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OSSIE H/i,NPLING: Moral philosophers aro sometimes c r i t i c i s e d 

for discussing examples o f aoral o b l i g a t i o n which seem, on the 

face of i t , t r i v i a l . A favourite example which v/as around 

for s c i L i e years was the o b l i g a t i o n to return a borrowed book* 

In f a c t t h i s example v/as s o jverv/orked tliat t beca-iie 

something of a joke, even among philosophers, i/el l , today 

we're going to the otner extreme, ' e ' r e going to watch a 

dramatisation of \ c o n f l ? c t of noral reafjoning, which led to 

v i o l e n t and t e r r i b l e consequences, and then afterwards v/e're 

going t c consider some of the i s s u e s i t r a i s e s . The pi*-'Oe i s 

taken from 'Grxme and Punishment' a novel by the great 

19th Gentury author Dostcyevski. The book t o l l s the r t o r y if 

a young man, En.sko]nikov, v;ho coir^mits a t e r r i b l e murd'^r, and 

the scene v / e ' ^ ' e goirg ''"o watoh takes place - f a i r l y early i n 

the novel . Raskolni^kov, wVo's conteaplat ing d c l i g t h e tnmder, 

goes i n t o a tavern \n St ^ Petersburg where h e charoes to 

overhear a convers-ncion bewean two men, one c f v/homo r s , l i k e 

hjmself, a penniless student, 

OFFICER: Well, h a s she the resource.^ to back i t up? 

STUPjii-IT: Oh y e s . S L g ' f r i c h a l l r i c h t , r ich as a Jev I f 

I f you want s h e ' l l l e t you have 5,000 r c u b l e s . But 

i f you vrant to pawn somethong for a rouble, t h a t ' s 

a l l r i g h t as \\el} . 

OFFICEK; She sounds a very accomodating old lady 

STUD5NT: She's a b i t c h . Look - s h e ' l l only l e t you have a 

quaiter, one quarter, of the value of anything you 

take i n . And she charges 7 per ceat a north. 

0FFIC]i;F.: I s e e . 



STUDi]r-IT° This 'dear old lady' lias a s i s t e r , L i z a v e t a . Now 

she t r e a t s her l i k e a c h i l d . Makes her do a l l the 

housev/ork. And that ' c h i l d ' s about t h i r t y - f r i v e 

t h i r t y - f i v e and at le^-st s i x f e e t trll, 

pjTFIClijR: Sh(j sounds phtnomenal. 

SgtrogWy: I t ' s r e a l l y c r u e l , though. Lizaveta slaves away 

night and day, does a l l the cookii.g and sev/ing, and 

more thar t h a t , she i/ork'^ as a -harlady and g i v s s 

evcrytlidng she eains tu the old i;oman. 

OFFICER: I t sounds to me as xl she has an a l t o g e t h e r 

v/retched l i f e . 

ĵ TUDSNT: Of j e s - i t ' s b i z a r r e . Hind you, L i z a v e t a's rea?j-y -

unccuth! I mean, s u e ' s e x t r a o r d i n a r i l y t a l i and 

s h e '3 very long f e e t that - I don't know - Idnd of 

poinb ov.twf.rdT. Oh, s h e ' s clear, I ' l l -^ive her t h a t , 

The r e a l l y funny -̂ lir'-ng i s , though, shf ' s a I w a y s . „, 

OFFICER: l;^iat, pregnant/ I don't b e l i e v e i t . 

GTIL^EHT; i/ell, s h e ' s rocilly rot a l l that hiderus. She looks 

goodiiatured, Ani her e;'as are quite l o v e l y . 

Anyv/ay, tlio proof of i t i s bhat l o t s of men find her 

att^'-actr've- She's so soft and r/oodnaturea that 

s h e ' l l put up v/itli anything - anything a" a l l . 1-ind 

you, she r e a l l y does have a very si'/eet s m i l e , 

OFFICSR: I thinly you're rather a t t r a c t e d o her y o u r s e l f . 

STUXiENT: W i l l , perhaps - bu^ only - only because i h e ' s s j 

p e c u l i a r . S t i l l , I ' l l t e l l you one t h i n g . I could 

k i l l that old wonir.n. Take off w5 th her money. And 

not f e d the s l i g h t e s t prick of conscienc-^. 

