Notes from the Underground, Notes

Chapter III 

1. Consider the concept of revenge carefully. What purpose does revenge have for the person who takes revenge? Why do you think we find revenge necessary? 

2. The UM considers the spontaneous man to be a "normal person," just like nature intended him to be. He also considers him to be stupid, and says that perhaps normal men are supposed to be stupid, and that this is how he was created by nature. Here is his way of reasoning. Read p. 1311

1. spontaneous man is normal 

2. normal people are spontaneous 

3. spontaneous man is stupid 

4. stupid people are normal 

“Well, then, I consider such a spontaneous individual to be a genuine, normal person, just as tender mother nature wished to see him when she lovingly gave birth to him on earth. I’m green with envy at such a man. He’s stupid, I won’t argue with you about that; but perhaps a normal man is supposed to be stupid—how do we know? Perhaps it’s even very beautiful.” 

Do you think there is any truth to this? First, consider his definition of "normal" and "stupid". 

3. Contrast the "spontaneous man" with the "man of overly acute consciousness" he discussed earlier. He says that the overly conscious man (enlightened intellectual), is the antithesis of the normal, stupid person. He is not natural. Why do you think he may not be natural? Do you see enlightened intellectuals in your society in the same way? 

4. How does the spontaneous man act? 

5. How does the man of overly acute consciousness act? How is he like a mouse? Why can't he act? What is his opinion of himself? 

6. How is nature like a stone wall? What objections does he have against the laws of nature?
7. What point is he trying to make with two plus two making four? Nature does not ask for your opinion.

 “As soon as they prove to you that in truth one drop of your own fat is dearer to you than the lives of one hundred thousand of your fellow creatures and that this will finally put an end to all the so-called virtues, obligations, and other such similar ravings and prejudices, just accept that too; there’s nothing more to do, since two times two is a fact of mathematics. Just you try to object.” 1312
“Nature doesn’t ask for your opinion; it doesn’t care about your desires or whether you like or dislike its laws. You’re obliged to accept it as it is, and consequently, all its conclusions. A wall, you see, is a wall.. . etc, etc.” Good Lord, what do I care about the laws of nature and arithmetic when for some reason I dislike all these laws and I dislike the fact that two times two makes four? Of course, I won’t break through that wall with my head if I really don’t have the strength to do so, nor will I reconcile myself to it just because I’m faced with such a stone wall and lack the strength.” 1313
8. Science proposes that it has the answers for what is important to you, and that it knows your desires. If that is so, than what’s left for you, Joe, Mary, etc. to do? Then, is there any individuality left, and where does it reside?
