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Discussion Question
Question 1
Schopenhauer claims that suffering and misfortune are the universal rules in life, not the exception. He argued that evil is a real thing, with good being the absence of evil. This can be seen considering that happiness or satisfaction constantly implies some form of pain or unhappiness coming to an end, and based on the fact that pleasure is not normally as pleasant as people expect, whereas pain is much worse than anticipated (Reason & Meaning.Com, 2020). For Schopenhauer, life entails suffering because of the many desires, hopes, and fears humans have. He denotes that humans are inspired by pain, such as hunger and thirst, and what people call pleasure is only the reprieve of such conditions (Hassan, 2021).  For Schopenhauer, the actual basis of human suffering is the time-consciousness that differentiates humans from animals.
Schopenhauer describes the way animals experience suffering and happiness as being different from human experience. Animals living in the present times are able to enjoy life devoid of fear, regrets to perturb their peace of mind. Schopenhauer states that when humans hope for something and prepare for it, they enjoy it less when it turns out since it frequently fails to happen as people had expected. Animals do not experience this disappointment because they do not hope for something better in the future. “Human life,” Schopenhauer concluded, “must be some kind of mistake” (Dienstag, 2021). The conscious mind is similar to the proverbial leaky vessel that constantly requires filling up; however; it can never stay full. For Schopenhauer, life can only become more insufferable if humans limit their desires. When people desire less, they suffer less by losing it or not acquiring it in the first place.
Schopenhauer claims that human suffering and pain outweigh pleasure and joy by discussing the uses of suffering. To support his claim of suffering and pain outweighing pleasure, Schopenhauer states that “We are like lambs in the field, disporting themselves under the eye of the butcher, who choose out first one and then another for his prey. So it is that in our good days we are all unconscious of the evil Fate may have in store for us—sickness, poverty, mutilation, loss of sight or reason” (Reason & Meaning.Com, 2020). Humans might enjoy today or have a good moment today, but they will not consider what is in store for them (sufferings) such as poverty, sickness, or even death. This means that even though enjoyment or good days might be experienced, there are always worst scenarios that come after them; the constant pressures of life. 
Schopenhauer rejects God as a foundation of meaning in life because of two things. They include the occurrence of evil and the imperfection of human beings. Schopenhauer states that if God was a source of meaning in life, He could have created a world where there are no sufferings and evil. But since there are numerous instances of evil in life, Schopenhauer rejects God (Reason & Meaning.Com, 2020). Regarding the aspect of human imperfection, Schopenhauer states that if God had been a source of meaning in life, He would have fulfilled all the desires of His highest product (man) or prevented man’s misdeeds, in turn make life meaningless and filled with suffering. 
For Schopenhauer, love cannot provide meaning in life because it fades (Dienstag, 2021). He further states that one cannot know love without having first to experience loneliness, beauty without experiencing ugliness, or faith without experiencing doubt. The pain and pleasure associated with love or beauty must not be separated and quantified since they form meaning when bound together. He further denotes that the pain that comes with love must be preserved within the pleasures it brings to remain meaningful, which seems difficult to achieve. Therefore love does not provide meaning in life.
For Schopenhauer, life is meaningless, and however, he does not consider suicide an appropriate choice. Even though Schopenhauer does not view suicide as a moral act, he believed it is an individual's right or decision. Schopenhauer compared committing suicide when faced with more sufferings to waking from sleep after a terrible frightening. Suicide was considered an act of will because it occurs when an individual rejects the pain and suffering in life. Therefore Schopenhauer viewed suicide as an emphatic affirmation of this will. Moreover, Schopenhauer believed that suicide is not an appropriate choice because it involves escaping from the pleasures and not life's sufferings (Parker, 2019). Schopenhauer declared that suicide is wrong and a cowardly act. He asserts that the only things that humans have more irrefutable titles about are life and body. Schopenhauer strongly rejects suicide as a worthless assertion of the will to live by those who aspire to flee instead of seeking the non-discursive acquaintance of Will in suffering.

Schopenhauer provided temporary relief from suffering accessible to everybody: aesthetic experience (he assumed that losing oneself in artistic performances enabled one to reinstate the infinite egotistic striving of human life with a form of chaste contemplation and peace). Schopenhauer also provided more stable resolutions; these involved advocating for people to be compassionate, quit their uncontrolled desires and urges, find their genius, and realize that most of their “reality” is a fabrication of their imagination (Parker, 2019). One major argument that can challenge Schopenhauer is where he attempts to hide from the time-bound aspect of existence. For instance, where Schopenhauer appears to hide from the time-bound disposition of existence, Nietzsche proposes that humans embrace “the joy of becoming,” which involves considering the narrative value of life as an element and not a bug. I agree with Schopenhauer’s view of suffering and happiness; in normal life situations, humans tend to have high hopes or look forward to achieving certain things that only cause them to suffer more. We might sometimes be happy in life, but we tend to forget that there could be problems awaiting us tomorrow. This further confirms Schopenhauer’s view of suffering outweighing pleasure. Therefore when we stop our rampant desires, we make ourselves feel free, thus preventing suffering.
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