No - ser-'.ous! On ens hand we have a stupid, 

s e n s e l e s s , worthlesr,, s p i t e f u l , sicK, horrid old 



womn, who isn't only u s e l e s s but i s doing a c t u a l 

mischief. An old woman who doesn't know whit sho's 

l i v i n g for, and i s goxn^^ to die soon anyv/ay« 

O m o ^ : Zes, 

STUDENT: And on the other hand, ue hav^ fresh young l i v e s 

thrown av;ay by the •chousand every day for WL-.nt of a 

b i t of h e l p . I could do a thousa id good deeds v/ith 

that old woman's money. Hundreds, thoiTsrncls 

people oould be pat on the r i g h t pr.th. Dozens of 

f a m i l i e s saved fj'on r u i n . Now I say k i l l that old 

woman. Take her money and use i t in the servrco 

of humanity. And don't, you think that ono t i n y 

crime v/ovld soon be wiped oat by a thousand good 

deeds? Gne death for i i thousand l i v e s ? Gone on. 

come on, i t s simple a r i t h m t t i c , i s n ' t i t ? Besides, 

what i s U-a value cf that stupid old voman's li:^e 

when i.;eig.aed in the general good of mankind": 

Absolutely notliii 'g, nothing at a l l , no moro tlian 

the l i f e of a ouse or j l a c k b e e t l e , l e s s in f a c t , 

because s h e ' s doing people act, lal harm^ Do you 

knuw, the othor day shj - b i t - Lizaveta'S f inger I 

She ' slio - bit it. I mean she - b i t i t . I t a]most 

had to bo cnt off . 

OF?TGSR"„ Cf course she doesn't deserve to l i / e , But there you 

are - tliat's iiatuJ'e. 

STUDSNT: But the point i s that v;o have tc d i r e c t and correc'" 

the course of nature. I f we didn't, we'd drown in 

an ocean of prejudice. Don't yoa see, without that 

t h e r e ' d never have been a s i n g l e rreat man. V e i l , 

people t a l k about duty, conscience. Bat what 1 want 

to know i s , whab do re mean by them, eh? No, hold 
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t h e r e ' s sonething e l s e I V'/ant to ask -

CFFIOKLJ; N o , you liang on a minute, I n e r e ' s something ' 

v;ant to a s k ycu, 

S'JUD'IJKT; V/ell? 

C-FFICIl;!̂ : '..'ell, you do a l l t h i s t a l k i n g , make a l l these fine 

speeches. But t e l l rae - would you k i l l the old 

woman y o v r s e l f ? 

GTUDSHT: Of course not, I mean i 'c's nothing to do with me --

I 'm onl'j arguD.ng the j u s t i c o oi the c a s e . 

OFFICqU: •Jell, I tnirJc if you wouldn't do it yourself t h o r e ' s 

no j u s t i c e in 11 r l l . L e t ' s play another game, 

HAI-̂ 'FLING: '/fill, that corversat^on certDirJ.y had a great 

infln.encp on l^sk'oXrii'iov and h i s sjbsequent cond-^ct, 

but of course i t a^so r a i s e s some tror.ider questions 

about racral prcbl3ri:3, -.nd che quest:.o"i s "f sowe 

relevance to Kant's outlook T̂ ow I hav= ivith m̂  

today two philosophers with an i n t e r e s t . . i n moral 

piiilosophy, and I'm going to ask them to r'iscuss 

these v-ialters. They ore Professor A. Phill~.ps 

G r i f f i t n s of the U r i v e r s i t y of 'arwick and Pxofessor 

Bernard Williams of Kings C o l l e g e , Cambridge. 

I ' d l i k e to begin by c<MViing s t r a i g h t to tne 

relevance t^ hant's outlook, and perhaps I could 

ask you f i r s t of a l l , Gri f f , v/hat you tLin]< Kart 

would have aade of that scene i f , s^y, he 'd been 

•.jith us to see i t , and whac he would have said to 

the s t u d e n t ' s argument about what was the r i g h t thing 

go do ir. t h i s c a s e . 



