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Three Alternatives Crossing Is/Ought Boundary :
Reductive Naturalized Ethics + Non-reductive Naturalized Ethics

(Emergent Ethics) and Postmodern Emergent Ethics

Abstract

At the beginning of the twentieth century, G.E. Moore claimed that there is
no relation between “what we ought to do” and “what we do do”. To conflate the
two is to commit the naturalistic fallacy. A century passed by, with the advancement
of biology, genetic technology and HGP, the biologist-philosophers are allured to
transgress is/ought boundary. They question the legitimacy of is/ought boundary,
and problematize following issues, namely, should ethics takes what happen in our
genes seriously? Is biology(natural selection, evolution) relevant to our moral
reasoning? Morevoer, if cognition is made possible by a priori conditions, in
analogy, does moral reasoning also has its a priori conditions? In other words, does
the way people actually make moral judgments pre-conditions what good moral
Jjudgments are?

This paper is about transgression. There are three alternatives all based on the
natural history of morality, and they all reject rules-following base of cognition,
morality as well. The three alternatives I discuss in this paper are: (1)Reductive
Naturalized Ethics represented by E. Wilson, R. Dakwins and R. Alexander; (2)
Non-reductive Naturalized Ethics (Emergent Ethics) represented by H. Rolston; and
(3) Postmodern emergent Ethics represented by P.Churchland, O. Flanagan and P.
Bourdieu. In order to discuss the characteristics of each alternative, and to compare
their relative theoretical advantage and disadvantage with each other, 1 focus my

discussion on the genesis of altruistic behavior(generosity in particular) , with the
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following questions in mind, namely, is truly altruism possible? can it emerge from
what we do do? Or, is altruistic behavior a disguised egoism? If so, how is
self-deception possible? is extreme egoism morally unacceptable?

The main argument in this paper is to show the vantage point of Postmodern
Emergent Ethics over the other two alternatives(of naturalized ethics), namely,
compared to the reductive model of the first alternative, Postmodem model aims at
exploring the complexity of human ecology system through non-reductive analysis
using theory of levels and the concept of emergent property; on the other hand,
compared to Emergent Ethics suggests by H. Rolston, Postmodem alternative
provides, leaving in blank by Rolston, the greatly needed analysis of either
intra-level and inter-level mechanisms, showing exactly how moral network
learning through millions of synaptic connections in brain activity making possible
moral prototypes, and on top of that, how moral disposition predisposed to the
objective structure of the social field making possible one’s interest(i//usio) in the
field and one’s feel of the game(practical sense).

Moréover, 1 would demonstrate in this paper three accounts of explaining the
genesis of altruistic behavior(generosity in particular). To my knowledge, I find
Postmodern Emergent Ethics, combining moral skill of leaming to be generous and
generous Habitus as a result of complex socialization processes, more convincing
than the other two alternatives. 1 would point out Postmodem alternative
presupposes a concept of agency different from philosophy of consciousness and the

theory of intentional action underneath the other two alternatives

Key words : Reductive Naturalized FEthics, Non-reductive Naturalized
Ethics(Emergent Ethics), Postmodern emergent Ethics, theory of
levels, Habitus.




PE ML JE R BB ARG IR %R MR 43

S ET R B ERBY TR | B ASEEK

RFHE

CIE]

LR - B E S B B FIERIMTT R - LU
UEH - DU B R AR L S i IR B R A B —
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HR LR BHEEBTTR D AE MR A/ free-rider ;R
—BLUMR TR, + BA—FIf " ST (BRER)
M —B M/ MR EE  MEFM/ RBEERCEEE - Good
Samaritan) - X > BEALGEAREEEHR - TRERGER )
FOEH - EERCHERE - R B F— At b ZRIRAVES
MIREF RS T ke Eh LAY ES T

BRfEE EA —Flfr e —ER - MEEFEEER?
HBR R B REUTT IR R AR BN 7 RS A Z AL ARV
SRR 7 0O MR R RETRIR B E A BAHR 7 2
& TAEARA R 780 MIREFET > MUEFMT R B &
2 B FEIRALCIE ? MR S B HEEfRIRRE B A 2 S i Al
it iF - RAMITIZR 2 HAAN 2 ik ? it gRE 2

