Philosophy Midterm #2
Metaphysics and Ethics
Metaphysics
· Aristotle – metaphysics aka first philosophy or first questions
· Study of the most basic questions about reality and what is
· What is real?
· Universals or particulars
· The nature of numbers
· Where do numbers exist?
· Where do elephants exist?
· What sorts of things are numbers?
· Physical objects? – no
· Numbers are used to count objects
· Mental objects? – no
· Mental objections, like thoughts or dreams?
· If that were true we would each have our own private image no numbers before minds
· Numbers are real, are more like objects of thought and reason\
· Numbers existed before minds existed
· Plato’s Forms
· Forms = public, nonphysical, non-spatial objects
· Properties of forms	
· They don’t perish
· They don’t change
· Aren’t perceived, are known
· We can be completely certain about them
· Cause the physical existence of things and their properties
· The scope of forms
· Forms are not just numbers but general concepts
· Universal ideas, such as a tree, or yellow, or horse etc.
· You can only see an individual instance of yellow
· But you can only THINK of the form yellow
· THE forms are more real than the individuals perception of the forms
· The twice divided line
· The visible world vs. the intelligible world
· Allegory of the cave
· Prisoners cannot see real object, only shadows and mistake that for reality,
· Idealism
· Entities as forms exist
· Plato said, “the things that we feel, are not ontologically real, but just the experience of numerous essence our sense can never reveal
· Nominalism
· Nominalism
· The idea that universals (god, horse, yellow etc.) are not existent things but words
· The real things are the concrete particulars
· Nominalism challenges that universals are real public objects
· Hume’s Two Propositions
· 1. The mind cannot form any notion of quality or quantity without forming a precise notion of the degrees of each
· Your idea of red is a particular shade of red
· Three arguments for this proposition
· My idea of a line is an idea of a line of a determinate length
· Any sense impression contains determinate quantity and quality
· Everything in nature is individual
· Not general
· Triangle
· There is no way to have an idea of a triangle because your idea of triangle will be a specific triangle 
· A universal triangle has to be indeterminate
· 2. The application of ideas beyond their nature proceed from collecting all their possible degrees of quantity and quality in such an imperfect manner as may serve the purposes of life
· Summary of humes view
· All that exists are determinate particulars and universals (abstract ideas) being indeterminate are nothing but disjunctive lists of determinate particulars
· Cartesian dualism (the mind-body problem)
· Conscious states
· Sense perceptions (visual, textile etc.)
· Body sense (pains)
· Imaginings
· Thought (math, logic)
· Memories
· Dreams
· Hallucinations
· Emotions?
· Some characteristics of conscious states
· Privacy – no one can have access to my conscious state, they can guess about them, but they cannot “have” them.  Because of privacy I cannot even know others have conscious states
· Immediacy – you don’t infer about conscious states, you just have them
· Incorrigibility – states of consciousness cannot be corrected or be wrong
· Evanescence – they come and go
· Spatial oddness – where do they occur?  Non spatial?
· Other matters concerning conscious state
· Do animals have conscious states?
· Conscious states and scepticism
· All our evidence for the existence of an external world is internal in conscious states, some of these states seem to report and external world, and can they be mistaken?
· Dreams – when you have them they don’t seem like dream
· The really big problem
· Conscious states are non-physical
· No spatial extension
· Do not endure
· Are not public objects
· Physical bodies and mental states seem to be two completely different things
· Descartes – Cartesian dualism
· The idea that the world is made up of mental states and bodies
· They are related
· Body change can result in mental change and vice versa
· Interactionism (Descartes)
· Mind and body can interact, avoid the problem
· Occasionalism (Malebranche)
· No link between mind and body, god is the link, your mind tells god and god tells your body
· Parallelism (Leibniz)
· Pre-established  harmony
· The mind and the body are entirely independent from each other but follow a path that seems to be related
· Coincidence
· Ryle’s Behaviourism
· Radical alternative – monism
· Mind and body can co-exist
· Physicalism
· The only real sort of thing is matter and its properties
· Reduces mental states to physical states
· Reduction
· The process by which one object is shown to be entirely dispensable in favour of another
· Versions of materialism
· Behaviourism – radical and logical
· Watson/Skinner Radical
· here is no science of the mind because it is not a public object
· We shouldn’t make a science of the mind
· But we can study behaviour
· Watson – conscious states don’t exist
· Ryle’s – Logical 
· What are mental words?