GRIFFITlIo; i/ell , Kant claimed that anyone who was s u f f i c i e n t l y 

in possession of h i s f a c u l t i e s to ask h3.m aelf what i t was 

r i g h t t-: d(~ could find out by applying what he seemed to think 

was a not too d i f f i c u l t t e s t . The f i r s t 

formulation of the c a t e g o r i c a l ii.iperative, v/hich i s the 

supreme - for Kant - the li^upreme piinciplf ' of mo--axity -

i s a c t only on t h : - m a x i m which could become by your own w i l l 

a universal lav/ nf nature, f^o one has t . ask can I w i l l that 

the niaxim on i-hj.ch 1 â n 50tini>; can become a u n i v e r s a l la.'-i 

of nature. Mo./ I tal:e i t that the axim, er the iiiaxjm v/hich 

the student i s proposing fco act on, or as it turns out not 

proposing to a c t on i n the end i s i n order to do good to 

others, to brighten oth*^! l i v e s , I s h a l l a r b i t r a r i l y *ake th.e 

l i f e of another. And the ouention i s , whetrcr one cc'ild t M I 

tb-at that should oecccie u n i v e r s a l l y a :.iaxim of a21 men's 

a c t i o n s . And I tMiJc ICant wmld saj, and I b-T'.̂ e t h i a on v/hat 

he says about other eXTimples i n tht book, that i f a l l me'i 

thought i t p e r m i s s i D l e to take the j . i fe of another waen then 

b t l i e v e d tiiat t h i s v/ould be of some value to the welfare of 

others, that t h i s ,/ould lead t o such a general s t a t e o"̂  
i n s e c u r i t y that in f a c t the general welfare v/ould be L'̂ rmed, 

hot increased. And hence that the end of the r;ax: m i s in 

contradict ion v/ith what the r e s u l t v^culil be, so that i t would 

be self-defeatin,; ; . And hen^e i c i s contradictory to suppose 

in 

P s i t u a l ion/v/hich every siian acted on t h i s p r i n c i p l e . 

IIANKjING: Yes, so that g i v e s us apparently a rather simple 

straight-forward t o s c against which we can l a e a s u r o thxs 

argument* and v/e find i t doesn^t work, and t h a t ' s t h a t , vxre 

r e j e c t i t . But p - 'esLi : . ;ably t h i s i t a a t i c n is-^.'t q u i t s as 

simple a s t h a t . Or ife i t ? 



\JIX.LIAiiS: ^-Jell, I think t h e r e ' s obviously a great deal to be 

s a i d for t h i s Kantian fornulation, the c a t e g o r i c a l imperative, 

which Grif f has referred t o , of course when stripped of i t s 

elaborate termi'iolo^y r e a l l y i s : the fund-^..lental t e s t , how 

would i t be i f everybody were to do t h a t , or i f everyboay were 

to a c t on that p r i n c i p l e , i s ttae i d e a , i s n ' t i t ? Bat I 

think tliat perliaps i t ' s v/orth emphasi-^ing,. and I thinl-: t h i s i s 

a very impoi'taut point ooth in i t s e l f and in re!3ation zo the 

novel , though I think poi'haps we //on't v;ant to spend 

a l o t of time on t h i s coday, that i t ' s a b s o l u t e l y e£sent:j-al 

to Kant's t e s t , as i t ie to a 1ot of our moral reasoning, 

and a f t e r a l l h<^ thotght liis t e s t was implic3-t j.n our ordinary 

moral reasoning, or in a l o t of i t , that the consequeaces don't 

have to be a c t u a l ones. That i s , i f we asked the question how 

would i t bo i f everyone did •ihat, i t ĥ  not appropriate to ansvjer 

in ICant's view th it th.ey're not going t o . Th3 purely iriiagined 

t e s t of everyone's going to ±l, enough, and I thinly: t}i:.t' s quite 

an important point about Kant's picture of our moral out.LOok. 

And of course i t i s rather d i f f e r e n t frcm Raskolnikov^t. 

p o s i t i o n , because Haskclnikov ĥi.'ika he has a specia] i n s i g h t 

such that the f a c t that other people a r e n ' t going to do i t 

j u s t show) t h e i r limj,tations, t h e i r blindness and so on. So, 

for him, they a r e n ' t goin;; to do i t , i s in f a c t a relevant 

consideration. But perhaps w e ' l l leave that 0,10 side and go on 

confine ourselves to Kant's t e s t , hov/ would i t be i f everybody 

dii": i t even i f they v/ert not going t o , C.I'. ' '."ell, the thing I 

would f i r s t want to add to wi..at G r i f f said, vhich I agree with 

c e r t a i n l y v;ith h i s d e f i n i t i o n of Kant's outlook, i s that the 

f a c t s you have to appeal t-; i n order t o shov; that soi-iething 

pretcy dreadful would follow from univers-alizing t h i s maxim, 
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supposing tliat everybody acted l i k e t h i s , depend only on soine 

