal rights and freedoms
· Weaknesses of Kant’s moral philosophy
· Too rigorous and strict
· Inflexible when it comes to resolving moral problems in the real world
· 
· Karl Marx (1818-1883)
· Born in Trier, Germany
· Most well known works: Das Capital (The capital), and the Communist Manifesto written together with Friedrich Engels in 1833.
· According to a BBC radio and online polls, Marx tops the list of the most influential thinkers of our times
· What Marx borrowed from Hegel:
· history is important; we find the truth as a result of historical progress;
· the historical progress follows a process of dialectics where the negative and the positive condition each other (evil is necessary)
· the ultimate goal (freedom, self-realization of the Spirit) is attainable not by the individual but by the race (individual can’t ignore and go beyond her own cultural, etc.settings);
· However, unlike Hegel, Marx is a materialist.
· Political and social changes do not determine economic changes, it’s the other way around.
· Marx’s dialectical materialism: the world’s change is a result of the action of internal contradictions within the world itself
· Materialism and economic analysis
· Classes: class defined in terms of production and distribution of labor. 
· What is a capitalist system?
· A society is capitalist if the production of goods is dominated by the use of wage labor
· Wage labor: labor power which is cold, as the only way to make living, by people who have no control over means of production (the proletariat), and bought by other people who do not have control over the means of production such as raw materials, capital, and machinery (the bourgeoisie) .
· The proletariat produces commodities. The bourgeoisie lives by selling the commodities produced by the proletariat.
· Under capitalism, everything is a commodity. the person, even the labour itself.
· Compare: Oprah vs. me (rich v poor)
· The classical liberal analysis (of Lockean type):
· the way the distribution of wealth comes about justifies this distribution
· we trace the origins of wealth for every individual
· Oprah’s wealth doesn’t prevent me from being rich
· Marx’s analysis of the situations:
· liberalism- misleading, doesn’t reveal important explanatory principles;
· example: Jennifer gets an A
· John gets a B
· Sam gets a B
· 			    Helen gets a C
· Bell’s curve element: represents a structural constraint (which is historical).
· the individual outcomes are not independent of one another (Helen got C because of what everyone else got);
· So, Marx’s explanation of economic inequality is structural.
· There is inequality not because it just worked out that way but because there has to be 
· Career choice/labor: according to the liberals, you offer a service to an employer in exchange for a salary.
· You won’t work for less than the going rate and no employer is going to pay more than that going rate.
· What sets the going rate?
· The classical answer: the ratio of supply to demand
· In the long run the supply and demand balance each other out
· The key here is: no one engineers this outcome. Each person (both the worker and the employer) pursues her own interest
· All exchanges of wages for labor are to mutual advantage; the exchanges are voluntary.
· The wage is set at a rate out of anybody’s control.
· Marx’s response: history did not play itself out this way at all.
· Lots of people in fact got lots of stuff by theft, conquest, enslavement, robbery, failure to honor treaties, and murder.
· Ex. North America, for example was not “unheld” and not all acquisitions of property here were bought and paid through competitive bids and voluntary consent
· Ex. In Canada, the proper of the Japanese Canadians in WWII was taken from them when they were labelled as enemies (without trial and having committed no crime).
· The relationship between capital and labor is one of the struggle and violence and not free exchange to mutual advantage.
· So, economic relations are exploitive and thus not free, fair and just
· What does Marx mean by that?
· Locke explains the economy in terms of individuals, their talents and their choices.
· For Marx, it is not the individual that is fundamental, but rather the notion of class.
· Class for Marx is not defined in terms of wealth or education or prestige or even social status.
· Classes are defined in terms of their role in the production and distribution of what he calls surplus labor
· What is surplus labour?
· Every society has a group of people who labor on the land and work with natural raw materials to extract things in order to produce goods necessary for the survival of society
· If people did not do this, none of us would have the necessities of life and so society would die (unfortunately, they are the least paid and take the most risks)
· This sort of labor is called direct labor.
· The labor that goes into producing the bundle of goods required to get the direct laborer to come back day after day is called necessary labor
· Marx’s Claim: in ever (post-agricultural) society direct laborers always produce more than the necessary labor.
· Exploitation occurs when the producers of surplus labor do not control its distribution.
· Classic case of exploitation is a slave economy: Nazis forced Jews to work in factories during the war; Southern plantations used slave labor, etc
· According to Marx, the capitalist economy is (hidden) slave economy 
· How does slave economy work?
· The slave-owner, the master, must feed, clothe and house the slaves, otherwise they will die.
· So, some of what the slaves produced is returned to the slave in the form of food, shelter and clothing (to ensure that there will be slave to work in the future).
· Marx measures the value of the goods the slave receives in terms of the time it takes to produce it
· Labor process: the way in which the direct labourer is organized (in industrial economies it could be a factory system, in medieval times there was a guild/craftsmen system, etc.)
