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I. Luke’s Presentation (“Bad” Parrhesia)

a. para- means to go beyond


b. resis- simply means speech

i. in this etymology of the word we find that parrhesia can mean to go beyond simple speech and rhetoric and become a guide to truth

c. there is conflict between rhetoric and parrhesia
d. can “bullshit” be congruent with parrhesia or is “bullshitting” the very definition of rhetoric (eloquent words with not much or no meaning)
i. there was a conclusion reached that parrhesia, not in the pejorative sense, is speaking truthfully or pointing the way to truth, the exact opposite of rhetoric or “bullshit”
e. discussion on the relationship between logic and parrhesia, and those two things vs. rhetoric

i. true parrhesia can’t be inconsistent with logical or true thought


ii. rhetoric by nature is a form of fallacy

f. demagogue- by definition is a person who uses fallacies to gain the “mob”

II. Judith’s Presentation (Parrhesia)

a. speech=thought=knowledge


    speech>thought>knowledge


    speech(not)=thought(not)=knowledge
i. self-reflection against hypocrisy

b. is the above thought train equal to “Truth”

III. Harrison’s Presentation (Political Authority)

a. subject---------participant

i. the difference in an individual involved in the process of political power and the individual that is simply subject to it
b. legitimacy---------order

i. does legitimacy provide the means for order
1. the “we” mentality that exists under legitimacy within the mob (there can also exist a “we” mentality within an angry mob that is unified through non-legitimacy)


c. social capital

i. this is the “we” mentality that can exist within a community of people and is often unified under a body of power

1. the most basic form of this would be the “we mentality that is found within a neighborhood that is all unified under the power of the neighborhood “homeowners association”