very genez^al featu.-.'es of h-urian a c t i o n . Namely f i r s t that v/e 

a l l have U n i t e d infcri.rition,v/e a l l aake r.iistakes and don't 

):nou vjhat v/e're doin . quite often, and secondly t h a t we are 

in various ivays biased, have s p e c i a l a f f e c t i o n s , have s p e c i a l 

conerns and so on. You see, t h i s nan set himself up as the 

executioner i n the name of j u s t i c e of t h i s old woman, r e a l l y , 

t i i a t ' s what h e ' s claiming to be, but you know, h e ' s f i r s t of 

a l l h i s knowledge of a l l such s i t u a t i o n s i s enoimously l i m i t e d , 

and secondly he has p a r t i c u l a r reasons for hating t h i s old 

woman and v/e gather to some extent being fond of her s i s t e r . 

Now i f you were to - t h i s i s Kant's point - i f you were to 

general ise t h i s p r a c t i s e , you'd have a b s o l u t e l y everyboty 

s e t t i n g t b e n s e l v e s up as ju:'ges of j u s t i c e , and who should be 

wiped out for the sake of --/hat,and the r e s u l t wouivd obviously 

be a c o l l a p s e t o t a l l y of the s o c i : l and moral f a b r i c . I talce i t 

i t t l i a t ' s the idea i s n ' t i t ? 

Hi-J#'LING: So where does t h i s leave us eg^actly with regard to 

ICant's posit ion? I mean does ffent have a moral - does Kant's 

moral outlook have some a p p l i c a t i o n here, or are '-/e l e f t no 

b e t t e r than v/e oould have been. 

'ILLIAMS: Can 1 make one ret'c^rk - s o r r y , ' I ' m going on a b i t , 

but I ' d l i k e to knoi; G r i f f ' s r e a c t i o n to t h a t , I mean, I think 

that what one's j u s t s a i d , wliat v/e've both s a i d , i s p e r f e c t l y 

reasonable - I mean there c l e a r l y i s some f-..-rce in the point of 

saying i f everybody acted on that p r i n c i p l e , s e t t i n g themselves 

up as unique judges, sx^ecial judges :.f the j u s t i c e and so on, 

a c t i n g as executioners, you know, everything v/ould f a l l to b i t s , 

I thinic that i s - that i s a powerful one, but t h e r e s o m e 



IvILLlAKS (C0NTI3): sense I think i n which one f e e l s that i t 

in a Way misses the depth of t h i s question, because the thing 

that frightens one about that student i s n ' t that h e ' s reached 

the wrong ^r^iQr t o the questicnj i t aeerss to me, but that 

somehow h e ' s embarked on the question. T h a t ' s i/hat I think 

frightened Sostoyevski , that i t was the idea that people 

were prepared to consider the idea of wiping people out in 

order t c forward u t i l i t a r i a n aims, making things b e t t e r , 

t h a t r e a l l y , that ought to have been stopped before i t even 

got going, that i s that there shouldn't be a subject for 

discussions on such a p r o j e c t . And I think in a way Kant 
n'ot hp.ve 

wculd / t o t a l l y disagreed with that e i t h e r . Vfliat do you 

thinlc of that? 

GRIFFITHS: I think h i s second formulation of the 

c a t e g o r i c a l i m p e r a t i v e - t r e a t humanity in your own person and 

in that of others always as an end and n^ver as a mere .-leans, 

empliasises the unconditional absent value of the i n d i v i d u a l . 

So much so that i t i s never r i g h t to hurt or liarm and c e r t a i n l y 

not k i l l another i n d i v i d u a l for the sake of any other, that i s 

to say for the soice of any purpose outsic'e that i n d i v i d u a l . 

Hence t c consider whether one moy have purposes with regard 

to the young or t o the s i s t e r which would j u s t i f y hur-ting, 

harming or k i l l i n g the eld woman i s ruled out of court 

immediately on tho basic p r i n c i p l e of morality for Kant, 

HANFLIMG; Yes, so what we have here i s a balance of two 

considerations, one of which i s the l i f o of the old womav. 

and the other i s the benefit which v i l l be achieved by the 

money, but for Kant these are not commensurate,., 

GFJFFITHS: -Yes of c o - r s e , but K a n t . . . 
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HAMFLING: No, one of them his an absolute unconditional 

value , . , 

GRIFFITHS: Y e s , . . 

