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Overview:
I. What is Philosophy?
Some examples and characterizations
How to read philosophy
II. Sex and Philosophy
Facts, Norms, and Values
III. What is Sex? Three domains:
Dimorphism
Eros
Politics

Slide 4: Two initial characterizations of phil:
1. Philosophy holds nothing to be sacred; there is no question excluded on the grounds that it may be offensive or blasphemous. Nothing is beyond question. Most important, but most difficult to live by.
2. Rational argument is crucial to philosophy.

Slide 5: What is ‘rational’?
Whatever is most likely to succeed. In philosophy there are 2 main aims: to succeed in philosophy is to acquire understanding and it is to believe what is true. So rationality in philo is going to consist in reasoning in such a way that ur mode of reasoning is most likely to get u true conclusions and ur way of conceiving a problem is most likely to lead u to understanding.

Slide 6
An argument: “a sequence of propositions intended to establish a conclusion”.
Is there a ‘therefore’? Is it implicit or explicit? 

Slide 7
Delusive arguments: what almost never counts as rational
Authority; in a philosophical discussion, there is almost never authority.
Tradition; arguments from tradition are almost always bad; admits that there is a lack of justification; absolutely no good reason to do it
Faith
Why?
Any of these can be inspiration
But as arguments, they are used only by those who have already lost the argument

Slide 8: 3rd Characterization of Philosophy
Philosophy aims at a change in your vision of the world, based mostly on arguments and fresh ways of describing the world

Slide 10
Philosophy is both like and unlike religion
Like religion in that it asks questions that are very general and regards our place in the universe; what it means to be a human being
Unlike religion b/c in philosophy, nothing is sacred. For religion, by definition there are certain things that are sacred (material/non-material). Philosophy deals in arguments, not texts. One will never b asked to consider if a text is infallible or perfect.

Slide 11
Like science, philosophy is proceeds by argument and is always open to being refuted. It is skeptical, as in it examines (as opposed to doubt).
Unlike science, philo has no fixed, definitive methods for solving its problems. It is always trying to find some, but as soon as it succeeds it becomes science.
In philosophy of science, you’ll find certain points at which philosophy has shed a science. 
E.g. Psychology: less than a hundred years ago, psych split off from philo. It recognizes a # of different disciplines that have their own methods, qualifying it as science

Slide 12
Philosophy is like literature b/c it explores human life and its place in nature
Philosophy is unlike lit b/c lit is hostile to argument. Stories have only an auxiliary role. Fiction is fiction.

Slide 13: How to read philosophy
Read slowly
Read ‘top down’: read all pages first, then review details
Try ‘double-accounting’:
What is the author actually saying?
What do you think, and how could anyone find this obvious?

Slide 15: Sex and Philosophy
Philo is popularly thought of as cerebral, sex as visceral. However, sexual experience, like all experience, is in the mind, not body

Slide 16: Sex raises philosophical issues hotly debated elsewhere:
Sex, values, norms, and the ‘normative’
Sex and nature-nurture
Sex, mind and body
Sex, reason and emotion
Sex, the individual and society: how much is your individual identity as your own self-perception as being masculine/feminine/intersex/trans/bi/homosexual/etc etc etc?

Slide 17
Facts are just whatever is true; values (beauty, goodness) and norms are what ought to be.
From a truth about a matter of fact alone, no norm or value claim logically follows.

Slide 18
Additional propositions often needed to make logic flow
“That hurts, so you shouldn’t do it” – this argument seems legitimate just by itself, but only b/c pain seems bad by nature. Assuming it is gratuitous, pure pain, it is easy to accept that it is bad.

Slide 19
‘Normative’ is often used inclusively, to cover either values or norms. It relates to what is supposed to be  as opposed to what is.
Value theory is about the normative

Slide 20: 3 Kinds of Moral Theory
Deontology (you must do this [or more often mustn’t]); there could be a deontology of etiquette.
Consequentialism (do what has the best results [usually in terms of happiness]): a doctrine about what is the reason why something is a norm or what is the value that is served by some practice. The main form of consequentialism is often called utilitarianism (maximizing people’s level of pleasure and minimizing pain)
Can be a deontologist but not rlly care about consequences
Teleology (do what best fulfills your nature): teleology says don’t look at the consequences or ask what u must do; just do whatever is most likely to be conducive to natural aim of the sort of thing ur trying to do (Aquinas’ teleological theory of sexuality)
All 3 theories r abt norms; only the latter 2 derive norms from values

Slide 21
Norms are typically deontological but not necessarily moral (example: etiquette, rules of baseball).
The deontological command of ‘do not lie’ rests on value of trust.
Values justify norms:
E.g. we care abt trust (value), so don’t cheat (norm)
Non-moral example: Keep the game fun

Slide 22
Values are typically expressed in terms of a wide spectrum of predicates (generous, kind, cruel, unfair, disgraceful)
They have a mind-world direction of fit
They r typically justified in terms of emotions
They admit of degrees (??)
Not all values are moral

Slide 23
Essentially, norms have to do w what u must do, refrain from doing, what u ought to do, what u ought not to do
They apply to doable act

Slide 25
Moral values sometimes justify moral norms (e.g. trust is a value so it is immoral to lie)
Moral norms sometimes justify legal norms (e.g. if you draw up a contract and violate it, it is not just immoral, but illegal)
Where do values come from? God/reason/pleasure, pain/emotions?