' M HESTER T LY Alexander. Richard D. The Biology of Moral Systems. New York:
Aldine de Gruyter, 198711 LA V9 $E#iE 2K EREAZ © 43 BIZ (1)unacceptable egoism,
(2)acceptable egoism, (3) expected beneficence, and (4) desired beneficence.
(Alexander, The Biology of Moral System, 117)
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A - R S - EEEE AR R TER, HTE
R WESREEW  HERMEE LFRRTHR MR
FEEY EFEUE R IR - Kt - BME A SER TR S > LA
ST SRR U ) E RS R AT R R AR B
SSE AT B AR  SEESE R R LT R AR H K
SEATE TR o HE > SRR AT DUR R B RIS - T
W f 2 BLIEFIMB(EHS) - F TV B EEFIRSR > B '
T RESR S A BT R L - SR RIS E LA B |
KOG E BB 2 IR SR g R SR BT
FIEEEEA CE R BT B E SORE - FITIE? AR EHRE

G R AR + B A ) N (R E RS
Z %

A I L B R A S A RS BR E BT IR AR R
R yE e R A e S\ EEEE RGN 5 FABAIMTR £8
e BE R A SETL O B R D o 0 B R AR - AT ERAY
R SREIE - A LK EEARYE 0 TREREEREMH
B - FTESARAY o JLEREEREGSBIE  UERPRERBEN T mES
H 4k 1t | (Reductive Naturalized Ethics)® » 41 E. Wilson* + R.

N

* Alexander $#f \MEFT SR - ABIEE - B - MUBHE A EEERE
TR G

“Life would surely be easier, and our intellects and emotions more relaxed, if all of the
above things could suddenly be rendered untrue. Then, if 1 should decide to truly
devote my life to the benefit of others I could simply tell them so, and because history
might give them reason to believe me, we could both relax. Similarly, if all those
around me were devoted to serving my interests in preference to their own, then if
serving my own interests were also my goal, my own life would be much more relaxed.
---But things are more complex than either of these cases, because we have become so
astoundingly clever at deception and manipulation.”(Ibid., 114)

Y IREIELAYET S - T EEAMRIE Holmes Rolston, Il Genes. Genesis and God:
Values and Their Origins in Natural and Human History. Cambridge: Cambridge UP,
1999.

4 Causal explanations of brain activity and evolution, while imperfect, already cover
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Dawkins(selfish gene) - Michael Ruse’#{] R. Alexander - F+4% 2%

"R, TR TER, 2l TEAR Wik ERER M
BITREOANSERMEENAEYERBERFTIRE B ZIREHE R
H. Rolston £{(F - it 2IERRFEERIBIGR L ¥R T IERFR
IR E R (L | (Non-reductive Naturalized Ethics) » ¥ w[#55 " 88
Bif@ % | (Emergent Ethics)’ - " B {GHE | #EHERERNEA
MR BARER  HEMMREERERGRET - AXEr g sE
Hgx  EE)RELEREEFHEFEEREN - 5 T'8R, 2
TREAR L BRMRITS - T EEEUAELEE | RA T EA ) B FEME - EH
% TER ZHA THEER, W REEARW TEEER, A
it Ry TEEE R -

BIRAVERRL - R AEEE RN - KBS S P.
Churchland 1 Owen Flanagan (9 " Z241RHEE | "f Bourdieu Hyjit &
BRI AR Lt FES T 'R TR B
EIR o HHABE R BABB RS | (Postmodern Emergent
Ethics) : ¢ P. Churchland - Owen Flanagan " &#E#g#&H 3% | (moral
network theory) T » FT@HHETEEE « EfEAIETEEEERR - A
P. Bourdieu ¥ " i & M | (habitus) & T e & 8 B MR 1T

most facts known about behavior we term ‘moral’”. ( E. Wilson, excerpt from H.
Rolston, Genes, Genesis and God 250)

* —Ethics ---is an illusion fobbed off on us by our genes to get us to cooperate.”(Ruse
& Wilson, excerpt from H. Rolston, ibid.)

© HR Temergent, —F c BCEES THEMM, - THERW, - TEAR, - TH
£y, TR, FE 0 A —ME o AGERES "HEBEN,  BEETREES
E@m ErES N RHNE -

T A3 A% Churchland F1 Flanagan 8933} + £4R# Larry May, Marilyn Friedman,
Andy Clark. Eds. Mind and morals: Essays on Ethics and Cognitive Science.
Cambridge: the MIT Press, 1996.

