General Instructions: You must post *two* comments on the discussion board.   Each comment must be a minimum of 150 words.
COMMENT 1 INSTRUCTIONS (minimum: 150 words): Read Chapter 5 and  answer each one of the following three questions on human flourishing or happiness (which is a central topic for Aristotle):
Question (1): Watch the following video, where philosopher Dr. Dale Tuggy discusses various views of human flourishing or human happiness, and discusses how Aristotle would critique these views.  Then answer the two-part question:
First part: one view of human flourishing is that human flourishing is just pleasure (and the absence of pain).  This view is known as hedonism.  According to the video, how does Aristotle critique this hedonist view of flourishing?   Clearly explain the critique.
Second part: one view of human flourishing is that human flourishing is just getting whatever you want, satisfying your desires, achieving your goals: the more you do so, the more you are flourishing.  According to the video, how would Aristotle critique this view of flourishing?  Clearly explain the critique.
Dr. Dale Tuggy: "Aristotle on human flourishing"
5b Aristotle on human flourishing
Question (2): Two-part question:
First part: You have a view of human flourishing or human happiness in your head (and presumably that view is guiding your decisions and life).   You have a view of the *ingredients* of human flourishing (i.e. the ingredients it takes to truly flourish, much like the ingredients it takes to bake a cake).  
Aristotle writes: "[What do all people seek?] There is very general agreement; for both the common person and people of superior refinement say that it is happiness, and identify living well and doing well with being happy; but with regard to what happiness is they differ, and the many do not give the same account as the wise. For the former think it is some plain and obvious thing, like pleasure, wealth or honor.  (Nicomachean Ethics, 340 B.C.).       
· Paul Wadell comments on this passage: “Aristotle knew that everybody wants to be happy. Aristotle recognized that most people spend a lot of time searching for happiness and never find it. They never stop wanting to be happy, but they never learn what real happiness is.  Their lives, he said, are tragic because all their searches for happiness lead to dead ends. .... The greatest challenge of the moral life is to discover what real happiness is and to learn what we must do to have it.”
Aristotle claims that many people have a *mistaken* view of human flourishing or human happiness (e.g. viewing flourishing as primarily a matter of pleasure, wealth, and/or other things).  Aristotle wants to guide us instead toward a more *correct* view of human flourishing.
Another view of human flourishing, however, is the subjectivist view that human flourishing is *whatever you personally think it is*.  On this view, it is not possible to be mistaken in your own personal view of human flourishing and that there is no "correct" view of human flourishing.    Aristotle thinks this subjectivist view is clearly nonsense.  According to the video, how would Aristotle critique this subjectivist view of flourishing?  Clearly explain the critique.
Second part: Consider the "American Dream" view and its claim that substantial wealth/money is a crucial ingredient of human happiness.
Many Americans pursue the "American Dream" and continue to pursue money (wealth) even after all their basic necessities are met.  They often do so because they think that acquiring more money will make them much happier. (And acquiring substantial money usually requires time-demanding careers, which in turn requires time away from your family and other things).  But psychologists have documented again and again the empirical finding that after people have their *basic* necessities already met (e.g. food, clothing, shelter, basic medical care), having more money does *not* lead to people report that they are any happier.  For example, study after study shows that people who acquire an annual income of $30,000, $50,000, $75,000, $100,000, $200,000, $300,000, $500,000 and so on...do *not* report different levels of happiness or different levels of depression than people who make much less money (but who have their basic necessities met).   Psychologists find that there is *no correlation at all* between people having (or acquiring) more money and people's rating of their own level of happiness or depression.   And yet many Americans continue to devote themselves to the pursuit of more wealth, thinking it will make them happier, even though it takes time away from their family and other good things.
All this empirical evidence from psychology raises the following question for you: do you think that *you* are different from the vast majority of other people and that, once you have your basic necessities met, acquiring more money (wealth) will make you happier, as the "American Dream" promises you?    Is wealth beyond your basic necessities a crucial ingredient of human flourishing?  Justify your answer and persuade the rest of us.
Question (3): Two-part question:
First part: According to Aristotle and other ethicists today, becoming morally virtuous in your character (i.e. becoming a morally good person) is a necessaryingredient for full human flourishing or human happiness--i.e. it is impossible for humans like you and I to fully flourish unless we are morally good (virtuous).  Question: is Aristotle correct that becoming morally virtuous is a necessary ingredient for full human flourishing?   If so, why?  If not, why not?   Back up your answer with good reasoning.
Second part: According to major religious traditions, another necessary ingredient and indeed the most important ingredient of human flourishing or human happiness is a loving relationship with God.  God made us for friendship and loving relationship with Himself and we will only be fully fulfilled and fully flourish if we gain that relationship on earth and more fully in the afterlife.   As Pascal (writing in the 1600s) articulates the view: "There is a God-shaped vacuum within the heart of every man which cannot be filled by any created thing, but only by God, the Creator, made known through Jesus Christ."  Is this religious view of human flourishing or happiness--where friendship with God is a necessary and the most important ingredient--reasonable or unreasonable?  Back up your answer with good reasoning.
COMMENT 2 INSTRUCTIONS (minimum: 150 words): Accurately describe and critique (object to) a point made by another student in their post.  First, identify the name of the student whose point you are critiquing and, second, describe and critique that point.  Take the perspective of a debater or lawyer who is critiquing the other side.  Back up your critique with good reasons.
 