HAN X̂IHG: ''-ue of v;hich can ' t be set against 

GKTFFITHS: That's r i g h t . I mean cKant, of 3ourse regarded i t 

as a duty to consider the i n t e r e s t s of others and to furthej 

them, but for him i t was an imperfect duty, that i s to say 

in general one ought to have such a policy that an imperfect 

duty i s overriden by a periect duty, i t xs never r ight to 

k i l l for the sake of benefit to others, 

TOXIAMS: So an imperfect duty, t h a t ' s a term of ar t i n the 

Kantian moral philosophy, i s i t - that mwans something that i t 

i s in general required of one *hat one should where possible 

advance, but the s t r i c t duty i s something which i s an 

absolute obligation in the p^irticular case, to do or not to do, 

so that in the present oase we'd have a conf l i c t between 

you mean the perfect duty in ti i is rather odd terminology, 

which i s never tc k i l l anybody, or at least in s u c h . , . , 

GRIFFITHS: Never to k i l l anyone for tlie sake of 

benefitt ing others. 

UlLLlAiiS; 'ie'd better com<„- back to tliat - as ag.:inst the 

very general what's ca l led imperfect duty of as i t were 

pushing along the boat of humna s a t i s f a c t i o n or u t i l i t y and 

as Cssie put i t just now these aren ' t actual ly meant to be 

put into the scales against one another, and for a Kantian 

the great sin of ut i l i tar ianism i s that i t ' s alwayr p^repared 

to weigh anything against anythin;-. I mean, make me an offer 

i s the fundemental maxim of inaeed a l o t c f moral consciousness, 

but not for Kant, t h a t ' s the point, you've got to say i t ' s 

ruled out from the beginning, t h a t ' s the - but you see, what 



WILLIAî o (COivT'D): I'm unclear about now, for Kant, i s 

what e x a c t l y i s ruled out. I t sounded from your 

e x p o s i t i o n , I think i t i s the exposit ion cf Kant's doctrine 

about t r e a t i n g people as ends, never as he puts i t merely 

as means, i s that you c a n ' t for instance bur.ip somebody 

off to forward some other cauae or to s a t i s f y some other 

duty. I s that r i g h t ? But what about s i t u a t i o n s - I 

mean that might be thought a rather pious and pure 

d o c t r i n e , because in f a c t there are circumstances in which 

people are j u s t face.', v/ith choices of sacx ' i f icing the l i f e 

of ijhone l o t of people or indeed bringing about the death 

of one l o t of people in order to avoid, as they suppose, 

some l a r g e r e v i l . I d..n't -

EANFLING: This i s something that I v/anted tohring i n , 

to broaden t h i s thing out a b i t , because ve seem to be agreed 

general ly on the Haskolnikov case ana on the unacceptr^bility 

of the conclusion, but of course looking around the world 

today and so on we can see that there aro people r e s o r t i n g 

to violence because they want to cnange things that they 

consider are wrong in t h e i r s o c i e t y , nov; in a v;ay t h a t ' s 

v/hat the student in the scene there was proposing to do. He 

saw c e r t a i n e v i l s and he thought i t morally r i g h t 

that he should resort to violence to r e c t i f y things as he 

saw i t . Now there are people around the v;crld today, 

t e r r o r i s t s and g u e r i l l a f i g h t e r s and such l i k e , we don t 

have to look far for exaiiiples. Some of them we sjT.iynthise 

with and I suppose some of them we d o n ' t , but how e x a c t l y 

do v/e decide, does the Kantian type of ax^proach g i v e us 

some i n s i g h t here about wlio i s r i g h t m r e s o r t i n g : . 

to v i o l e n c e and i/ho i s n ' t ? 