* [Habitus};& P.Bourdieu BUAR#Y—{H B LML, 18700 R m S0 1 ) 3R 4K -
BSOS, HIhEE R Al A Bourdieu, The Logic of Practice, 53)
Bourdieu [ [Habitus] FIHE & SR B E A ML A B R AT B9t @ B0, FRLAP SRR (B 1]
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AL THEZEAL, FRERFEER(moral sense)E
FYIFERE > R E R AEFEA R E ST EIEABEHRIA
HERCEEVTES > MR EERSEAEERNEERE > 2 "8
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EEEREHEERNERES  REEABTEXERUENBE
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HEXEEE RSN MBFRFEN X Z B EYE B ER T
—EAEERETHERERERTELERE - "TmEZ2EA L,
FERNLATEZEELHEEFE  HSHRMAVTENERNTS
B L MEEL - 8RR -

BEAR T2 E AL, FRTERZ TR TTREMERIRG
JUANFRFERS 2 B8 B FEY - BRE AT A iint & _ L7 7R R AR R it
76 » LLanER RO GEE AT E CRERIE - 3 RS
BT O AF BRIZE B F| 55 A (Good Samaritan) B TR 2 ARRA
RE R BEE A e a0t 5 EUBCE ? SR AEIR S 0 T IR
- B, MELAEBRFEY > ME2EMEEXITRE RTER

H o BERTEBZTEHEMBEIRINEMNSE - 89558 RS
HEETREMUBSECRERLOHBRT ZITE T EHEEEE
MBS ZTEENRENR K2 NRTEEEFELNER -
MEBENEESEAFR - MBEAMZTREN " BIREKER .
(self-deception) > RIS A IHHVEER B CHIEIL T » FREMIHEY
YEEE L At A B9 151 FE (reciprocate) » {E IS A [E]I# -

“He has to want what he doesn’t really want to get what

he really wants.”

® BB E R OB TENERE T HBREER, PR EBA
FREMEEAR LEEBRSHT  LEEHRBETIRERIERDN

® H. Rolston. Genes, Genesis and God. 252.
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HEITE » R RN E RN E (micro-level) £ YY) & 1] 2K &
8 72 8 (macro-leve ) [H BEHY B HRTT 5 JRED © BRI E
R - H{EEA E BT BAEESE (MR B RITREEE - [AErE
ETEMAREKE I A ER A ZBK ) FR AR E
FEH A =R NGRAIE C R B FAER - FiNEEAT - HIE
@J o

“The fundamental claim is that selfish persons
outreproduce unselfish ones, but superimposed on that
is the claim that (really) selfish persons who are
self-deceived into thinking they are unselfish
outreproduce selfish persons who know their own
selfishness. “(H. Rolston, 254)

[E] 38 > QR4 Alexander BYIE 78 H AR - ¥ L. Kohlberg & {#
AR - SRg AT 2N ERIEEE - #4H L. Kohlberg 53
Mo AMER M EE SRR OSSR IE AR
TR AL I - S BE AR AR 22 2 TR I R R -
%18 R.Alexander BYFIHT - ABHSE HAREMAGEREF - BRELF S
IR - [BRFIMER " RE  (ERMMENS @ SRS HE
GI ~ 52 SE E R4 (F R UACHEEL) - BEBRIFIMITE - XA]
MEPHREZR > BUEFEREARK - MHZRAZARAN » MZE
FAHAIBIEB - FFLL > % Kohlberg 2785 AME R FMin 1 AR -

0O A KEEE AT E ARERE 0 Alexander TR EREE IR NSRRI EEE » 5T
RN FEEMAFRI N B AR TR (family) B + BEILHOE F ARG
£ > BP0 “nepotism”, “direct reciprocity”, “indirect reciprocity”, “direct nepotism’
“indirect neptoism”, “cooperation with group”, ‘“conflicts between groups”
etc,.( Alexander, The Biology of Moral System,125, 139-143).
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TR BFITEERBE - ELRFIf 38T » Alexander fEH "
HERRL ) R AT CHEE—E BRI ENAEY
BAE—g" BEHEETEFRItCEENREFNE  RESREEE
AREBEIEE - B2 ORBREREILER]D BRI MT —EW
THERE? - ¥ Alexander S * AR A S & EA HIEAIREER
L BRI E 2 E (L $53%(an evolutionary mistake) » 25 BHIFIth 1T
BHERBEEEMVENZE  BEEHEEE"-

(ORI T B R TREIR ) WEETR — — T ERM
HE

DA ERY Tt e 5 AR ML R » IR R. Holmes97 ~ 98 FE7£ %
TEKEBBERN X EMPIE SR - %F Genes, Genesis and God:
Values and Their Origins in Natural And Human Histor 5k EIRIF L
BT -

