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+ Q.1 What do you think are the reasons for Mill's concept about inductive logic as the true
basis of knowledge? (20)

Explore the definition and theory of utilitarianism and learn about types of morals, types of happiness,
and the origin of the utilitarianism theory. Ulilitarianism is an y?hical theory that describes something
as good if it produces the highest amount of good for lha_mh;ﬁzt *'bm.gls.
¥ . ™

Utilitarianism holds that the most ethical choice is the one that will produce the greatest good for the
greatest number. As such, it is the only moral framework that can justify military force or war.
Moreover, utilitarianism is the most common approach (o business ethics because of the way thal it
accounts for costs and benefits.

The theory asserts that there are two types of utilitarian ethics practiced in the business world, "rule”
utilitarianism and "act” utilitarianism.

. Rule utilitarianism helps the largest number of people using the fairest methods possible.
. Act utilitarianism makes the most ethical actions possible for the benefit of the people.

Utilitarian Ethics

"Rule" Utilitarian Ethics

An example of rule utilitarianism in business is tiered pricing for a product or service for different
types of customers. In the airline industry, for example, many planes offer first-, business-, and
economy-class seats, Customers who fly in first or business class pay a much higher rate than those
in economy seats, but they also get more amenities—simultaneously, people who cannot afford
upper-class seats benefit from the economy rates. This practice produces the highest good far the
greatest number of people.
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And the airline benefits, too. The more expensive upper-class seats help to ease the financial burden
that the airline created by making room for economy-class seats.
g

L

Definition of Utilitarianism

Utilitarianism , al its most basic, states thal something is moral, or good when it produces the
grealest amount of good for the greatest number of people. It's a theory of normative ethics that asks
whether a specific action is good or bad, moral or immaoral.

Utilitarianism answers this guestion with an economic analysis that focuses on human lives and says
that those actions that make people happy are good. For example, a utilitarian may ask whether it's
moral for politicians to spend billions of dollars on campaign ads. He or she would examine how the
money is spent and whether the ads directly resulted in improving people’s lives, or if that monay
could have been better spent on something else.
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Some Actions Are More Moral Than Others

In any ethical theory, morals are separated into good and bad. In utilitarianism, good is defined as the
existence of pleasure and the absence of pain, This is called utility. An action that maximizes utility is
one that maximizes total benefits while reducing negative conseguences for the largest number of
people. To paraphrase, something is good if it does more good than harm for a lot of people. In
utilitarianism, this is called the greatest happiness principle, which states that a moral action is one
that increases the total utility in the world. In other words, if an action is moral, it increases the
amount ol happiness in the world. This allows actions to be ranked by morality. If an action makes one
person happy, it is moral. However, if another action would make many people happy. it is more
moral.

Some Happiness is Better Than Others

Since good is defined by pleasure, it's also important to define pleasure itself. In utilitarianism, people
can experience higher and lower pleasures. Lower pleasur@é’f also called base pleasures, are the
animalistic desires to eat, sleep, multiply, even kill. Human a'ﬁ"’Bt;;,ivE happiness from these, but they
are not as good as the higher pleasures. Higher pl aauri'gk those that can only be experienced by
humans. We appreciate art and music, culture and g&g\ia’r&.;é

According to utilitarian theory, once people are &jha?’q_‘ﬁ’ffthair higher pleasures, they can only.be truly
happy by cultivating this part of them ﬂé?.,_Ther_g;Fcrﬂ, an econb action that sup ‘_" ithe arts
would have a high utllity because if creates a greater level ofiffue happiness for Iutsﬂgﬁ‘ﬂﬁle. In the
words of John Stuart Mill, one of thesmest influential cont um"ﬁx“’fu utilitarianism, it"s better to be a
human being dissatisfied than %;»piﬂl satisfied, Hﬂmgn‘g capable of nigﬁar-'leval thinking, "and |§
therefore, are morally obligated to their highe;@l@mﬁaﬁ This means, hat ome happine@} better
than other happiness in ter&mﬁgf utility. " ‘irf“} ¥ ALY . .

-
.

Utilitarianism is a theory of hurality that advocates actions that foster happiness or pleasure and
oppose actions that cause unhappiness or harm. Whean directed toward making soclal, economic, ar
political decisions, a utilitarian philosophy would aim for the betterment of society as a whole.

Utilitarianism would say that an action Is right if it resulis in the happiness of the greatest number of
people in a society or a group.

Key Takeaways

. Utilitarianism Is a theory of maoarality, which advocates actions that foster happiness and
oppose actions that cause unhappiness.

. Utilitarianism promotes "the grealest amount of good for the greatest number of people.”

. When used in a sociopolitical construct, utilitarian ethics aims for the betterment of society as
a whole.

. Utilitarianism is a reason-based approach to determining right and wrong, but it has
limitations.

. Utilitarianism does not account for things like feelings and emotions, culture, or justice.

Understanding Utilitarianism

Utilitarianism is a tradition of ethical philosophy thal is associaled with Jeremy Bentham and John
Stuart Mill, two late 18th- and 13th-century British philosophers, economists, and political thinkers.
Utilitarianism holds that an action is right if it tends to promote happiness and wrong if it tends to
produce sadness, or the reverse of happiness—not just the happiness of the actor but that of
everyone atfected by it.

At work, you display utilitarianism when you take actions to ensure that the office is a positive
environment for your co-workers to be in, and then make it so for yourself.

"The greatest good for the greatest number” is a maxim of utilitarianism.
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The Three Generally Accepted Axioms of Utilitarianism State That

. Pleasure, or happiness, is the only thing that has intrinsic value.
. Actions are right if they promote happiness, and wrong if they promote unhappiness.
. Everyone's happiness counts equally.

From the Founders of Utilitarianism

Jeremy Bentham describes his "greatest happiness principle" in (ntroduction to the Principles of
Morals and Legislation. a 1789 publication in which he writes: "Nature has placed mankind under the
governance of two sovereign masters, pain and pleasure. It is for them alone to point out what we
ought to do, as well as to determine what we shall do."’

John Stuart Mill had many years to absorb and reflect on Jeremy Bentham's thoughts on utilitarianism
by the time he published his own waork, Utilitarianism, in 1863, The key passage from this book:

The creed which accepts as the foundation of morals utility, or the greatest happiness principle, holds
that actions are right in proportion as they tend to promote happiness, wrong as they tend to produce
the reverse of happiness. By happiness is intended pleasure, and the absence of pain; by
unhappiness, pain, and the privation of pleasure.”

Utilitarianism's Relevance in a Political Economy

In liberal democracies throughout the centuries, the progenitors of utilitarianism spawned wvariants
and exitensions of its core principles. Some of the questions they wrestled with include: What
constitutes "the greatest amount of good"? How is happiness defined? How is justice accommodated?

In today's Western democracies, pelicymakers are generally proponenis of free markeis and some
base level of government interference in the private lives of citizens so as to assure safety and
security. Although the appropriate amount of regulation and laws will always be a subject of debate,
political and economic policies are geared primarily toward fostering as much well-being for as many
people as possible, or at least they should be. Where there are disadvantaged groups who suffer
income inequality or other negative consequences because of a utilitarian-based policy or action,
most politicians would try to find a remedy.

"Act"™ Utilitarian Ethics

AU ~A\AT
An example of act utilitarianism could be when pharmaceutical companies release drugs that have
been governmentally approved, but with known minor side effects because the drug is able to help
more people than are bothered by the side effects. Act utilitarianism often demonstrates the concept

that “the end justifies the means™—or it's worth il.

In the Corporate Workplace

Most companies have a formal or informal code of ethics, which is shaped by their corporate culture,
values, and regional laws. Today, having a formalized code of business ethics is more important than
ever, For a business to grow, it not only needs to increase its bottom line, but it also must create a
reputation for being socially responsible. Companies also must endeavor to keep their promises and
pul ethics al least on par with profits. Consumers are looking for companies thal they can trusl, and
employees work better when there is a solid model of ethics in place.

On an individual level, if you make morally correct decisions at work, then everyone's happiness will
increase. However, if you choose to do something morally wrong—even if legal—then your happiness
and that of your colleagues, will decrease.