GRIFFITIIS: Well i t scons to oe t h a t , as Bernard s a i d , 

the Ko.ntian p o s i t i o n i s a purist p o s i t i o n and i t lias an 

innense appeal. The u t i l i t a r i a n p o s i t i o n i s , as you say, 

nake iiie an offer, and you can balance anything- against anything, 

but i t seeras to , ,e that - Kant t a l k s about the ordinary noral 

consciousness, but a quite connon hunian viev/ i s t!:iat the kind 

of c a l c u l a t i o n that tho student .engaged in i s tav/dry and 

wrong but that the Kantian purism i s impossible and that 

perhaps i t s a natter of s c a l e , where the stakes are high enough, 

vjhen one's t a l k i n g abr..ut the future of a vjhole s o c i e t y , or tho 

v/elfare of a very large group, that a t tliat point i t i s r i g ; t , 

can be r i g h t , indeed i t i s a duty to engage i n v i o l e n c e , 

v i o l e n c e which vri.ll in f a c t .dispose of the innocent,perhaps 

not as d i r e c t l y a s he v/as prepared to k i l l the old v/onan, 

but v/ith the same e f f e c t . Nov/ wJien you ask does Kant help us in 

t h i s dilemma, i t seems to me that what Bernard v/as saying i r the 

begimiing was r i g h t - in a way i t r u l e s i t c u t , the answer 

of Kant i s you don't s t a r t that kind of c a l c u l a t i o n . 

•̂/I_L_LIA_I-'IB_: ;./ell, we^ve got tc make a kind of d i s t i n c t i o n here 

havenH; wc? 1 mean, the point about • engaging in p o l i t i c a l 

v i o l e n c e , and I'm speaking nov; of v iolence done by the objectors 

to a s t a t e , not violence done by the s t a t e i t s e l f , i s of course 

that i t involves the death of tho innocei't, I mean throwing 

bombs at pnb, burning up h o s p i t a l s or whatever i t nay be to 

secure as i s supposed some p o l i t i c a l end of j u s t i c e and so on. 

Now i n the case v/e were given of course the stuCenb d i d n ' t 

represent the old lady as being an innocent party o.s some 

s p e c t a t o r i.;:ay, she was h e r s e l f -supposed tr be the iriH;!.!!!, 

so the analogy to the p o l i t i c a l case between t h i s case and a 

s t r a i g h t p o l i t i c a l case, i s not much murdering tlie innocent 
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WILLIAlÎ i (COMT'D): in t]";e causo i t i s supposed of j u s t i c e , 

fre..dor.i and so forth, but as i t were of t y r a n n i c i d e . . . . • 

HANFLIHG: T a a t ' s an i a t e r o s t i n g p o i n t . . , 

':.̂ LL17ul-'IS: ; . . , . o f k i l l i n g the unjust persons thei . ;selves. . . 

HANFLING: Sorry. T h a t ' s an i n t e r e s t i n g point, because 

i n a way i t puts the student in a stronger p o s i t i o n , 

doesn't i t ? 

glLLIAI-;^^: That' s r i g h t . . 

GiilEFITriS; Of course Kant v/ould deny t h i s , because v;hat 

I-Cant v;ould say is!^ punishment i s r i g h t , and i f a person is 
i m o r a l then that person ought to be punished. But that 

means you rauvst not '-nly a c t in accordance with the law, 

I mean i t \Jould be i n a sense punisliment the eld \/oman by 

k i l l i n g ]ier, and perhaps morally she deserves death, 

hut he v;culd b,̂  a c t i n g in accordance v;ith the law but not cut 

of reverence for the law, because h i s reo.son foi" k i l l i n g her 

wculd be to get other people money, and possibly himself, 

not wimply th=\t she should suffer the aniount of 

pain or hari.i that i s appropriate to her im;:.ora3ity, 

\lLLIAh^: I thinlc h e ' s on stronger gr-'und i n the f i r s t 

sort of agargument vje considered, both you know, one's bound 

to say v/ho's the stui.h nt to set himself up to quote' punish' 

t h i s particulo_r person, and of course i t i s n ' t punishment, 

i t ' s j u s t a private thing, and of course tho lady i s in a 

sense, though v/iched or bad, or h o r r i b l e , s h e ' s n t in the 

same p o s i t i o n as soriO venomo'US r u l e r of a s t a t e , by a.ny 

means, I mean, sho i s a c i t i s e n who 's being as nasty as 

no doubt countless other c i t i z e n s are being , 

III!'FLING; Yes, except there i s an important difference 
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ri/_u\̂ FLlHG (Cc:-i1T• D) ° betv/een the tuo kinds of s i t u a t i o n s , hut 