B8 —HERYRE > R. Holmes A A AR AR i ¥ F: PRI 8 fw iy AL
8 R > i FRER DGR E S A YRBIIRR ER - EK

" To quote: “ Of course it was impossible for Kohlberg to discover these stages
without some reliance on (unreliable) verbal reports, and Alexander, dismissing those,
sees only increasing levels of self-deception in the upper levels where one supposes
oneself to be guided less and less by self-interests and more by what is universally
right. “I see these final "stages’ of moral "development’ as being just as self-serving (in
reproductive terms) as the first three stages.(1987, p.134)” (H. Rolston. Genes, Genesis
and God. 255-256)

? §t#f Kohlberg #9358 18 B & B RIS EY > Alexander T 7 4 FHYFERR ¢

“From his viewpoint it is a culmination of step-by-step progress toward an ideal .of
morality as universal indiscriminate altruism. For me it is rather a culmination of the
tendency to become preoccupied with rule-following, rule-enforcement, and
rule-making by those increasingly concerned with reproductive effort, use of power,
and confidence that one’s investments in reciprocity were not in vain and will continue
to serve one’s relatives after one’s own demise.”(Alexander, The Biology of Moral
System, 136-137)

% Ibid., 189-190.
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> Holmes ¥4 Y2093 #5Z Stuart Kauf fman GRSy %
fitth EFRBRERAL - BRI (theory of levels) - FBHIYE Mk
(self-sponatneity) ~ FERME (IR ANRER IS YT " BHME
B, (emergent property)” - SEE E3iiEa - FEEAES Holmes 3
RBOVIBRGR I T LIS T RS | AR AL BE SRS
BREREARFEN TERMNE , - TS EAE L BEEN 4
iR - [FRRR - BRFIBLAIBIRN 2 A0, » Holmes FIRESE
e IR AT AL - TR — B A 4 RER K - B RE
R AR

BB ARLT 0 T 4 2188 % % (sub-systems)
& R Fl & 48 & & %k (theory of levels) - ik LY %
Micro-reductionism—Lt— B A& F— B &R - B
BoRE-—RABARRZEFHFANEHNOT—RF »ob— &
BRERBRBEROABRTHTARNE - FAAERARS
BROEIRFERE-RAORT  RFM2EA#ARL
LR yTF S FRIZHINAIHIBRAL— BN St
FEAMBE kolb—BRELEF AXBR LR OAGTAR -
R HMARERLS L B[ BAKRE] RR[TH
B R B 1% ] (downward causation) - AF A48T & 48 %
Mo SNAEERRE LR oTa TR id
ERR EREBEFENHER KRG HESH—Fp &b
[RART IR FENAMEGEET | XFAW  FERT

* ABE S. Kauf fman B4 VPSR S SN EN B2 SR EE () EE
FAAE A B AERE) B RASEEHET EA GRS HEH - KA
(RERAETE : TWEFAIRESRE) (DI BIhR AR 1998 £)123-157 -
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xXMA (D TRRALESAAES QDERFHFHF
1% 3 (relative autonomy) ;s F+(3) LB H T R E(SE)
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Hu)'  bHAR AATHERERLEEREANZT, &
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R BRI — M UEE - PR — g —
J& B9 BT REIER B A BB (AR » AN R A RERS SRS E RAY AL
M BRI [E R SRR MR B DR B B R R F SR R B H At A8
i SR e A T HEMEZRER | (category mistake) * Rolston FRE @
HEHRL  REERVEN - REEIRE R RERFHI EYE
EEE AR NN EH & YEEEAR TSN FERNR
EEEYMCHRFERHES - THREZ2ARL,) WEREYE
8 —K - FERAEER R AEYATR  RWBH - BF
RILBGE T A VERER - HE - BEF)BEETHEMERE
FRASERENS  BRFEHEEYEBTIFERERENERTES
F R AR EEYN B BRI BEARAEEE T8
i B LR R TR L AR B FIAY « $FEHLHEET - Rolston 77

B Kyriakos Kontopoulos., The Logics of Social Structure. Cambridge University Press,
1993. ’
6 Theterarchy , —FHH Kontopoulos., The Logics of Social Structure. 209-267.