· Socially necessary labor time = the amount of time the direct labourer spends producing things that are necessary for her to have is she is to continue to work.

· The exploitation is transparent: part of the day the slave is working for herself (for bundle of goods she receives daily) and the rest of the time she is working for the master
· Compare marx’s slave with our current economy
· Superficially, it seems different
· Marc’s response: exploitation is hidden. Where there is profit, there is exploitation
· There are two key features of the labor market that make it different from any other commodity that is traded
· 1. The employers hire labourers and then supplies them with machinery and raw materials necessary to get the work done. 
· In other words the capitalist buys the capacity to work and must pay each worker enough to get the worker to turn each day to labor again.
· 2. The output belongs to the employer since, in theory, he has paid for the labor by giving a wage.
· Marx’s claim is that the value created by the labourer must always be more than the value of the wages the labourer receives (which guarantees exploitation.
· Marx’s story seems to run counter to the usual economic way.
· Marx’s response:
· 1) If wages ever were to be equal to the value of the goods produced, then the capitalist would be forking out money for machinery, labor and raw materials, and getting the same amount of money back, Then, there would be no profit.
· 2) So, for there to be genuine profit, the capitalist has to get back more than she puts in . Exploitation is thus essential to the capitalist system.
· 3) Capitalist economy ensures that by always keeping an excess of labour and a shortage of jobs. There is what is called reserved army of unemployed. 
· How could this work?
· Labor saving devices: an incentive in capitalism (the more technology develops, the more it will replace labour workers).
· Government policies aid capitalists if labor gets too strong: throw people off the welfare rolls; make schools and universities overproduce qualifies workers; change immigration rules.
· Technology.
· Unions. (it seems that it’s there to protect the workers; but if it becomes too strong it becomes corruptive)
· Keep unemployment rate at a steady rate (6-7%). Have to have unemployment, because otherwise you’re not making profit, you’re not overproducing.
· In other words, the aim of capitalism is the accumulation of the capital.
· Capital or the accumulation of commodities multiplies itself.
· This happens when there is domination of accumulates, past, materialized labor over the direct labor. As such it becomes a social power.
· This happens either when the majority of people believe (falsely) the the social situation is in their interest, or that there is no realistic alternative to the current situation, or when the cosseted is divided into classes which are antagonistic (against each other) as is the case with capitalist society.
· So what’s the solution for this undesirable situation?
· The answer: revolution of the proletariat
· A revolution will resolve the internal contradictions of capitalism.
· The accumulation of wealth creates the accumulation of toil, alienation and misery => capitalism implosion.
· The phenomenon of alienation
· For Marx human beings are essentially active and creative beings.
· Human flourishing/prosperity consists of constant transformation of one’s inherent creative power into objective products.
· Thus, work (human productivity) is an essential product of human well-being.
· Private property stifles the flourishing of the human spirit. (limits the creativity of someone else, claim it’s yours, nobody has right to trespass, restricted)
· Private property represent the products of labor as commodity, it alienates labor and thus human nature from itself.
· Workers experience the products of their labor as commodities to be sold.
· Capitalism intensifies the alienation by treating labor itself as commodity, as something to be sold and bought.
· Since labour is no longer hers, the worker feels estranged from intellectual potentialities of her labor and this, she hates her job and becomes an unhappy slave
· In other words happiness is impossible under capitalism

Russian Philosophy
· Central themes in Russian philosophy: ethics, aesthetics (beauty), philosophy of history and social philosophy; human person is always at the centre in Russian thought.
· In Russian thought Philosophy has almost always been done non-academically. The line between literature and philosophy- always blurry (philosophy as ‘publitsistika’- pros type of writing, social commentary) the way philosophy is done is more organic.
· As a result, ‘philosophy’ becomes polysemantic in Russian philosophy. An attempt to preserve the ‘wisdom’ in philosophy.
· Being a philosopher/writer has always been an existential choice. Why? 
· From there- philosophy has never been just a ‘pursuit of the truth’ but also a weapon with socio-political range.
· Influences on the Russian thought and mentality:
· Hegel’s dialectic (Hegelian terminology);
· the East with its mysticism and magic (even in Christian thought; see Florensky);
· The French existentialism; 
· The Eastern Orthodox tradition;
· The never-filled ago between the higher and the lower class (see in Dostoyevsky); 
· Marxism and revolutionary thought in all its forms; 
· The exploration of the Russian soul (‘dusha’) as vast as the Russian steppes.
· Slavic pagan folklore which is blended with Eastern Orthodoxy. 
· Brief historical overview: at first Russian thought was tributary (to Bryzantium); one of the first cultural and intellectual enters -Kiev.
· Moscow became the new intellectual centre around the time when Constantinople fell to the Turks in the 15th Century. Moscow saw itself as the ‘Third Rome’, the stronghold of Orthodox Christianity.