The Limitations of Utilitarianism

In the workplace, though, ulilitarian ethics are difficull to achieve. These elhics also can be
challenging to maintain in our business cullure, where a capitalistic economy often teaches people to
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focus on themselves at the expense of others. Similarly, monopolistic competition teaches one
business to flourish at the expense of others.

. A limitation of utilitarianism is that it tends to create a black-and-white construct of morality.
In utilitarian ethics, there are no shades of gray—either samething iIs wrong or it is right.

. Ltilitarianism also cannot predict with certainty whether the consequences of our actions will
be good or bad—the results of our actions happen in the fulure.

. Utilitarianism also has trouble accounting for values like justice and individual rights. For
example, say a hospital has four people whose lives depend upon receiving organ transplants: a
heart, lungs, a kidney, and a liver. If a healthy person wanders into the hospital, his organs could be
harvested to save four lives at the expense of his one life. This would arguably produce the greatest
good for the greatest number. But few would consider it an acceptable course of action, let alone an
ethical one.

So, although utilitarianism is surely a reason-based approach to determining right and wrong, it has
obvious limitations.

What are the principles of utllitarlaalnlsrn‘i'I - o
N> Ay~ e ¥

Utilitarianism puts forward that it is a virtue to improve one's life better by tncreasmg the good things |

in the world and minimizing the bad things. This means striving for pleasure and happiness while

aveiding discemfort or unhappiness.

What is a utilitarian?

Iﬁ;_‘ J.'-h' ‘I'Lé:‘ I-\:.- - . ﬁ h‘
A wutilitarian is a person who hclds the beliefs of unhtanamsm Tnday, !hese people. might be
described as cold and calculating, practical, and perhaps selfish—since they may seek their own

pleasure at the expense of the social good at times.

What is rule utilitarianism?

e -ln“.--‘ o~ 'I'.. 'l.—_:..ﬂ‘
Rule utilitarians focus on tha effects of actions that stem from certain rules or moral guidelines (e.g.
Lthe "golden rule”, the 10 commandmenls, or laws against murder). Il an action conforms to a moral
rufle then the act 'rs moral. A rule is deemed moral if its existence increases lhe greater good lhan any
other rule, or the absence of such a rule,

What is utilitarian value in consumer behavior?

If a consumer buys something only for its practical use-value, in a calculative and rational evaluation,
then it is of utilitarian wvalue. This precludes any sort of emotional or sentimental valuing,
psychological biases, or other considerations.

What is the ethical framework of utilitarianism in today's business environment?

Because its Ideology argues for the greatest good for the greatest number, a business acting in a
utilitarian fashion should increase the welfare of others. However, in practice, utilitarianism can lead
to greed and dog-eat-dog competition that can undermine the social good.

Q.2 Elucidate the development of Mill's moral and political philosophy in light of his
intellectual background. (20)
| ntroduction to John Stuart Mill's Philosophy

John Stuart Mill, one of the most influential thinkers of the 19th century, made significant contributions
to moral and political philosophy. His ideas are deeply rooted in his intellectual background, shaped by
a confluence of classical liberalism, utilitarian ethics, and the intellectual milieu of Victorian England.
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Mill's development as a philosopher was influenced by his rigorous education, his father James Mill's
strong wutilitarian convictions, and his exposure to contemporary political debates. His philosophical
oullook evolved through a synthesis of these influences, leading to a nuanced understanding of
individual liberty, social progress, and moral duties. Mill's writings reflect his commitment te individual
autonomy and the pursuit of happiness, emphasizing the importance of liberty, education, and social
reform. His development was marked by a desire to address the shortcomings of earlier utilitarianism
and to establish 2 more comprehensive framewaork that balances individual rights with social welfare.
Understanding the evolution of Mill's moral and political philosophy requires examining his background,
intellectual influences, and the critical moments that shaped his ideas. His philosophical journey was
driven by a quest to reconcile individual freedom with societal progress, making his contributions both
innovative and historically significant.

Early Education and Intellectual Foundations

Mill's development as a thinker was profoundly shaped by his early education, which was rigorous and
systematic. His father, James Mill, was a strict utilitarian who believed in the power of reason and
empirical evidence. From a young age, Mill was immersed|j gtugucal literature, philosophy, and the
sciences, which laid the groundwork for his analytrca[;a nanﬁ’" His education emphasized logic.
mathematics, and maral philosophy, fostering a drs&glm% d'sclentific outlook. This early intellectual

environment instilled in Mill a love for rational inquir an mpirical evidence, which became central to
his philosophical methndology His expaosul to, ut itarian principles, from his father influenced his
moral oullook, emphasizing the greatest -h;p ness as the basis of Etlﬂgai judgments. Hpﬂ"hﬁer Mill's

education also exposed him to trﬁllmimjms of r1g|d utflntaﬁ’ig?é?ﬁ, prompting h1m f‘n ‘seek a more
refined understanding of moral and"«sﬁ@al values, TtLF ;:‘h ination of empmmal rigor and mural |
seriousness formed the fnund;ﬁ*ﬁhm developing p ¥, shaplng h|s. appruach to ques;dwn; of =
liberty, justice. and social refa ¥ ~ e . :‘P L B

LAY i -

:j' ol =
The I nfluence of Utilitarianism and Its,’i:.vqluﬂhn . AWM s W

Utilitarianism, primarily develnpedfeq:; Jar&ﬁﬁf Bentham and tai&r refined by, hﬂ]lﬁ wﬁs central to his
moral and political thought. Wﬁﬂenh’ ited a utilitarian’ j.r‘a‘.i‘f'lawurk that :@tﬂ‘”zed happiness and the
avoidance of pain as the ulnrﬁgﬁh ‘moral goal. quever Mill's en agén';ﬂr'lt with utilitarianism was
critical and transformative. He recognized hgt“é{pﬁer forms of L;.Uﬁar:ﬁmsm which focused solely on
pleasure and pain, overlooked important gualitalive differeng ‘among pleasures and the importance
of individual rights. This led Mill LP-HI' culate a mu([ﬂz histicaled wversion—higher and lower
pleasures—emphasizing mteilpctg&l“ and moral . pl res over mere physical gratification. His
utilitarianism became more I:uimnmshc mcnrpn;,ar&'f'ge nsiderations of justice, liberty, and individual
development. This evulqt;qp was driven by mg desire to reconcile utilitarian ethics with the need to
protect individual. ﬂgadoms and avoid t'}-‘tanny of the majority. Consequently, Mill's utilitarianism
became more nuahq_-a emphaslmn&ﬂplﬂﬁnw the maximization of happiness but also the impeortance
of individual dignity and moral development. This critical refinement marked a significant development
in his maoral phl|ﬂ$ﬂph]’,_ﬂ1aﬁm&l cre comprehensive and humane.

The Concept of | ndwi"tiu%l Liberty

One of Mill's most influential contributions to pelitical philosephy is hig advocacy for individual liberty.
His background in classical liberalism and utilitarian ethics shaped his beliet that personal freedom is
essential for human flourishing. Mill argued that individuals should be free to pursue their own lives, as
long as their actions do not harm others—a principle encapsulated in his famous “harm principle.” This
idea was a response to the oppressive social norms and authoritarian governments of his time,
reflecting his desire to protect personal autonomy. His emphasis on liberty was also rooted in his
understanding of human development; he believed that freedom fosters diversity of thought,
innovation, and maoral growth. His background in empiricism and rational inquiry reinforced his view
that social progress depends on individual experimentation and free expression. Mill's writings,
especially in "On Liberty,” articulate a strong case for protecting individual rights against societal and
state interference, emphasizing that personal freedom is vital for the pursuit of happiness and societal
progress.