· Do we need mental states for mental words
· Step 1 – behaviour alone can explain our “mental words:
· The way people act can determine how they are feeling
· Step 2 – dualism cannot be explained
· Problem – mental states private
· No way to check the mind to see if something is real
· No source for confirmation
· Result – behaviour explain mental predicate
· Objection – we can apply it to other people but cannot apply it to ourselves
· The identity theory
· Functionalism
· Dualism – a category mistake
· When people thought that mental states were a different kind of reality, they made a mistake , the mind means nothing without the body, therefore behaviour an actions are important
· Locke on the self (personal identity)
· Distinction
· Synchronic identity
· Qualitative (all quality common not spatial) vs. Quantitative (all qualities including spatial location)
· Diachronic identity
· Two same exact books from two different years, are spatial the same, but exist at different places in time, therefore not the same
· The questions of personal identity
· A person is an intelligent and thinking thing which is why it can consider itself as itself.  It is the same thinking thing in different places
· What constitutes diachronic personal identity is there a continuity of consciousness?
· Sleeping breaks consciousness, but I’m surely the same the next morning
· Immaterial substance
· Constitute of personal identity is that the self is an immaterial substance, does not reincarnate
· Is the soul is immaterial substance as  someone else, I would be someone else, I am surely not
· Diachronic identity is a matter of consciousness
· The identity of an interrupted consciousness is given by memory
· I am the same person I was yesterday because my consciousness of today is linked to my consciousness of yesterday by memories
· Memories bridge the gap
· Can someone forget?
· Locke – in the case of amnesia, I would be the same man, but not the same person
· What does it mean for a man at one time to be the same mas as another time?
· The same individual immaterial thinking
· The same material animal
· The same spirit connect with material animal
· Socrates says consciousness links persons
· 2 people, 1 one body, one during the say, one at night
· 2 conscious states acting in intervals in 2 distinct bodies 1 person 2 bodies
· Locke’s forensic interest
· A person has to be held accountable for their actions
· It would be wrong to accuse Locke for a criminals actions, they are not the same person
· It would be wrong to accuse someone of actions the committed prior to amnesia
· Hume on the SELF
· The natural Idea of Self
· Soul, mind, ghost – the container of the contents of consciousness
· Everything resides in one’s mind or soul
· Hume’s observation	
· I can never find myself without a perception in my mind, light or dark, hot or cold etc.
· The self isn’t based on experience
· Hume`s theory
· I am aware of the contents of my mind
· But not its container
· I know ideas, but not what holds them
· The identity problem
· Are we a bundle of perception?
· 2 ideas
· An object that remains invariable and uninterrupted through a supposed variation of time (a permanent object)
· Several different objects existing in succession and connected together by a close relation (a linked series)
· Example family history, dominos falling down, causal relationships
· Personal identity is like option b, distinct perception of a close relation
· 2 relations – resemblances and causation (one thought chases another, after it a third by which the first is expelled), memory is key to causation
· Conclusion
· There is no immaterial soul
· There are only perceptions bundled together – bundling is discovered by memory
· Cogito – if Hume is right Descartes was wrong to argue “I think therefore I am” instead he should argue “I think therefore I have thoughts”
· A question for Hume – if perceptions are not anchored to a mind but are merely bundled together could there be unbundled perception?
· Determinism
· Fatalism – everything that happens in life is pre-determined
· Reasons to believe this theory
· God knows future – therefore there is a future
· Psychological determinism
· All our decisions are determine by the motives wishes and desires that play out in our minds – and of course we are not in control of the existence and strength of those desires, they are put there by history
· A man’s actions are never free
· Physical determinism
· If the world is deterministic, then every physical thing that happens must happen, given the laws of physics
· Neurophysiological determinism
· Since the brain is part of the physical world and since that every mind event (thought)is correlated with a brain even and every mind event is causally determined by preceding physical events in the brain and its physical environment
· Conclusion
· Free will is an illusion, the outcome of everything is already set
· Hard determinism – the causal laws operating in the world mean that all our choices and decisions are pre-determined by forces beyond our control.  We do not have free will
· If we cannot control our action, we should not have to accept responsibility for them, morality collapses
· Freedom
· Determinism vs. freedom
· William James argument
· Neither have been proven true
· Neither could ever be provable
· Determinism would force us to give up, couldn’t hold people accountable for actions
· We can’t in any case live as though determinism is true
· we should live as though determinism is false
· deeper problem
· freedom may be incoherent, it is not the same as indeterminism
· determinism – governed by laws of physics
· indeterminism – some events would lack proper sufficient causal condition
· freedom is more than indeterminism
· 2 concepts of freedom
· A freedom of indifference
· Context of choosing between alternatives
· Freedom spontaneity
· The expression in my action of something deep inside me
· True self, deepest longing, natural desire
· Compatiblism
· It might be the case that freedom and determinism are not opposing concepts
· Incompatiblism – causal determination and responsibility are incompatible
· Compatiblism – causal determination and responsibility are compatible
· Hard determinism – everything is pre-determined
· Soft determinism – some events are pre-determined other smaller details are not
· The direction of time
· Two questions
· Does time flow
· What gives the direction and flow of time
· Short digression on physics
· Most laws of physics are symmetrical with time
· Except – second law of thermodynamics – as time goes on, things smooth out, concentration of matter even out, smoothing out process gives them direction
· Questions about the direction of time
· Could there be a part of the universe where this smoothing out process is going in the opposite direction
· Could people and object be going in the opposite direction
· Thought experiment
· The visit of the reculons
· A colony of people
· Seems to do everything backwards, eating, walking talking, etc.