7 To quote: “If morality exceeds genetics, trying to use biology to understand altruism
may be like using valence (chemical attraction, exchanging of electrons) to understand
animal sexuality (biological attraction, exchanging of genetic information). The efforts
will fail because biology exceeds chemistry and because ethics exceeds biology.”(H.
Rolston. Genes, Genesis and God., 278)
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REENAXREAGES BANEE EZRAEAENIEAES
FULEIRES o LATRREL T3 (share)ZRERL T EIRL, B FIEF -
Rolston 2R E(E & HE A HBRHEER - TRES  RitERA
SR IE R EER LAY (value-free) - LR HEEBHEERY > TEA
FALLHY - BASAIEER © T RTERY ) (intrinsic values)(FE B 47
BAfHIE) - " THHY, (instrumental values)(FTHEE B & Y582 B(R)
T RARHY 5 (systemic value)(FI4EREMR S HBIRAGR)" -

R AARE HIEA L LIEIER - FENAHETE5ES
HAHEREES  SERGEANEEBEREAYEE
Rolston FREHTEHR 7 AN AJEE AH SR E N A
S TERAMEE H 2 RIR A FTTERE s RIS (b E(ERE 2 - #RanAE L.
Kohlberg(Habermas JR&)7 J8 {855 FEFE Y — 45 » Rolston W& AKEAHE
EHESRE - FEOAME - EMEREE RN SR EE
HHE -~ ] By RSB RIERARIE - FEE s E A5 A (Good
Samaritan) » DL K ERIEERERERSE o 3 AL M i S A AR P S ]
Rolston By[EIZE 2 HEHEEY » i " fEEEHE TR , (the genesis of
generosity)Zftill + generosity HYFJFE "gene” » FTLUEIEEH R " 44
B R ER - EXEEBERMBEAIERE - SIS -

% 2£ B H. Rolston. Genes, Genesis and God 46-50.

Y 1bid., 50. _

¥ To quote: “One had to understand social facts as social facts, ethical convictions as
ethical convictions. Else we do not really narrate what is developing in the story. One
falls back to lower, inadequate categories, admirable ones in their own domain but
juvenile and even tragic if now superseded, because this robs us of our humanity. We
fail to rise to ail our possibilities. There are twin truths: nature is a womb that humans
really never leave, and so ethics does have to be "naturalized,” to fit human biology,

including human reproductive needs. Yet there is an exodus out of nature into the

freedom of spirit in cultural life, superimposed on biological life. We never become
free from nature, but we do become free within nature.”(Rolston. Genes, Genesis and
God. 283)

¥ Rolston FREBIREHES R RAEZCBETEERFIM - 2Bk - 1F1E  WEREY
fREEEE - 2% Ibid., 288.




“Far from a kill joy reduction of ethics to nothing but
biology, we have discovered that ethics is
naturalized only at the start by way of anticipation
and launching; afterward it is conceived and
socialized in culture. As it matures, we are left
wondering whether it does not even move beyond ,
glimpsing wuniversals. The genesis of ethics,
especially in the genesis of generosity, distinctive
to the human genius, continuing but exceeding the
genesis in the genes, reveals transcendent powers
come to expression point on Earth. ”(Rolston. Genes,
Genesis and God, 291)

ZA L > Rolston By " PR GHE | G2 "IERRMHEER
R OHRBEAMNE TANE ) WREHRE? 25— GERERHE
IRBRIRAURRIR - BfESR Rolston —FHMFEH AR AR AEEH
L BHAENEFE GE. Moore fiTHEHET " HARERNER , (the
naturalistic fallacy) - Z[ER-EEEMVEEL » Rolston #E:F T EHREIFER
2 EF - TFRESEL - (B2 - B " EREE | RS il
TEEN TEES ) (value)KRFALSEFEN " ERME, o BIEE
Rolston N2 LIABREESRIEHEZEHEI R - (B2
& X HAEEER - B ARG IHMEE L - # G5 Rolston f¢

? Rolston 7 ATE 2R E LT AMETE ¢

“Integrated accounts (“grand narratives,” if that is what I present here) are out of
style. But fashions come and go; there is no particular reason to prefer plural,
dis-integrated accounts, or relatively non-grand stories, piecemeal explanations.”(Ibid.,
Preface, xv)
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AL (BB MBI AT R R & ST - TR LS A=
HEEHERR LT ENHEEEN EE KNS HEE 8
BRGEZ I EHEE T ORE | 1T EEOTEHA - i
& P.Churchland + Owen Flanagan)#{] P. Bourdieu™ff{t &1 " 4 5
RERmEE, .