The Role of Education and Moral Development

Mill's philosophy underscores lhe importance of educalion in moral developmen! and social progress.
He believed that a well-educated individual is more capable of exercising rational judgment, moral
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responsibility, and personal autonomy. His background in classical studies, science, and empirical
inquiry led him to advocate for universal education as a means to cultivate enlightened citizens who
could make informed choices. Mill argued that education should not only impart knowledge but also
foster moral virtues, critical thinking, and independence of mind. He viewed moral developmenl as
essential for creating a society where individuals respect each other's rights and pursue collective well-
being without infringing on personal freedom. His commitment to liberal education was also influenced
by his belief in individual autonomy—the capacity for self-improvement and moral growth. Mill's
emphasis on education as a moral catalyst reflects his broader vision of a progressive society rooted in
rationality, moral virtue, and individual development.

Social Reform and the Utilitarian Perspective

Mill's moral and political philosophy is also characterized by his concern for social reform, rooted in
utilitarian principles. He believed that societal institutions should promote the greatest happiness for
the greatest number, which justitied reforms aimed at reducing inequality and improving social
welfare. His background in empirical social science and moral philosophy led him to advocate for
policies such as workers' rights, women's suffrage, and eddgation,reforms. Mill saw social progress as
an extension of individual development—by improving sﬁg‘ﬂa?xanﬂfflnns society enables individuals to
flourish and contribute meaningfully. His utnlnlar’Fa,n ethigs provided a pragmatic framewark for
evaluating social policies based on their capaclty to lr‘ifg{&ﬁ'é“e overall happiness. Mill's concern for social
justice was also informed by his recngmltq‘n al snc lal maquahlnes gould hinder human dev.slppment

and diminish collective happiness. HIE phl%ﬂ*“nullnnh aime ‘ahoraat-ng a jusl soﬂew where
individual rights and social wslfaretme balanmd thrnugh ratmriﬁgi d?compassmnate mfbrma
The I dea of Moral Progress and, l'Li.Fﬁ'lan Flourishing", J'-" ' ok I\

A cenfral aspect of Mill's mu:rra;l«|.’r‘r1:Il::rsu::[:ihy.r is hm—bélfé‘[ an"muraI progress, tujﬂ hurn an perfeat‘hlhtyf He
was optimistic that through segucatmn moral d’éyé‘lﬁpment and sgeial institutions, hqmanﬁ‘y could
+:+:mthrn.:al|3|r improve marally ‘and ethi Il;gI His ‘background m; Enllghtenment ldﬂﬂlﬁ and empirical
science reinforced his faith in re.zﬁtsgna;isica.H ol for moral a gﬂn@;ﬁmént Mill argued | {hat moral progress
is achieved through the cultivation ofwirtues such as jUstice, autonomy, and'compassion. He believed
that societal institutions should kl‘ﬁate moral erpes"Thal enable :nﬂmdyafs to pursue their highest
potential. His emphasis on education and rauuq}’ﬂ inquiry aligns with his belief in human pragress—an
ongoing process of moral refinement Je@ds to greater ha@iﬂ ess and well-being. Mill's optimistic
view of human nature and moral eve tluh undarscnrehl’ﬁﬁbmader philosophical goal of creating a
society that fosters individual anp gghetfﬂve ﬂnurzsmugg .l

The Balance Between Ind{ﬂﬂual and Eanlgtgm S

Mill's development-af’ ;yuﬂtlcal ph|lnsnphf EeH'ents a nuanced balance between individual rights and
societal needs. HT‘ﬁ ,Eaﬂligmund in J{h@?hl" ‘individualism and utilitarian ethics led him to emphasize
personal liberty as a cornerstone of social progress, but he also recognized the importance of social
cohesion and moral gylma, " His writings advocate for respecting individual autonomy while
acknowledging that sm:mt;.ﬂ “must somelimes restrict freedoms to prevent harm and promole the
collective good. This balafce is evident in his concept of the harm principle, which seeks to limit state
interference to cases where individual actions cause harm to others. Mill's philosophical outlook was
shaped by his understanding that individual development and social harmony are interconnected. He
believed that a society that respects personal freedoms and encourages moral virtues creates the best
environment far human flourishing. His development reflects a pragmatic approach to social
organization, emphasizing liberty, responsibility, and social justice.

The Influence of Utilitarian Ethics on Justice

Mill's conception of justice is deeply rooted in utilitarian principles, which prioritize the maximization of
happiness and the minimization of suffering. His background in moral philosophy led him to view
justice not as an abstract set of rights but as a means to promote overall well-being. Mill's idea of
justice involves fairness, respect for individual rights, and the equitable distribution of benefits and
burdens. He believed that social institutions should be evaluated based on their capacity to produce
the greatest good for the greatest number. His emphasis on individual liberty and moral rights is
compatible with utilitarianism when these rights serve to enhance overall happiness. Mill's
development of justice as a utilitarian value reflects his commitment to rationality and empirical
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assessment in social and moral judgments, ensuring that justice serves both individual dignity and
collective weliare.

The Concept of Higher and Lower Pleasures

A distinctive feature of Mill's moral philosophy is his distinction between higher and lower pleasures.
Rooted in his utilitarian background, this distinction was an attempt to refine the hedonistic calculus
that earlier utilitarians employed. Mill argued that intellectual, moral, and aesthetic pleasures—higher
pleasures—are gualitatively superior to physical or sensual pleasures—lower pleasures. This idea was
influenced by his classical education and his belief in the importance of moral and intellectual
development. The emphasis on higher pleasures underscores Mill's view that human beings are
capable of and should pursue more refined, meaningful forms of happiness. This developmen! marked
a significant evolution from Bentham's guantitative utilitarianism, adding a moral dimension that
values the guality of pleasures over mere quantity. It also reinforced Mill's view that moral growth and
human excellence are central to a flourishing life. '

The Role of Autonomy and Moral Agency 5 *:

Mill's development as a philosopher was also shaped by ﬁ*a ppas:s on autonomy and moral agency.
His background in empirical reasoning and moral philoso hapie’ﬂ him to believe that individuals should
have the capacity to make rational choices about tﬁ.glpﬂuas Autunmmy for Mill, is fundamental to

maral responsibility and personal develo gant His ‘advocacy for liberty and free speech is.pooted in

the idea that moral growth occurs throu fl{inql ection and, Mill believed th’,ﬂﬁpdn iduals
must be free to guestion authui':ﬂ tradit m, and dugm.ﬂ H.i:i:la'?l,!ﬁt-‘:lr.:-[:- their mura'i judgment. This
emphasis on autonomy also ties in Eﬂhﬁ utilitarian wgg oral actions ag'q lhoé‘e that promote ;
human happiness, which requires jrdividuals to exerc ratl-:-nal capa l:és “His devalnpme‘fﬁ of =
moral philosophy thus under res the lmpnﬂanaﬂ‘l émpuwerrng m als to becurgmh)maliy
responsible agenis capable Df’-ﬁglf determination " ©° AL L J

The Influence of Enllghtﬂnment ﬂnﬂ‘iﬁémntlcrsm A WA ’ a-+,T\,,.h :

Mill's philosophical developmg 'i'-";gs‘ “influenced I? the broader J;lteig&ual currents of the
Enlightenment and F{umﬂntictsﬁg ;Tﬁ‘*‘e Enlightenm;nts emphasna urwrb@uh scientific inguiry, and
individual rights shaped his cummttmanl, Lo ‘r&!mnaluy and amp’qleal evidence. Simultaneously,
Romantic ideals about individual creanmwf moral intuitiom gpd emotional depth influenced his
appreciation for higher pleasures and. ?hnrél virtues, Thlaﬁa-rﬁﬁes;s is avident in Mill's writings, whera
he champions both the power of" fhaﬁbn and the Hﬁ@ﬁance of moral sentiment. His background
reflects an attempt to reconei E{B ‘these two Iradmdnarusmg reason to promote social progress while
recognizing the vital ro]e;.,ﬁi moral and ernnq_ ‘dévelopment. This integration helped Mill craft a
philosophy that b @‘Fndmdual freadal h moral responsibility, emphasizing the importance of
human dignity ﬂl‘ld’ burs:.nt of hllgt;&,[ H’a!s

The Progressive Nature qt_@iﬂ s Philosophy

Throughout his deveﬁoﬁﬂ@‘h.ﬁ Mill maintained a progressive outlook, believing in the potential for
societal and moral improvement. His background in liberal thought and empirical science fostered an
optimistic view thal human beings could overcome ignorance, prejudice, and inequality through
education, rational discourse, and social reform. Mill's moral and political philosophy reflects this
progressive stance, advocating for reforms that expand individual rights. promote social justice, and
enhance collective well-being. His belief in human perfectibility underpins his advocacy for gender
equality, freedom of speech. and democratic participation. This ocutlook motivated his lifelong efforts to
Improve society and refine moral standards. Mill's progressive perspective is a testament to his
conviction that moral and political development Is an ongoing process guided by reason, compassion,
and social conscience.