· Could you communicate with them?
· We couldn’t find out who communicates first or how they communicated
· Could we communicate successfully?
· Both would be rigidly deterministic
· Could we trade with them?
· If you sold a carpet would it age backward in their space?
· The carpet ages according to its space
· Would I have unilocality> exist in both
·  Would it age appropriately but in both spaces?
· Have a common bilocality?
· Could we play tennis?
· Both sides would appear to have serves
· It could last of an infinite time
· Could we infect be presented as backwards?
· Information would be presented backwards
· It looks as though we need 2 dimensions of time
· In linear time, the carpet last 40 years, but in fact it last 80
· Some conclusions
· It is conceivable that other parts of the universe might flow through time in the opposite direction
· it is conceivable that we could have information about such parts
· it is conceivable that we could interact with such parts
· such a universe would be rigidly deterministic
· in such as case there would have to be two metrics of time, not one
· bigger conclusion
· if the universe, under the impulse of the big band, expands and smooth’s to the limit, and then starts drawing towards the big crunch, the, when the drawing back starts, entropy will start to decrease and time will go backward,
· this may cause our universe to exist many times over
Ethics
· Moral relativism
· Introduction
· Ethics = morals
· The argument for moral relativism
· Ruth benedict
· Morality is socially approved customs
· Societies differ as to what customs they approve or disapprove
· Morality is therefore culturally relative
· The lessons of a wider view
· We need a wider survey of moral views in order to check the conclusions we base upon this near-universality of familiar customs
· Examples
· Trances, pain endurance
· In our culture not important but in others it is
· Homosexuality
· Murder
· Kwakiutl tribe – no matter how your relative died, you had to avenge it by killing an enemy – this is virtuous to that culture but insane to ours
· Benedict’s thesis
· There is a congenital form of behaviour in every society
· A given society will honour some, and marginalize others
· It is morally good = it is habitual
· moral relativism
· a moral judgement is always made from a POV from a person belonging to a specific society
· no such thing as a neutral judgement
· no absolute moral norm
· Against relativism (absolutism)
· James Rachel’s
· Moral relativists argue
· Slavery is good for – 18c Americans, 17c Quebecois, ancient Athenians
· Slavery is bad for – modern Europeans, 20c Americans, 19c Quebecois
· It is all morally relative
· Arguments against moral relativism (absolutism)
· What is it relative to?
· Groups, peoples, individuals?
· What about moral differences within a culture?
· No basis for moral progress
· Practical consequences?
· Arguments against moral absolutism
· If there is objective truth, hour can we have access to it?
· If we cannot have access to it, what is the meaning of believing that is exists?
· Altruism and egoism 1
· Basic definitions
· Altruism – motivated by the interest of others
· Egoism – motivated by our own self interests
· Psychological vs. ethical egoism
· Psychological – the idea that we are always motivated by our own interests
· Ethical – the idea that we SHOULD always be motivated by our own interests
· Psychological and ethical altruism
· Psychological – the idea that we are sometimes be motivated by others interests
· Ethical – the idea that we SHOULD be motivated by others interests
· Blatant psychological egoism
· We always act so as to do good to ourselves and harm others, unless we are somehow restrained from this
· Plato’s story of gyges ring, illustrates the thesis of blatant psychological egoism
· No man could refrain himself from doing the bad thing if he knew he wouldn’t get caught
· Subtle psychological egoism
· All our action are motivated by our own self-interests even our most happy apparently altruistic actions
· Examples
· Dive into a river to save a girl – motivation to increase rep.