Slide 26
Since all aspects of sex commonly arouse powerful emotions (not just positive but negative), and very often those emotions r used to justify truly horrendous penalties for sexuality that doesn’t conform to what is the socially accepted norm. Throughout history, deviant sex (deviant relative to any particular societal norms) has been punished in the most cruel, savage ways. 99 times out of 100 it is going to be the woman who is punished more savagely for the deviance:
Jail
Chemical castration
Stoning to death
Burning to death

Slide 27
Taboos and prohibitions (e.g. monogamy, heterosexism) are norms. What are the values that justify them? What purpose do these norms serve: morality (doing good, avoiding harm; but what constitutes good or harm)? Etiquette (behaving as expected)

Slide 29: III. What is Sex? 
3 main areas or domains in prospect:
Gender sex: what is distinction bwn males/females? Is it absolute? What is its origin and significance? (e.g. the extent to which things are moving very fast—sort of a revolution—the rights of intersex and transsexual people increasingly being recognized; in Australia, u can mark gender as ‘x’ for genderqueer)
Erotic or emotional sex: sex to do with desire, fucking, things thought of as sexual
Political sex: all the questions that r raised in connection w first 2 issues, but in such a way that it becomes political (e.g. the issue of homosexuality and same-sex marriage)

Slide 30: Sex and Gender: a contested distinction
For the purposes of methodological simplicity, prof will adopt what is more/less the current practice for past few decades: distinguishing sex from gender, not to say that the distinction is clear or rigid
What is the biological meaning of sex?
How many are there, and why?
How and how much does sex affect gender?
How malleable is sex?: Consider the idea that sex has to do w nature, and nature has to do w nurture. However, does not mean that sex isn’t malleable

Slide 31: Erotic Sex
Function of sex: define normal sex as what it is for and all else as ‘perversion’ (Aquinas)
Descriptive-minimal: look at what people actually do. Any further judgments of value will b based on other criteria for evaluating consequences
Utopian: devise, in the light of all we know abt humans and their malleable nature, an ‘ideal’ conception of sexuality. If u cud change everything—both the context in which we live and the desires experienced in that context—what are we going to go for? What is the ideal world in which ppl’s erotic life would best enable them to thrive?

Slide 32: Aspects of Erotic Sex
Can one define erotic experience in terms of aim, object, feeling?
Masochistic pleasure: aversive component + sensation component; people who enjoy pain
What does sex have to do w reproduction?
How does it relate to nature/nurture? Is there a sexual instinct? Is everything ‘really sex, deep down’? Is our desiring nature sexual all the way down? Freud writes as if that were the case.
Does the nature of the experience dictate, suggest, impose or prevent its coming under moral and political constraints?

Slide 33: Political Sex
Sexual ‘morality’ and political implications
Sexual equality; gender roles
Are there such things as ‘perversions’
Do taboos and prohibitions abt sex (e.g. intergenerational and incest) do they have any justifications other than the near horror that they inspire?

Slide 34: The fact-value distinction again
Yet some facts, viz. facts abt certain emotions, strongly drive us to such inferences:
The problem is that when we have such emotions, we need to scrutinize whether the things we find outrageous r truly outrageous or whether, like slavery or rigid sex distinctions, r things that will b acceptable in future

Slide 35: Nature and Nurture
Sex: what pertains to biological nature: male/female, gametes, chromosomes, anatomy, hormonal differences, etc etc BIOLOGY
[bookmark: _GoBack]
[bookmark: _WNSectionTitle][bookmark: _WNTabType_0]PHL243H Lecture #1	2013-09-11 6:05 PM


[bookmark: _WNSectionTitle_2][bookmark: _WNTabType_1]	2013-09-11 6:05 PM



PHL243H Lecture #1 20030511 605 P

s —
1. S0x and Piasoshy
" s, orme, anc e
" oimarphism

Phiosophy hakd nothingto be sacred fhae £ 2 qustion excoded
onth graunds tht & may b aferveor b, Notheg
beyond quesin.Most it Bt st Gl e By

Rationsl argument s crutal o phsophY.

Whatever s mast ey 1o sccsed. In pesohy there ae 2 man s o
Succoe nphkoophy 10 scqie nderstond 3 . o blwe wht
rve So atinaly I ohi 5 Gin o cndt n easong nsuch  ay
hatur e o 0500 5 ot Bkl 0t e concosions nd o way
o concening o proie sty 104 o uderstanding.

 orgument:» seauenc of propostions tended 1 estabish o

sice 7
L ——
autorty