The Interplay of Rationality and Morality in Mill’'s Thought

Mill's development as a moral and political philosopher is characterized by the interplay between
rationality and morality. His background in scientific inquiry and empirical reascning reinforced his
belief that moral principles should be grounded In observable facts and logical consistency. Mill argued
that moral judgments are subject to rational scrutiny and should aim at promoting human happiness
and well-being. This emphasis on rationality does not diminish the importance of moral sentiment;
rather, it complements it, providing a systematic basis for ethical decisions. Mill believed that rational
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deliberation and moral intuition together can guide individuals and societies toward justice and moral
progress. This synthesis allowed him to develop a comprehensive moral philoesophy that balances
empirical evidence with moral ideals, making his philosophy both practical and aspirational.

Q.3 Critically discuss Russell's views regarding ‘The Harm that Good Men Do’. (20)

Bertrand Russell's 'The Problems of Philosophy' examines the concept of reality. Explore a summary of
Russell's work by examining concepts such as appearance and reality, physical reality, and the purpose
of considering these questions.

Dream or Reality?

When you go to sleep at night, sometimes you dream. When you wake up from a dream, you know
you are back in reality. How do you know the difference between your dream world and the reality
around you when you are waking? What is reality exactly? ;

In The Problems of Philosophy, Bertrand Russell asks us ‘hmh. more closely at what we consider
common sense aboul reality. He looks at a simple pbje r}h_ ‘table - and uses this as a starting point
for exploring some of the major challenges facing plﬁ-l&sw_h@is

3 5

Appearance and Reality P 1 “ J,, ,"-‘v -r;,:"u.

Russell says to consider that if wa gacmln;ﬁ’a a"fabla we qﬂl, 1.1;9 cﬁ‘llr own idea ﬁfﬁ,mﬁh’at it Is. But

our perceptions of the table are HW the table actua % y"v' Well, wrh?qr,yau look at a table,

you'll see that it is a certain nniuﬁ; and sha;;p é e these aspects,,.\o(fa"tﬁble really t@n@ls w
itself? - i VL W 1

e 1

Russell argues that no; the a nui If you 'mugs%é:m where you' sﬁndmg and se&th&lhbla from a
different angle, and in a different i hE" arceive the table’ ﬂl}crenlly Lel's awﬂ‘ first you saw a
dark brown table thal was a bit like an. bal shape. wil s.,gmnmﬁ top. Th ‘;mr move your position
and realize that from the new v :ﬁageﬁpumt the table cactually light Eja'ge d rounder looking, with
a top that has nicks in it from lotsof use. Y

. -
f'-.." F i

You could revise your idea of what the Iah!eﬂs now that ypyr{sqgﬁr more closely - more round than
oval, lighter brown rather than dari;ar and not co smcmth on top. Yet the table is not
necessarily those things either, | q’g’h took a I'I‘IIGI‘ES and saw the top more closely, you would see
a whole difterent view of it ‘ant “acked nothingi ﬂg*a’%able at all. And, if you could see down to the
atomic level, you wouldaﬁg‘vféw it as scme Ei!ﬁzt::-mp:uhe:lnerry' foreign lo your idea of a table.

He points oul lha{lb&éclnrs lextures, vaﬂd shapes are not the reality of the object, bul are sense-
data, the things that are immediate “known in sensation. This could also include sounds and smells,
for instance. Russell then aﬁﬁf“mﬂ if the reality is not what appears, have we any means of knowing
whether there is any r%ﬁ@j all? And if so, have we any means of finding out what it is like?

Then he points out how intriguing it is that a simple object could provoke such deep philosophical
guestions, whereas before we had given a table no thought. In his words, 'Thus our familiar table,
which has roused but the slightest thoughtis in us hitherto, has become a problem full of surprising
possibilities.' The table has sparked Russell to consider some of the central problems of philosophy.

Physical Reality

You might wonder, why all the fuss about what is real? lsn't it obvious tc say that we have perceptions
about things like tables? And isn't it common sense to say that tables exist separately from our
thoughts about them? Well, not all philosophers think of the world in the same way as Russell. A very
different view of reality says that what appears to exist is really something mental. going on in our
minds, similar to a dream.

Russell asks us to consider the following question: 'ls there a table which has a certain intrinsic nature,
and continues to exist when | am not |looking, or is the table merely a product of my imagination, a
dream-table in a very prolonged dream? Ultimately Russell does nol believe that the table is merely a
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product of our imagination, a prolonged dream. He promotes the idea that there is a physical reality,
separate from the activities geing on in our brains.

But there's a catch to his version of reality. He says we can'l experience the reality of an object
directly, only indirectly. We can only get bits of information from our sense-data - light brown, dark
brown, smoath, rough, oval, or round, but we cannot really know the reality of an object directly,

Bertrand Russell was a famous 20th-century scientist, mathematician, and philosopher. Examine his
theory on appearance and reality, as well as the concept of sense-data,

Anecdote

Today's lesson will discuss Bertrand Russell and his views on reality and appearance. Admittedly, it's a
hard one. To try to counteract this, I'll start with a story.

friendly acguaintance. Upon seeing her, | said hello, asked about her family, then ingquired of work.

About a year ago, | ran into a lady | once worked with. Now, | wouldn't really call her a friend, more a
She looked at me oddly, answered me quickly then shufﬂgtﬁgﬂ%"

Feeling a bit blown off and confused, | continued |n j'when lo and behold, | ran into the same
lady. This time she greeted me warmly with a hgg n sald, 'I'm here with my twin sister, but
somehow I've lost her!” Immediately, ﬁ‘a\bll am rr:al,'aslruglyI evefything made sense. A, ough it
had APPEARED that | had run mtn £ome )L)k?e@r” HEALiTé{m%ifﬁ meeting was wgtrq- nger!

Russell T?k. - ki . :
\.-"’ 'rT G"k 1

Keeping this little anecdote mind, Iats % ) Bertrand H agﬂj Apart frumﬁﬁmﬁﬁ a

mathematician and a sn::hang Berlrand Rus best known is role as a,j!t} century

philosopher. One of his mast famous wurl@-m,]‘ Problems. ut ﬂ!ﬁlﬂ&aphy a st;n:l}' gﬁﬁppearanne

reality and knowledge. g ‘g N’ {.,.#\.‘ WA ‘_j
ey 4 A
To Russell, philosophy is real sl a search for ca&}cﬂif Workin wﬂh’&m premise, he asserted
that most of us believe things b on false assumptions. We think i{i:il‘:w what we know, but if we
took a closer look, we might find we're @m@ is leads hu‘g-ﬁ onder how we can really know
anything at all. A\ X \{'\..-"
i " 'i

Al A\
Appearance & Reality \O ~ O Qk (N
To work an this quastiapkﬁugsail made a wﬁfﬁﬁmn ‘betwesn appearance and reality. Putting things
simply, he argued,&he{'jﬁearance Is Hgl@h gather from our senses.
Unfortunately. or f;'.'irfunately |f yo M‘B philosophical puzzles, appearance is not always reality. Case
in point, that day in the mall} ﬂ' ARED | had run into an acquaintance. In REALITY, | had come
across a stranger. "'-"'1{*

To try to explain this, Rissell used the idea of a table. While sitting at a table, he'd say a wooden one,
the table appears brown. However. if you stand up and look at it in a different light, it might look
lighter than what you consider brown. If you turn off the lights and look at it in the moonlight, it might
appear black! Based on all these different appearances, how can you really know the table is brown?