· This continues well into 18th Century.
· St. Peterburg under Peter the Great and Catherine II (17th and 18th Century) opened up to the west.
· The Western Enlightenment penetrated the Russian intellectual tradition through the plead of Russian thinkers such as Radishchev and Lomonosov (best known a great poet and philosopher) who were from St. Petersburg who tries to establish Russian non-ecclesiastic thought.
· The feudal system of serfdom and the peasant reform of mid-19th Century.
· Bakunin and Chernyshevsky, especially the latter, were very much involved in the peasant reform. (Marx found Chernyshevsky’s analysis of the peasant question especially helpful). (discrepancy)
· The peasant reform: from peasant communes to communism.
· The system of ‘Startsy’ in Russian Christian tradition (see Dostoyevsky’s ‘starets’ Zosima in Brothers Karamazov); some Eastern Christian sects- close to Buddhism. 

Albert Camus (1913-1960)

· Born in French Algeria to a pied-noir family. His mother was a Spaniard
· A journalist, writer, playwright, and a philosopher
· In 1957 he received a Nobel Prize for literature
· Best known works:
· L’Etranger (The Stranger)
· The Myth of Sisphus
· La Peste (The Plague)
· He died in a car crash at the age of 46
· Had two marriages, a pair of twins, and numerous affairs, some of which public
· He was always surprised to be considered an existentialist
· He describes his philosophy of the absurd
· Camus was Nietzschean in the sense that he rejected any system in philosophy.
· His writings are very lyrics. He always tries to uncover the contradiction in everything he writes about.
· He also tries to describe/capture the mere feeling and sensation.
· The most important question for him is the question about the meaning of lide. From this question all other questions follow.
· The question about the meaning of life is ties tot he question of death, hence the central problem in his philosophy-that of killing (The Revel), and of suicide (The Myth of Sisyphus).
· In setting the stage, though, Camus is clear that he does not endorse suicide. He just thinks that in question of suicide on comes face to face with the question of meaning of life
The Myth of Sisyphus
· In Greek mythology, Sisyphus was a king of Ephyra who was greedy, deceitful, conceited, and cruel. So, he got punished by the gods by pushing a boulder up a steep hill and yet, before he got to the top, the boulder would return to the bottom, and he had to start all over again. 
· Life is absurd. Absurdity is the mood of the times we live in and that’s that.
· Keep in mind that for Camus absurdity is the conclusion of the book, as well as its starting point. So, he is not planning to run any arguments in the book.
· He says he is interested in the consequences of the absurd, not so much in the source or the reasons for it.
· He describes his method as one of analysis, meaning that he is not going to arrive at any truth in the end because the truth is absurd
· He admits that he was influenced by Sartre’s novel La nausea
· What does the absurdity consist of?
· It is the divorce between man and his life, between the actor and his setting.
· So, life is absurd whether we are ready to understand it or accept it, or not.
· How to cope with this absurdity? Is suicide an answer to the absurdity of life?
· Yes and no.
· Yes, in the sense that thinking about suicide and death gives us perspective, but no, in the sense that suicide is not a solution to the absurdity of life (it doesn’t provide an escape).
· There is no solution per se to life
· Here is how Camus describes absurdity:
· The awareness of being alive, comes with the harsh realization that you will die.
· We, humans, always try to understand, we try to analyze and think things through.
· But the moment we start thinking, we begin to be ‘undermined’.
· Camus thinks that everything in the human being, body and mind, helps to spread the confusion of life.
· It is true that we get in the habit of living before we get in the habit of thinking but even once we get in the habit of thinking, we look for tricks to continue living.
· So, it is somehow this confusion of life that makes us keep going.
· The decision to commit suicide is a decision to act. But then philosophy is about action, not about contemplation.
· The decision to commit suicide amounts to a confession, the confession that life is too much and that I don’t understand it.
· It also means that you have understood that we live mostly by habit and that suffering is useless
· Camus asserts that the attempt to understand things, life included, is a vain attempt to feel ‘at home’ in the world, a nostalgia for unity
· So, the project of the book is not to find solution for the absurdity of life or to dispute it, it is rather an attempt to show how to live through the absurdity of life.
· Since life is absurd, full of irreconcilable contradiction, so is death.
· We cannot understand life and we cannot really understand death either.
· What is the answer to this absurdity?
· Hope and suicide.
· Hope for Camus is the worst of all evils (Pandora’s box). It is also inspired by religion (Camus feels about religion the same way Nietzsche did)
· What about suicide?
· Camus’s answer is that we should live life with integrity and in defiance (like a rebel).
· Since life is absurd and we cannot reconcile it, we should die the same way, unreconciled and not out of our free will.
· We should life lucidly, that is, without any illusion in the face of absurdity.
· This also means without hope and mercy.
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