(ZE)FMITRES "R, B F] 2 (the interest in
disinterestedness)®— — " 2 I (CEEIE (G TR |

W EE—EIRYETZm ™ » #8 P.Churchland + Owen Flanagan Fif
RHEH TEEMEEEER , F1 P. Bourdieu ¥ B EMit & B RO
R RS S HSEEE SRR ES AR -
B M EXRIRMER LR - =HH TR RESLER®L,
EHREGEAR » BRIMTEE LA ey 2 257 e Y SR (E
7 B2 o ETEAIETRE ) R R S SRR A E R T - i
HEEAE IR R ) BAR EREMERMEE HGEIME B
HR - BUTF S EBETEZ AR o Churchland f1 Flanagan #

® Pierre Bourdieu. The logic of Practice. California: Stanford UP, 1990.

* Owen Flanagan 52 1 BSTAT RIS L RS AT A 0. L BB SR A0S H © 2522 TR
MERTL  MREEONES TRIER L - DBINRATSEBRAEE 0
B -

“Networks do pattern recognition, as it were: they do not “reason” in any traditional
sense of the term. The architecture of mind is postmodern.”(Owen Flanagan. “Ethics
Naturalized: Ethics as Human Ecology in Larry May, et al., Eds. Mind and morals:
Essays on Ethics and Cognitive Science. 30)

B it E R P. Bourdieu. Practical Reason: On the Theory of Action. Stanford:
Stanford UP, 1998. 85.
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BT MBS VE B P STRY TR | (prototypes)A¢ A L BT -
i Bourdieu it & LIV E R - SHTE AR S FIFHTLE
FENEG-- TR G ) (Habtius)™ - AR5 THAL | B34 R
Fy SRR TEFISNEREE S - BHEUSEY - BEERTEN R MERE
g1 BEIEEREN o W AVEER] 4(pattern recognition) > — H[H]
BHEL A BB R DUEHRE T LR IE (B2 AN R E A R EE
FEREHIGEER BIGETE R PR LA LR W SGRKHR
HFEERREERH - SUEBEARR " FEA , f9REE - AL BGEE
BRI T A BESA Tt g B M ) MESRURIREET - AR
SRR RDER A ARG RAEIEREY ) ~H

¥ Andy Clark #4t "JRE , S THIERWNT:

““Prototype” is sometimes used to mean merely a stereotypic example of the
membership of some category. ------ Here, the notion of prototype is not the notion of a
real, concrete exemplar. Rather, it is the notion of the statistical central tendency of a
body of concrete exemplars. Such central tendency is calculated by treating each
concrete example as a set of co-occuring features and generating (as the prototype) a
kind of artificial exemplar that combines the statistically most salient features.” (Andy
Clark. “Connectionism, Moral Cognition, and Collaborative Problem Solving”, in
Larry May, et al., Eds. Mind and morals. 111)

7 To quote: “ The creature must configure the many millions of synaptic connection
strengths within its brain so as to represent the structure of social reality in which it
lives. ~-=-=- Social and moral cognition, social and moral behavior are no less activities
of the brain than is any other kind of cognition or behavior. We need to confront this
fact, squarely and forthrightly, if we are ever to understand our own moral natures.”(P.
Churchland. “Neural Representation of the Social World”, in Ibid. 92)

% To quote:”The conditionings associated with a particular class of conditions of
existence produce habitus, systems of durable, transposable dispositions, structured
structures predisposed to function as structuring structures, that is, as principles which
generate and organize practices and representations that can be objectively adapted to
their outcomes without presupposing a conscious aiming at ends or an express mastery
of the operations necessary in order to attain them. Objectively ‘regulated’ and
‘regular’ without being in any way the product of obedience to rules, they can be
collectively orchestrated without being the product of the organizing action of a
conductor.”(Bourdieu. The Logic of Practice, 53)

» «The neural network that underpins moral perception, thought, and action is created,
maintained, and modified in relation to a particular natural and social environment.
The moral network includes but is not exhausted by the dispositional states laid down
in the neural nets of particular individuals.”(O. Flanagan. “Ethics Naturalized: Ethics
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as Human Ecology”, in Ibid. 30)

¥ “This quick portrait of the moral miscreant invites a correspondingly altered portrait
of the morally successful person. The common picture of the Moral Man as one who
has acquiescend in a set of explicit rules imposed from the outside—from God. or from
society—is dubious in the extreme. A relentless commitment to a handful of explicit
rules does not make one a morally successful or a morally insightful person. ----It is
much more accurate to see the moral person as one who has acquired a complex set of
subtle and enviable skills: perceptual, cognition, and behavioral.”(Churchland, Neural
Representation , in Ibid. 105)
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“Agents may engage in reasonable forms of behavior
without being rational; they may engage in behaviors
one can explain, as the classical philosophers would
say, with the hypothesis of rationality, without
their behavior having reason as its principle.”
(Bourdieu, Practical Ration, 76)