Moving away from the sense of sight, he turned to texture. When you rub your hand across the table,
it feels smooth. However, what if you looked at it under a microscope? Although it feels smaoaoth, it
would appear to be rough under the microscope. So, how can you realistically be certain whether the
table is smooth or rough?

Reality

According to Russell, this leads us to doubt our senses. For instance, he asserted that the real table, if
in reality it is a table, is not what we assumed it to be based on our senses. In other words, its
appearance is not its reality.
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However since appearance, which we glean from our senses, is the only way of obtaining evidence,
Russell asserts it's rather impossible to know anything certain about reality. So where does this leave
us?

According to Russell, our best bet at reality is sense-data. Being a pretty confusing concept, sense-
data is things that are immediately known by sensation. For instance, we see a patch of green; our
mind tells us we're seeing something greenish. We have a sense of green, but because we can't really
know if it is green, we're sort of left just assuming it is.

Q.4 Discuss Swift's style of writing prose with textual illustrations from his satirical essays
you have read. {20)

Swift has at leasl two aims in Gulliver's Travels besides merely telling a good adventure story. Behind
the disguise of his narrative, he is satirizing the pettiness of human nature in general and attacking the
Whigs in particular. By emphasizing the six-inch height of the Lilliputians, he graphically diminishes the
stature of politicians and indeed the stature of all human natupé. And in using the fire in the Queen's
chambers, the rope dancers, the hill of particulars dram; %ﬂst Gulliver, and the inventory of
Gulliver's pockets, he presents a series of allusmqs that® w"ﬁ:a identifiable to his contemporaries as

critical of Whig paolitics. s _}

. i{. .r'
Why, one might ask, did Swift have sucﬁ cunsurﬁing contempt fm the Whigs? This helléa began
when Swift entered politics as the repre va{gb”*fhe Irish ghﬁjm iﬁepresentmg the bishops,
Swift tried to get Queen Anne Ellfﬂ théxwtﬂgs to grant s %’J:u‘lapﬁial aid to the | church. They

refused, and Swift turned agatnst thﬂﬂ"l even though, J;i woonsidered thﬂgn- hls riends and had
helped them while he worked fag-ﬁi‘”Wdﬁ'am Temple: it

and devoted his propaganda talents to their viees. Using certain gn[fm:al events uijﬁl‘ﬂﬂ he
described in Gulliver's Travels many thing%{haq%gu'fﬂ remind his ramgfﬁﬁs that uiinputjan{.tnii? was also
English folly — and, particularly, Whlgafﬂifk*l'he method, for, example, which Gulliwer must use to
swear his allegiance to the Lilliputfan Efl‘q,pemr parallels ihé_abﬁmd ditficult ghaLt’ﬁe Whigs created
concerning the credentials of lhpﬁug}am’i:assadnrs whbﬁfgﬂed the Treateu i.urecht

Swift's craftiness was 5uccessful H1s bnnkéuéap pﬂpﬁlar because Il-uﬂﬂaﬁa’mmpelllng adventure lale and
also a puzzle. His readers were eager to n’hfy the varmuajﬂlmdﬂrs and discuss their discoveries,
and, as a result, many of them saw Ecﬂf’q::s and pulmmanmﬁom a new perspective.

Within the broad scheme of- thwers Travels.,ﬁtﬁi seams lo be an average man in eighteenth-
century England. He is uuhée’rr‘ieﬁ with famlly;:‘ﬁm{«ﬁwth his job, yet he is confronted by the pigmies that
politics and pmltha‘lnlihbﬂﬂzlng make of ‘people. Gulliver is utterly incapable of the stupidity of the
Lilliputian politiciang, and, therefore; wﬁq}and the Lilliputiang are ever-present contrasts for us. We are
always aware of the duiferermibﬂ\feﬁn the imperfect (but normal) moral life of Gulliver, and the petty

and stupid political life n}ﬁan'fg@"n . prime ministers, and informers.
Ty

'L.r

Swift reverses the size relationship

In the second book of the Travels, Swift reverses the size relationship that he used in Book |. In
Lilliput, Gulliver was a giant; in Brobdingnag, Gulliver is a midget. Swift uses this ditfference to express
a difference in morality. Gulliver was an ordinary man compared to the amoral political midgets in
Lillipul, Mow, Gulliver remains an ordinary man, bul the Brobdingnagians are moral men. They are nol
perfect, but they are consistently moral. Only children and the deformed are intentionally evil. Set
against a moral background, Gulliver's "ordinariness” exposes many of its faults. Gulliver is revealed to
be a very proud man and one who accepts the madness and malice of European politics, parties, and
society as natural. What's more, he even lies to conceal what is despicable about them. The
Brobdingnagian king, however, is not fooled by Gulliver. The English, he says, are "odious vermin."

Swift praises the Brobdingnagians, but he does not intend for us to think that they are perfect
humans. They are superhumans, bound to us by flesh and blood, just bigger morally than we are.
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Their virtues are not impossible for us to attain, but because it takes so much maturing to reach the
staiure of a moral giant, few humans achieve it.

Brobdingnag is a practical

Brobdingnag is a practical, moral utopia. Among the Brobdingnaglans, there is goodwill and calm
virtue. Their laws encourage charity. Yet they are, underneath, just men who labor under every
disadvantage to which man is heir., They are physically ugly when magnified, but they are morally
beautiful. We cannot reject them simply because Gulliver describes them as physically gross. If we
reject them, we become even more conscious of an ordinary person’s verminous maorality.

In Books | and |l, Swift directs his salire more toward individual targets than firing broadside at
abstract concepts. In Book |, he is primarily concerned with Whig politics and politicians rather than
with the abstract politician; in Book 1l, he elects to reprove immoral Englishmen rather than abstract
immarality. In Book |11, Swift's target is somewhat abstract —/pride in reason — but he also singles
out and censures a group of his contemporaries whom he Believed to be particularly depraved in their
exaltation of reason. He attacks his old enemies, Lhe E&bd’&'n&ﬁand their satelliites, the Deists and
rationalists. In opposition to their credos, Swift be ved tﬁhl penple were capable of reasoning, bul
thal they were far from being fully rational. For the r& , it should probably be mentioned that Swift
was not alone in denouncing this cligue fﬁnupfe Tzﬁe objects of Swift's indignation had also“aroused
the rage of Pope, Arbuthnat, Dryden angmﬁn thﬂf’urthudux}hgb;lﬁg ns of the Huguatgnﬂﬁe.

n'c\.

This love of reason that Swift crlm:lzamdqgwed from lha.,ialj' am,é’rn nf the sevq@tﬂhnlh' and eighteenth

centuries. John Locke's lhanrms%’t’ﬁanﬁm religion.w a‘&?ﬁ larly read, 5?@1’% Dascartes’ Q’rquﬁ&s

about the use of reason. Then. a%usely connected E@Jp ummarized thes&:fpmmns plus :ﬂ'hp\';ﬁ, and

a cult was born: They cailegl ﬂ'fémselves thq Dm i) 3 \”,
- ™ L0 - .".. -.r"' r ""‘..T ..-h ;
Axioms intuitively S J "J" o Loy ) WO"*
» 0 b S v b A%
. . "N
In general, the Deists believed people could rpgsc:-n ubserve thg ivgrse accurately. and perceive

axioms intuitively. With these faculties, peg ﬂ:f&id then arrwa., ’E,r jious truth; they did not need
biblical revelation. Orithodox theology hasua ays made "Eﬁfi@{il r.iendent on God and morality, but
the Deists refuted this notion. The aﬂack‘ad revealed raligion, saying that if reason can support the
God described by the Bible, it may a}ah‘ conclude th yd is quite different from the biblical God. The
answer depends upon which, ﬂbﬁﬁwa«tmns and amh%& reasoner chooses to use.