· Donate money to charity – motivation recognized for large donation
· Give money, remain anonymous – motivation is self-righteousness
· Pure selfless love does not exist
· Pure compassion does not exist
· 2 arguments for SPE
· 1 – seemingly impossible to find an example of an action in which it is not plausible to suggest on egoism motive
· 2 – about the genesis of human action – only our own interests can motivate us
· Para thesis – a gene for altruism?
· Supposed there were a gene for altruism, how could it be selected for – wild turkeys
· Problem – if psychological egoism is true, how can there ever be ethical or moral behaviour?  How can there behaviour that takes the interest of other into account
· Ethical egoism
· The idea that we SHOULD always be motivated by our own interest
· BEE – you simply should always be on the lookout for your own interest in a brutal and straightforward way
· SEE – you should pursue your own rational self-interests, this is what justice is – Plato
· Ethics as rational self interest
· Ethics as rational self-interest is the basis of contractarian theories of ethics – the golden rule
· Problem – but why visit your dying aunt, she won’t be able to visit you
· Altruism and Egoism 2
· Blatant ethical egoism
· Bernard Mandeville
· Fable of the bees, private vices, public benefits
· Society functions best if everyone is egoistic
· Pursuit of money and vanity is good
· Ayn rand
· Atlas shrugged – john gault
· Objectivism – greed is good
· Selfishness leads to general prosperity
· Altruism leads to poverty and self-inflicted pain
· Arguments against blatant egoism (ethical)
· Louis pojman – the inconsistent outcomes argument
· The moral rule governing me is that I should beat you out of the goals in life.  So you should also beat me out, this cannot work both ways therefore there are inconsistent outcomes
· The publicity argument
· The true moral principle is Blatant Ethical Egoism, focus on your own interests but don’t let anyone know because the others will begin to do the same and make your life harder
· The paradox of egoism
· You need to have a friend someone interested in your interests.  A friend shouldn’t be a friend to you if Ethical egoism is right.  There should be no friendship of BEE is true
· The argument of counterintuitive consequences
· BEE will produce extremely unethical behaviour.  Moral behaviours would be seen as unethical.  “if there was a natural disaster that would destroy Europe and Africa and I would stop it by pressing a button, BEE dictates that is  unethical to do so”
· Sorting out a confusion
· Selfishness vs. self interest
· James Rachel’s
· There is a fundamental distinction between selfishness and self interest
· Altruism is the opposite of selfishness not of self interest
· Altruistic behaviour is unselfish behaviour and it occurs frequently, it may still be motivated by self interest
· The SPE maintains that we think in self interest
· This means we do what we want
· But sometimes what we want to do is help people
· Helping other people is unselfish behaviour
· The Lincoln example
· Drowning pigs – conscience helping the pigs
· If I derive satisfaction from unselfish behaviour, that doesn’t stop the behaviour from being self-interested
· Behaviour is made selfish or un selfish by its object, not by its motive
· Self-interest is a matter of motive
· Bishop butlers advice
· The thing to be lamented is, not that men have so great regard for their own good or interest in the present world, for they have not enough
· You should look out for yourself
· Virtue Ethics
· Preview
· Consequentialism
· The moral worth of an action lays in the consequence
· The main consequentialist theory is utilitarianism
· The idea that goodness consists in the contribution of human happiness
· What is happiness?
· John Stuart Mill
· Jeremy Bentham
· Deontology
· The idea that an acts moral worth lays in the act itself, without regard to the consequences or motive
· Main theories are – natural law theory, Kant’s categorical imperative
· Tulles cicero
· St. Thomas Aquinas
· Immanuel Kant
· Virtue Ethics
· The moral worth of an act lays in the person performing the act
· Moral education = good people
· Aristotle
· Why be ethical
· Why be interested in ethical behaviour at all?
· Aristotle’s answer – happiness
· Everyone tries to be ethical but makes mistakes along the way
· Eudemonia – Greek for happiness
· Happiness has an occurent subjective state
· Eudemonia was understood as an objective state
· You can’t be happy without knowing your happy
· But you could be eudemonia without knowing that you are
· A better translation would be blessedness
· A person who is eudemon is admired by others
· They are entitled to great self-satisfaction
· Ethics becomes an empirical theory
· What sorts of people do we admire?
· What are virtues we admire in other people?