PR = HW AL - BRF B LR B 2 MR [E
250 i A R EZBERS T AR M S ESERE - A
SEFEMY © Churchland 5% T — Ry HERGE S - EREC)FEEM
Empy TEEFA | (moral prototypes) i Flanagan 3255 Churchland
SRR SR FORE AR K2 0 thAREE TEEEE, B
FOET B HEMES WA R EEE  EREEERZ TR
BN CGEERERE - BELAIMER o 1R - Bourdieu {757l
it @ 1) % BB 48 (the logic of the field)/ AT &R > W LA E —HHIER
H 55 (] S 1 3 SR 1 2 T RERY - AR B IS Z JTRy - [RIRE - LAYt
GONTRAS > AN - DT EREEE L ATRER T
FIREYE | (the genesis of generosity) » AR = ERIT[F - [FIF
WEE LG F o ZREE TR R | RIRTR A 1T R AT
AN fifedes o

I TIRIEAIAR YR | R > Churchland HOARFEE ZEHEAY
A AR T ABHEEE 2, TIRMEEE? ) T AR
WENE 0 SOEERIRE LR o RORIE B EFTET IR 0 BEE IRIERTT
BN ERS o K2 BT R R K B REREIT(skill) - T
S5 I TR R T A SR AN LA A B R T Y B AR R R TR ER

% 2 0. Flanagan. “Ethics Naturalized: Ethics as Human Ecology”, 33.
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disagreement)F[13E & 5% 55 (moral argument) » B 25t A5 {E 85 R
[ERY " EEEAER | i S 0 Churchland [FRERVIEH @ SEMEEB
M FEEN AR T RERA N EEFA) FEREHEEW
EEFAT > WEIEEEE AR EEZ5 | (moral perception) -
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RE B R AR HH?

NEEFH > BfA{¢ Churchland #9 "SEEZEAN , FEEFHEAEY
Wt RAESHIFLE Flanagan RESHE — 5 #E BRI BRIt
(the local nature of much moral knowledge) * - 2 {FHSH] » T
Bt & S BR B IR T B R AERR AN EAOAR A = B (R L AH

P OERMEEER A TS S, S > 2% Churchland, Neural
Representation , 102-104.
® 2% 0. Flanagan. “Ethics Naturalized: Ethics as Human Ecology”, 33.
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“But this idea that to be rational, self-conscious,
and critical are developments of natural capacities,
they are things we learn to be and to do, not
transcendental capacities we simply have, is still
not well understood or widely accepted. But it is ture.
Critical rationality is a perfectly natural capacity
displayed by Homo sapiens socialized in certain
ways---fancy, yes, but nothing mysterious
metaphysically. ”(0. Flanagan. Ethics Naturalized, 33)

Flanagan FR B {E8EREFE /it & (6 3 mT DA it & 1T Ht P2
B R - AR R HEX N KHE - (B2 AT R BAT
B EEER M @GR 0 [E2 Bourdieu ERE L IR o ik
AR IR S B - Bourdieu t 2 LB EEI5HEI 2K 3™ » Churchland #y

* Bourdieu 78 N. Elias FEBay B ANATE BIRIGA£GE - BREEE - 245180
T

“At the beginning of The Court Society, Norbert Elias cites the example of a duke who
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"ETEIRA | 7E Bourdieu §ER T 3B %M | (moral habitus) « [
BRHY > IR TR 2K MBI T & - S B B s s
IR B RIS E) - (12 » Bourdieu 5 Mt — 25 AT ISR B ER A S
AN BRAENEITENEEEE)  thit SEEFa %
A B — iR T = HY SEFLFY FI 22 (the interest in disinterestedness) -

“If disinterestednes is sociologically possible, it
can be so only through the encounter between habitus
predisposed to disinterestedness and the universes in
which disinterestedness is rewarded.”(Bourdieu,

Practical Reason, 88)