Even before he wnmﬁfﬁ? Travels Swift 6ppmd excessive pride in reason. In his ironical Argument
Against Abohshmg _Christianity, I‘sfei-h_ .8s plain what he considers to be the consequences of
depending on reason, rather than upon faith and revelation. Disbeliet, he said, is the consequence of
presumptuous pride in reasoning. and immorality is the conseguence of disbelief. Swift believed that
religion holds moral soeiety together. A person who does not believe in God by faith and revelation is
in danger of disbelieving Th morality.

Rationalism leads to Deism

To Swift, rationalism ieads to Deism, Deism to atheism, and atheism to immorality. Where people
worship reason, they abandon tradition and common sense. Bolh tradition and common sense tell
humankind that murder, whoring, and drunkenness, for example, are immoral. Yet, if one depends on
reason for morality, that person can find no proof that one should not drink, whore, or murder. Thus,
reasonably, is one not free to do these things? Swift believed that will, rather than reason, was far too
often the master. Alexander Pope agreed with the position that Swift took. In his Essay on Man, he
states that people cannot perceive accurately. Our axioms are usually contradictory, and our rational
systems of living in a society are meaninglessly abstract. People, he insists, are thoroughly filled with
self-love and pride; they are incapable of being rational — that is, objective. Swift would certainly
congur.

In Book I, Laputan systematizing is exaggerated, bul Swift's point is clear and concrete: Such
systematizing is a manifestation of proud rationalism. The Laputans think so abstractly that they have
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lost their hold on common sense. They are so absorbed in their abstractions that they serve food in
geometric and musical shapes. Everything is relegated to absiract thought, and the result is mass
delusion and chaos. The Laputans do nol produce anything useful; their clothes do not fit, and their
houses are not constructed correctly. These people think — but only for abstract thinking's sake; they
do not consider ends.

In a similar fashion, Swift shows that philelogy and schelarship betray the best interests of the
Luggnaggians; pragmatic scientism fails in Balnibarbi; and accumulated experience does not make the
Struldbruggs either happy or wise. In his topical political references, Swift demonstrates the
viciousness and cruelty, as well as the folly, that arise from abstract political theory imposed by selfish
politicians. The common people, Swift says, suffer. He also cites the folly of Laputan theorists and the
Laputan king by referring to the immediate political blunders of the Georges.

Variation on the question
¥ .

The Travels is structured very much like a variation on the'guestign. "Why are people so often vicious
and cruel?” and the answer, "Because they succumi:: to f}.'ﬁat %n;sl-"ﬁ]emenls in themselves.” Man is an
infinitely complex animal; he is many, many mixlures nliq};&_llé’ct and reason, charity and emotion. Yet
reason and inlellect are nol synonymous — even j_f'xip@' mighl profitably be; nor are emotion and
charity necessarily akin to one another, But few people see Man the grey mixture u,i;%yﬂryiﬂg
qualities that he is. Man oversimplifies, and, in the book afthgzﬁ?ﬁwﬂls, Swift shows us the folly of
people who advance such theoriesi In his time, it was a p Lﬂ:a;.hp:jﬁun that a Haas&ﬁbﬁ'h‘lan was a

Complete Man. Here, Swift shows us Reason exalted. We muist juéige whether it.is‘possible or desirable |}

for Man. B & o L\ A= O\

- e #
s M A o) )

¥y P~ i
The Houyhnhnms are super-reasonable. They hévm%‘a"ﬂ’ihe virtues that the stoics and Deists.advocated.
They speak clearly, they astjustly, aﬁnq tf@i-‘hﬁﬁa simple Iau.res}‘"*'.[‘héy do not quatrel er argue since
each knows what is true and rightsTheydo not suffer from-the uncertaintieso _?F[p'ée‘i“sfun'rng that afflict
Man. But they are so reasonabfeithat tfféy have no er‘i‘i‘gﬁ‘ﬁﬁs. They are unfraubled by greed, politics,
or lust. They act from unﬁiffer‘&gﬁéitad benevolence. They would q&fﬁggjﬁéfer the welfare of one of
their own children to the welfare of annth%r,d&mi;ﬂ]ﬁ-hnm simply qn.;fbﬁe.b sis of kinship.
w % ,.a-lﬂ"h ":'::J' b
Very simply, the Houyhnhnms are hnf‘?ég‘s; ‘they are not ,neh;“an"s. And this physical difference parallels
the abstract difference. They argfﬂﬂf“?attunal, ':n,ll'lngﬁi; and undepraved. Man is capable of reason,
but never whaolly or cnntingwﬁi}r‘a-ﬂhnd he is — ptﬂ‘{lhgpr wholly or continuously — passionate. proud,
R BT . | =

and depraved. <Y
A~

G &
Ty
T,

o

- L
e

Swift presents their precise oppos

l:,' -:.IL'I t:_'__‘
In contrast to the Houyhnhams ™ Swift presents their precise opposite: the Yahoos, creatures who
exhibit the essence of Mﬁla{f human sinfulness. The Yahoos are not merely animals; they are animals
who are naturally vicious. Swifl describes them in deliberately filthy and disgusting lerms, often using
metaphors drawn from dung. The Yahoos plainly represent Mankind depraved. Swift, in fact, describes
the Yahoos in such disgusting terms that early critics assumed that he hated Man to the point of
madness. Swift, however, takes his descriptions from the sermons and theological tracts of his
predecessors and contemporaries. |f Swift hated Man, one would also have to say that St. Francis and
St. Augustine did, too. Swilt's descriptions of depraved Man are, if anything, milder than they might
be. One sermon writer described Man as a saccus stercorum, a sack filled with dung. The descriptions
of the Yahoos do not document Swift's supposed misanthropy. Rather, the creatures exhibit physically
the moral flaws and natural depravity that theologians say plague the offspring of Adam. Midway
between the poles of the Houyhnhnms and the Yahoos, Swift places Gulliver. Gulliver is an average
man, except that he has become irrational in his regard for reason. Gulliver is so disgusted with the
Yahoos and so admires the Houyhnhnms that he tries to become a harse.

This aspiration to become a horse exposes Gulliver's grave weakness. Gullible and proud, he becomes
such a devolee of reasen lhal he cannol acceplt his fellow humans who are less Lhan lotally
reasonable. He cannol recognize virlue and charity when they exisl. Caplain Pedro de Mendez rescues
Gulliver and takes him back to Europe, but Gulliver despises him because Mendez doesn't look like a
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horse. Likewise, when he reaches home, Gulliver hates his family because they look and smell like
Yahoos. He is still capable of seeing objects and surfaces accurately, but he is incapable of grasping
true depths of meaning.

Making abstractions concrete

Swift discriminates between people as they are idealized, people as they are damned, people as they
possibly could be, and others as they are. The Houyhnhnms embody the ideal of the rationalists and
stoics; the Yahoos illustrate the damning abstraction of sinful and depraved Man; and Pedro de Mendez
represents virtue possible to Man. Gulliver, usually quite sane, is misied when we leave him, but he is
like most people. Even dullards, occasionally, become obsessed by something or other for a while
before lapsing back into their quiet, workaday selves. Eventually, we can imagine that Gulliver will
recover and be his former unexciting, gullible seif.

Swift uses the technique of making abstractions concrete to shoWw us that super-reasonable horses are
impossible and useless models for humans. They have ne _EFME_H and therefore have never been
redeemed. They are incapable of the Christian virtues thal unite passion and reason: Neither they nor
the Yahoos are louched by grace or charity. In ﬂnnﬁast.:jl‘ﬁ;&‘;. Aristian virtues of Pedro de Mendez and
the Brobdingnagians (the "least corrupted" of ma{ahw,ﬁa possible to humans. These virlues are the
result of grace and redemption. Swift do -‘L‘f‘ press this theulngi_;a!ifuint. however. He is,after all,
writing a satire, not a religious tract, 5 AL "k 1 s\ %

L &

Critical Essays Swift's Satire lnﬁﬁﬁ"ﬂiﬁﬁr's Travels 2
N . L B

-l g ¥ ‘;- '}I-l ) | L-.:-' :
h, 4 k ey

J &) s > \ .a"’-‘a r "_.-=_x = %\
Gulliver's Travels was unique in‘its day; it wasgiotiwti to woo ur'_azg_&;ﬁém It was an i%‘lf;%&n"’ient,
and it was most popular among those whu_yeréﬁf{r’r"’ﬂiﬁfﬂd — that is, pelificians, scienﬁgts,{ﬁp ophers,
and Englishmen in general"Swift waa—:&n@mﬁ ﬁ’éuple, and they were eager for the banguet. Swift
himself admitted to wanting to "vex".the werld with his satiréanhdt is certainly in his tone, more than
anything else, that one most I@qjs; s Intentions. B@g’pﬁ"tha coarse language and bawdy scenes,
probably the most important element that Dr. Bowdler ‘deleted from the gfiginal Gulliver's Travels was
this satiric tone. The tone of the original varies Q?g'ﬁ'?‘ mild wit to qu_y‘-}g‘qt erision, but always present is
a certain strata of ridicule. Dr. andlerﬁ?ﬂﬁled"-it"nf its satireW'ﬁaﬁsfnrmad it into a children's book.