I mean one does f e e l that - or at l e a s t one iiiay f e e l in 

c e r t a i n cases that ther^> i s j u s t i f i c a t i o n for r e s o r t i n g to 

v i o l e n c e i n the p o l i t i c a l s i t u a t i o n , and I don't see v;hy some 

of that sympathy shouldn't r e f l e c t back on tho kind of 

s i t u a t i o n that the student vras i n , because although t-.ero 

i s the difference between p o l i t i c a l s i t u a t i o n and j u s t 

v;here one person was involved, nevertheless the student 

saw himself as r i g h t i n g a s o c i a l wrong, I mean, he thought 

i t was v;ron,3 t h a t there should be a l l t h i s v/ealth hoarded 

up by t h i s old hag and these other people should go needy, 

and he thou:-,ht that he ou;-,ht to r e c t i f y t h i s , 

\/ILLIA:;.j: ' . 'ell, I do think honestly that i f we think i t 

throi^ok more deeply ue find a great d i f f e r e n c e . I t seems to 

me that the doctrine about V'/here i s j u s t r e b e l l i o n , l o use a 

very old-faohioned phrase, that much truth was said about i t 

by for instance S t . Thoma.s Aquinas. I m.ean in the tradion 

t r a d i t i o n v/here you say you r e s o r t t;.' t h i s only v/Jiere there 

are - where the tyranny i s of great s e v e r i t y , no otlier means 

are a v a i l a b l e to change i t and v/hat, you knov/, that v/hat 

you secure, the e v i l s tho.t you do are not v/orse than 

v/hat you are trying t - prevent and so on. Nov; i n t]:e case 

of t h i s eld v/:;o:;an v/ho i s doing t h i s , many other i.xans ei^cist 

i f oae tal^es i t s e r i o u s l y as a p o l i t i c a l act for stopping the 

things sh.e i s doing. You can get the s i s t e r to go away froi.i 

her, you stop people going tiiere to lend monev and so on. 

e l l i f you say you c a n ' t stop money going - people goin^-; .--̂  

tnere t> get money from, her because they are poor, v/ell row 

jovi are touching on the [,envine p o l i t i c a l isii^ue -



'•/ILLI/i,: i 3 .(CCNT 'D) : i n e q u a l i t i e s in the s o c i e t y , and t h i s 

may point t o p o l i t i c a l ch-anges i n the s o c i e t y . But knocking 

off one old v/a:;an liecause you happen to be fend of her 

s i s t e r i s i n f a c t - i s not serious as an approach to a 

p o l i t i c a l r e v o l t , or a p o l i t i c a l i s s u e . 

HANFLIHG: But I mean - I would l i k e to ask. you you were 

saying - sorry - not s e r i o u s , and that brings r.ie to che 

thing I wanted to r a i s e about the l a s t b i t in tho scene here, 

and w e ' l l have to be rather b r i e f abou.t t h i s , but one thing 

I did v;ant to as|t you a t the end ĉ f the scene the student, 

as you re^ e:.her backs av/o.y and says oh I wouldn't a c t u a l l y 

do i t myself, I was j u s t t h e o r i s i n g , nov; i s t h i s in f a c t 

some sort of I^ntian i n s i g h t coming throufdi, or i s i t a piece 

of uoral Cv-,v;ardice 1 1 h i s pare? 

GRIFFITHSt I c a n ' t see hoi; i t ' s in ^.nj v/ay a ICantian i n s i g h t . 
a f t e r a l l 

IIANFLING:_ V/ell, i s he in some way seeing t h a t / i n s p i t e of 

a l l h i s - er that h i s reasoning i s G U J ^ e r f i c i a l , that i t ' s 

undermined hy the s o r t of ICantian c o 7 i s i d e r a t i o n , , . 

GglFFITIi:^: There's no sug-^estion that thu strdent can see 

that h i s roasoning i s superf ic ial v 

'..riLIiIAhS', I thinl-: tliat i n the end he f e e l s he c a n ' t do i t , 

anO- I thinl-c v/e touch round hero on the f r i [ , h t f u l l y important 

point th:jt what f e e l i n g s people have about what they find 

t o l e r a b l e or not may bo a l o t more important than the 

a b s t r a c t moral i-easoning that they engage in to decide that 

i s s u e , 

MMFLIilG: Do you agree with t h a t ? 

GRIFFITHS: I thinlc in general i t ' s t r u e . I wouldn't say that 

t h i s means one shouldn't engage in i t , one should j u s t do i t 

b e t t e r than tlio .̂ t̂udent d-.es. 
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HilNFLING: So there i s an important role for both of 

these t h i n g s , '"/ell, thank you very much Bernard V/illiams 

and A. P h i l l i p s G r i f f i t l i s for coming along and g i v i n g your 

views. 