Bourdieu #URMEAIFIRAY I HTE IS L3 b G BF 7755 5
THREf  FIBEFITE > %58 Bourdieu FEEMFE R Alexander [y
1 EIRIRME - SRR OB T 528 B4y - B LS R
M T EEK, 1B
G Bourdieu ¢ " HHK | RO MR - Rl
{H 2 Al RSO R 209 B /1L FRAEE RIR 55— : Alexander
5 FTEBRIF R Y E T (4 77 B ETH ) » 77 Bourdieu FEARIF A
RFRIAZMLGRAN - T EHBETE - MRS lUlusio® 25
AT BERBOESEN R0 BHADITEFR R

gives a purse full of crowns to his son. When he questions him six months later and the
son boasts of not having spent the money, the duke takes the purse and throws it out
the window. He thus gives his son a lesson of disinterestedness, gratuitousness, and
nobility; but it is also a lesson of investment, of the investment of symbolic capital,
which suits an aristocratic universe. (the same would hold for a Kabyle man of
honor.)(Bourdieu, Practical Reason, 86)

*® to quote: * --illusio, a Latin word derived from the root udus (game), mean the fact
of being in the game, of being invested in the game, of taking the game
seriously.”(Bourdieu, Practical Reason, 76)



il N W NI A 0 &

MEENHMS @ FIRRBHEGE)ER - AR HEM  BXRIF
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) [ (B30T B SR (calculated strategy)ffii2k » ifii Bourdieu
Fror#Td) B A @ 2 R AR ERIE E R THEBEST T
R E RS RBEARWIE G > FEULERER  HoEE
Alexander FfTE$HY H O sbE A FIH MR B ZEMN S - R I5Y
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B8 #RHIAS SR © Bourdieu 19 " Bk ) Rt G EEEETS 2
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“l am the way I am, disposed in such a way that [ know
and do not want to know that you know and do not want
to know that I know and do not want to know that you
will give me a countergifts.”(Bourdieu, Practical
Peason, 121)

Alexander SHEEHI S HTHUZ RIS T RIBRI T 31
(cynical calculation) » 6 fi & F#OHIYE + B ELERIRY] - ERER

¥ “Interest is to “be there,” to participate, to admit that the game is worth playing and
that the stakes created in and through the fact of playing are worth pursuing; it is to
recognize the game and to recognize the stakes.”(Ibid., 77)

7 «But this individual self-deception is sustained by a collective self-deception, a
veritable collective misrecognition inscribed in objective structures(----) and mental
structures, excluding the possibility of thinking or acting otherwise.”(Bourdieu.
Practical Reason. 95)
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WRITER " FJE , - Bourdieu BB ERER S HRBITEIN " F/E -
THER AEFBEETHIERTENRATY KSR TEN F
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#82 » #f Bourdieu M5 » FUREMALCETE - R¥ - BTG
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M - 2 @ WEARYSCRIE Bt G L P E R E AN T EFLE
W o HAP MR ERY - PR - B S BAEBR TR
TEMLSERARYIT & 22 AANB E LS EEE A A#E BERL
FUF! %2 (an interest in disinterestedness): fEF. B R/ GEE H Y EF)
{E(the profits of the disinterestedness) °

® ZE#t#1 Jon Elster #yHE{E{TEIRF > Bourdieu fE T T3

“But to speak, as I have done, of common knowledge (or of self-deception) is to
remain within a philosophy of consciousness and act as if each agent were inhabited by
a double consciousness, a split consciousness, divided against itself, consciously
repressing a truth which it otherwise knows (I am not inventing anything: suffice to
read Jon Elster, Ulysses and the Sirens). (Bourdieu, Practical Reason, 97)

¥ To quote: “The economy of symbolic goods rests on the repression or the censorship
of economic interests ( in the narrow sense of the term). As a consequence, economic
truth, that is, the price, must be actively or passively hidden or left vague. The
economy of symbolic goods is an economy of imprecision and indeterminacy. It is
based on a taboo of making things explicit (a taboo which analysis violates, by
definition, thus exposing itself to making seem calculating and interested practices
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which are defined against calculation and interest.”(Bourdieu, Practical Reason, 120)
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® “The scholastic view is a very peculiar point of view on the social world, on
language, on any possible object of thought that is made possible by the situation of
skholé ---is a particular form, as an institutionalized situation of studious leisure.”(P.
Bourdieu, Practical Reason, 128.)
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4 «_since it operates a tacit universalization of the scholastic point of view which is

by no means accompanied by the will to universalize the conditions of possibility of
this point of view.”( P. Bourdieu, Practical Reason, 137)

% To quote: “This simple observation leads us to an ethical or political program that is
itself very simple: we can escape the alternative of populism and conservatism, two
forms of essentialism which tend to consecrate the status quo, only by working to
universalize the conditions of access to universality.”(Bourdieu, Practical Reason,
137.)
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