® L

s s\
H - F - "1'__"' ul
Original version . AL « FANY

- o }
L D % -‘.__ﬁ,:l._

&
%

After that literary operali A, ithe original vkenggtq*ri‘ifwgs'largaty lost to the common reader. The Travels
that proper Victor{a&g:@ﬁﬁg t for the fﬁﬂj Llibrary was Bowdler's version, not Swift's. What irony that
Bowdler would hawe'laundered tr]q,-jjl‘*a_ﬂ s in order to get a version that he believed to be best for
public consumption because, originally. the book was bought so avidly by the public that boocksellers
were raising the price of t w"qi[ﬁne, sure of making a few extra shillings on this bestseller. And not

only did the educated b'iwba‘h-d read the book — so also did the largely uneducated.

However, lest one think that Swift's satire is merely lhe weapon of exaggeration, il is important to
note that exaggeration is only one facet of his satiric method. Swift uses mock seriousness and
understatement; he parodies and burlesques; he presents a virtue and then turns it into a vice. He
takes pot-shots at all sorts of sacred cows., Besides science, Swift debunks the whole sentimental
attitude surrounding children. At birth, for instance, Lilliputian children were "wisely" taken from their
parents and given to the State to rear. In an earlier satire (A Modest Proposal), he had proposed that
the very poor in Ireland sell their children to the English as gourmet food.

Swift is also a name-caller. Mankind, as he has a Brobdingnagian remark, is "the most pernicious race
of little odious vermin that MNature ever suffered to crawl upaon the surtace of the earth.” Swift also
inserted subtly hidden puns into some of his name-calling techniques. The island of Laputa, the island
of pseudo-science, is literally (in Spanish) the land of "the whore." Science, which learned people of his
generation were venerating as a goddess, Swift labeled a whore, and devoted a whole hook to
illustrating Lhe ridiculous behavior of her converls.
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In addition, Swift mocks blind devotion. Gulliver, leaving the Houyhnhnms, says that he "took a
second leave of my master, but as | was going to prostrate myself to kiss his hoof, he did me the
honor to raise it gently to my mouth.” Swift was indeed so thorough a salirist that many of his early
readers misread the section on the Houyhnhnms. They were so enamored of reason that they did not
realize that Swift was metamorphosing a virtue into a vice. In Book IV, Gulliver has come to idealize
the horses. They embody pure reason, but they are not human. Literally, of course, we know they are
not, but figuratively they seem an ideal for humans — until Swift exposes them as dull, unfeeling
creatures, thoroughly unhuman, They take no pleasure in sex, nor do they ever overflow with either
joy or melancholy. They are bloodless.

Q.5 Elaborate on the constructedness and complexity of cultural identity itself through
Said's paradoxical identity having various coniradictions. (20)

I ntroduction to Cultural | dentity and Said’'s Perspective

y
Cultural identity is a multifaceted and dynamic construgt that encompasses the shared beliefs,
practices, history, language, and symbaols that define a"gommunity or individual's sense of self. It is
not a fixed or monolithic entity but rather a fluid ahd often'contested terrain influenced by historical,
social, and political factors. Edward Said's critical ,.j._nqiajljg,sﬁ'i#’ﬁtu cultural identity highlight its constructed
nature and inherent contradictions, ampf‘g,gshgng that identities are nat innate but are shapeddhrough
complex processes of representation, pewer, and discourse. Safd ‘argues that identities are aften
paradoxical, containing various gontradictions that challgnﬁﬁéﬁiﬁﬁlis‘ifﬂ or essentialist notions of
culture. His exploration of identity revedls that it is _gﬁsiﬁrﬁt__xﬁﬁﬁufng negot\,_iaﬂg_nf\uhere multiple,
sometimes conflicting, elements goexIst; reflecting beth Unity and fragmentation. Through Said's/fans,
cultural identity becomes a paradoxical phenomenen—a-constructed, ,fluj&;}and contested spe “that
embodies contradictions both within the individualiand across cultural boundaries. This Understanding
underscores the importance of examjpj\ng}%e' layered, complex; and often contradictory nature of
identity in the context of pﬂst-culuq;igl and cuftural critigue.. £ " -~ )"
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Said's analysis underscores that cultural idggn_ptg&_i'ﬁ fundamﬂntaily__ﬁaﬁhgﬁucled rather than innate. It is
shaped through complex processes of representation, storytelling, and the dissemination of cultural
narratives, These narratives are often-mediated by power’ ructures—colonial, imperial, or dominant
cultural discourses—that deﬂna‘_wi'gﬁ‘iﬁ mnsidergd@agtph ic or legitimate. For example, colonizers
constructed notions of the ";Igaﬁﬁr'vitd justify domiration, thus creating identities rooted in dichotomies
like civilized versus savage, anlightened veraggﬁa"élcwé’rd, Such representations are nol natural but are
socially and pulitjﬂq!lf""r.ﬁf‘é'nuractured,_ﬁsej‘.".;i'ng’ specific interests. This construction process means
identities are fluid,and SUSGEptibEE,-tiﬁi;}lﬁhﬁﬁga over time, influenced by shifting power relations and
cultural exchanges. Said's cr_tlgliécﬁﬂvea]s that cultural identities are performative and discursive,
constantly reshaped by lapguage, media, and political agendas. As a consequence, identities are
inherently unstable and&]nﬁghf—fn reinterpretation, exposing their constructed and contingant nature.

The Paradox of Fixed ;'irlrsus Fluid Il dentities

Said's paradoxical perspective on identity emphasizes the tension between the desire for fixed,
essentialist notions of cultural identity and the reality of its fluidity. On one hand, communities and
individuals often seek stability and coherence in their cultural identity, clinging to traditions, symbols,
and narratives that affirm their sense of belonging. On the cother hand, the very processes of
globalization, migratien, and intercultural contact challenge the idea of a singular, unchanging identity.
Said highlights that attempts to fix or essentialize identity often mask underlying contradictions and
power struggles. For example, national identities are freguently constructed through exclusionary
narratives that deny the fluid, hybrid, and contested realities of cultural experience. This paradox
underscores that while people may seek certainty and coherence in their identity, the reality is that
identities are inherently complex, layered, and contradictory—shaped by multiple influences that often
clash or coexist within the same individual or community.