· Arête
· Another Greek word which means virtue, has overtones of prudishness for us that are entirely lacking
· The Mean
· Aristotle’s thinks about the virtues we admire and he notes that as a general point they represent a form of behaviour between 2 extremes which are excess vices and deficient vices
· Virtue as habit
· What is admired is not the act, but the state of character, the habit, from which is proceeds
· Virtues and vices are essential habits
· Acts of habit – the person with a given virtue just acts accordingly without a lot of reflection, the virtuous or vicious acts just happen
· Habits of feeling – the virtuous person is moderate in all things, not just habits but in feelings
· How do you become virtuous? – by acting as though you are virtuous, keep repeating that sort of act and it will become habitual to you.  
· We are what we repeatedly do
· Deontology
· Character – VE, Act – deontology, Consequences – consequentialism
· Deontology is an ethical theory that locates the moral worth of an action in the action itself
· Why deontology?
· You can’t usually blame people for their characters/consequences, so neither is appropriate for determining moral worth of an action.
· Natural law theory
· It’s an idea that some moral laws are just there and objectively true, they over rule mere man made or positive laws
· Laws of nature vs. natural law – laws of nature = scientific, natural law = moral laws, how things should be
· Cicero – this idea that there are just moral laws of nature
· Questions about natural law
· How do they exist? – gods will, they are in our DNA, they are just there
· How could anyone securely know what they are? – this is okay in easy cases but what about hard cases – soldiers killing
· Kant
· The parts of philosophy 
· Logic = laws of thought
· Physics = laws of natural
· Ethics = laws of morals
· Hypothetical and categorical imperatives
· Hypothetical – if you want to achieve x, you must do y
· Categorical – no condition, you should do y
· The moral law will be a categorical imperative not a hypothetical one
· Acting “from duty”
· Distinction between acting according to duty and acting from duty
· According = because the law says so
· From = because I really want to
· Purity of motive
· The maxim of an act
· The moral worth of an action lies not in the purposes or consequences but from the maxim
· A maxim – subjective principle of volition
· Kant locates moral value in the maxim of an act
· Maxim – the description under which it is willed
· The real reason for performing an act of the will behind an act
· It is only moral if it can be made into a universal
· Universalizability 
· Can I will that my maxim become a universal law?
· The example of lying
· I make a promise in distress but I don’t intend to keep it
· Could I make this into a universal?
· Categorical imperative
· Act according to that maxim by which you can at the same time will that it should become a universal law
· A trouble about maxims
· More than one possible maxim
· Bombing of Hiroshima
· Maxim 1 – to bring an end to war – good
· Maxim 2 – to bring intolerable loses of life – bad
· It is impossible to always decide the maxim
· Utilitarianism
· Consequentialism
· The moral worth is determined by the consequences 
· Utilitarianism main theory
· The goodness of an act depends on its contribution to overall human happiness
· Bentham and mill
· Utility
· The foundation for morals is utility or greatest happiness
· Actions are right if they tend to promote happiness
· Happiness	
· Presence of pleasure absence of pain
· Pleasure is an intrinsic good
· The hedonic calculus
· Things to consider
· Intensity of pleasure
· Duration
· Certainty of outcome
· Propinquity – will it be instant or take time
· Fecundity – will it lead to other good or be done afterwards
· Purity – are there inconveniences
· Extent
· Bentham’s calculus
· For an act determine the amount go please and pain it will immediately produce, then do this for each of the other steps
· Question – can you really put a number on these things
· Misunderstanding
· Utilitarianism
· Utility instead of pleasure
· Digression on Epicurus
· Epicureanism – a systematic philosophy which in ethics held that pleasure was the greatest good
· One should live to seek the greatest amount of pleasure and avoid pain
· The school was misunderstood for drinking etc.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]But by greatest good they really meant intellectual enlightenment
· Mill contributions
· Levels of kinds of pleasure
· Aggregation of happiness
· Pleasure in whole population
· Quality of pleasure
· Distinction between higher pleasures and lower pleasures
· Some acts are always wrong
· What makes pleasure better then another – popular verdict
· It better be a dissatisfied human then a pig satisfied
· Aggregation of happiness
· It’s not just one’s own pleasure but the overall pleasure
· Objections
· Happiness is unattainable so it cannot be the ration purpose of human life
· People can do without happiness
· What about a good act with a bad motive?
· Act utilitarianism vs. rule utilitarianism
· Act utilitarianism – 
· evaluate action in all their particularity
· a moral rule is at best a “rule of thumb”
· a largely reliable short cut
· also known as situation ethics
· Rule utilitarianism
· The important thing in life is to have rules in plaace that people will feel bound to follow even if on occasion these rules do not lead to the greatest utility
· Grounding of utilitarianism
· Mill ultimately seems to think people should pursue happiness because its naturally what you do, do