Contradictions within Cultural | dentity

Said’s analysis reveals that cultural identities are riddled with contradictions, which are intrinsic to
their very construction. For instance, a cultural group may simultaneously embody tradition and
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modernity, inclusion and exclusion, or unity and fragmentation. These contradictions emerge from the
tensions between different historical periods, social classes, gender roles, and political ideologies within
a single culture. For example, colonial hislories may have created a sense of nalional pride intertwined
with feelings of shame or resistance. Similarly, a cultural identity may promote certain values publicly
while harboring conflicting beliefs privately. Said emphasizes that these contradictions are not
anomalies but are central to understanding identity's fluid and dynamic nature. They reflect the
ongoing negotiations and struggles over meaning, power, and representation within cultures,
illustrating that identity is a site of continuous tension and transformation,

Identity as a Site of Power and Resistance

Said’s perspective underscores that cultural identity is deeply intertwined with power relations.
Dominant groups often impose their narratives to reinforce their authaority, while marginalized groups
employ resistance strategies to contest or redefine their identities. These power dynamics make
identity a site of struggle. where contradictions often surface. For example, post-colonial identities
frequently involve tensions between embracing traditional cﬁl._fﬂural elements and resisting colonial
legacies. Similarly, ethnic or religious identities may be& f t with contradictions—aspiring to
modernity while rooted in tradition. Said highlights that these centradictions are not merely internal
but are shaped by external forces seeking to cuntm’l;fr ipﬂggﬁ'ﬁ'e identity construction. Resistance and
contestation are thus essential features, revealing that identity is not static but a battleground where
various interests, histories, and narraiive;fb@h. prodt cing complex and paradoxical identities:,
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Said's analysis draws attention to th'&‘iﬁyﬁ‘_ﬁd nature of cultural identities in the centext of globalization | _
and intercultural exchange. Enﬁhﬁpoﬁﬁry Edantl__tjas%_o}'ltr&n'“e-blend elements’, from diverse cu Eﬂi‘;&s,
creating multifaceted and layered self-unﬁerfn’wﬁgfﬁs' For Fnstan;gq—.ﬁ{hﬂpbric commvyglﬂ__gg ‘may
maintain their ancestral cultural practices while addpting to new &nﬂ_‘%ﬁments. ress_._:itirfﬁ in“a hybrid
identity that defies simpleweategorization. Stch hybridity embodies contradictions—simultaneously
rooted in tradition and open to change: Said emphasizes that this hybridii‘ig._&!j\ﬁlib‘hges essentialist
notions of identity, which seek te.definé cultures through fixed boundaries. Inslead, identities become
fluid mosaics, reflecting mu[tiﬁlgil[" vences and.conflicting loyalties. ﬂlk‘”cnmplex, hybrid identity
resists reduction to singular narratives, jJtLﬂsl;th;h‘?ﬁg the cnnst_m{:{é‘d"ﬁ‘and paradoxical character of
cultural identity as an ongoing, dynamic pfecess. ~ s
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Said’'s famous concept of g.r{hﬁahsm exemplijmﬁgﬁnﬁ. discourse and representation shape cultural
identities through construgted images and alﬁg[ﬁﬁtyﬁeﬁ, These discursive practices creale a dichotomy
between the We.il,uqn;ﬂ;.i‘hé East, {:un__g_nfﬁ;iind' identities that serve imperial interests and reinforce
cultural hierarc!_'riea,_ﬂ,Euvhh rapresen;q;@rja“ﬁre inherently contradictory—simultaneously portraying the
Other as inferior and exutiqe.y.‘f'iéélhfrfﬁg both fascination and disdain. This paradoxical depiction
underscores thal identities argiformed through language and images that are selective, manipulative,
and contestied. Discot&war"wiﬁus becomes a powerful tool in shaping collective identities, often
embedding contradictions that reflect underlying power struggles. Said's critique demonstrates that
these constructed identities are not authentic but are products of cultural and political manipulation,
emphasizing their paradoxical, constructed nature.

The | mpact of Colonialism and Post-colonial | dentity

Said's insights are particularly relevant in understanding post-colonial identities, which are fraught with
contradictions stemming from colonial histories. Colonized peoples often grapple with conflicting
identities—resisting colonial narratives while also internalizing some imposed values. Post-colonial
identities may embody a desire for modernity and progress while longing for cultural authenticity and
tradition. These contradictions are compounded by the hybridity resulting from colonial encounters,
leading to fragmented identities that challenge simplistic notions of cultural purity. Said highlights that
colonial discourse often created binary oppositions—civilized versus savage—that continue to influence
post-colonial self-perceptions. The struggle to forge a coherent identity in the aftermath of colonial
domination involves negotiating these contradictions, making post-colonial identity a paradoxical and
complex phenomenon rooted in history, power, and resisiance.

Identity and the Politics of Representation
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Said's work emphasizes that the politics of representation profoundly influence cultural identity.
Dominant narratives and media representations shape how groups see themselves and are seen by
others, often producing contradictory images that serve political agendas. For instance, Western
portrayals of Middle Eastern cultures oscillale belween stereciypes of exoticism and lerrorism,
reflecting underlying contradictions in perception. Such representations create multiple, conflicting
identities—some constructed to justify intervention, others to resist marginalization. The paradox lies
in the fact that representations both empower and diminish communities, highlighting the constructed
and contested nature of identity. Said's analysis demonstrates that identities are not merely personal
or cultural but are actively produced through discourse, often embodying contradictions that reflect
broader power struggles and ideological conflicts.

The Dynamic and Evolving Nature of | dentity

Said's perspective underscores that cultural identity is inherently dynamic and constantly evalving. [t
is shaped by ongoing processes of social change, political upheavals, and intercultural interactions. For
example. globalization has accelerated cultural exchanges, Iead‘lng to hybrid identities that are fluid
and adaptable. These evolutions often generate contradigtions—iraditions are preserved alongside
innovations, and identities are redefined amid shifting context: J'{;‘.af& highlights that such fluidity defies
static or essentialist notions of culture, emphasizing instead that identity is a continuous process of
reinterpretation and negotiation. This ongoing eyolution means that identities are never fully fixed:;
they are always subject to relnlerprelal}pn' conlestation, and contradictions, reflecting tha f{pmple;
realities of living in an interconnected, cm W.pr] N ol 2
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Said’s work advocates for the imp ncﬁ of self- reg;e rit.ﬁﬁn In shaping aurhéﬂﬂc cultural id 5.
He criticizes colonial and imper al discourses u.m't .;!:f?marglnalmed g{‘@p agency overs 8ir ‘own
narratives, leading to distﬂrtaegl or stereoty pm&F“H ities. The paradox here is that while external
representations often distort or sim plify. |¢a(5|rrﬂes, marginalized groups seek ’m r ia.qm their agency
through seli-representation, whmh tsTt 1"a complex and tagn ra ciury prné@ {-representation
invelves negotialing belween L{wlt nd modernily. gy‘rl#entm:w and ad alh:m often resulting in
layered identities that contain c’q}f ictions. Sard,qmpﬂﬁas:zes that mlﬁﬂ;‘f entity construction must
involve active participation and reslstanne aqaqm “oppressive discaurges, highlighting the importance
of agency in overcoming stereclypes apd ping mulufacataﬂ; aﬂhéntlc identities.

Identity as a Site of Cuntmuuus,ﬂlaﬁnt:ation pe t \ 3

Said’'s analysis porirays cult jral idantnw as an. ‘v_ g site of negotiation. This process involves
balancing multiple, ofien " l‘!onfllctlng, intluer s—{radition versus innovation, colonizer versus
colonized, global Wﬁﬂ?ﬁ local. These nﬂgdﬁgﬂﬂﬁs generate contradictions that are inherent to identity
itself. For example, a hation may aspire to modernity while preserving traditional cultural practices,
leading to tensicns and ﬂnntrgd@hﬂns that reflect its complex history and aspirations. This continuous
negotiation underscores thewconstructed and fluid nature ol identity, which is never finalized but
always open to reinterpretation. Said's view emphasizes thal identities are lived realities shaped
through ongoing dialogues, conflicts, and compromises, making their paradoxical and complex
character an intrinsic aspect of human cultural experience.

Conclusion: The Paradoxical Essence of Cultural | dentity

Said's insights reveal that cultural identity is fundamentally paradoxical—constructed through
discourses of power and representation, inherently fluid, layered with contradictions, and actively
negotiated by individuals and communities. It embodies tensions between tradition and modernity,
authenticity and imitation, inclusion and exclusion. These contradictions are not flaws but are essential
to understanding the richness and complexity of identity itself. They reflect the ongoing struggles over
meaning, authority, and self-definition within cultural spaces. Said's recognition of the constructed and
paradoxical nature of identity challenges us to see culture not as a fixed essence but as an active,
contested process—an intricate fabric woven from conflicting narratives, power relations, and social
dynamics that continue to shape human experience in profound and paradoxical ways.
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