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Philosophical question

1. What is presented by the 1619 project which seems to fall outside of the notice of the traditional moral/ethical approaches we have discussed in the course (in Plato, Aristotle, Kant, or Utilitarianism)? Choose one of the approaches and outline how it might have engaged with what you take to be significant to anyone of the 1619 texts.


Abstract
Specifically, identity, Plato, Aristotle, Kant, or Utilitarianism are famous for their works in metaphysics. They proposed conceptualist realism in their Substance and Sameness, a standpoint according to which conceptual frameworks of human beings map realities.  One of the most notable parts of the work of Plato, Aristotle, Kant, or Utilitarianism has been in metaphysics, in which they fundamentally designed Aristotelian substance conception. Also, their works contain remarkable explanations of the personal identity problem that he elucidated through understandings, which they referred to as the "Animal Attribute Views." Besides, the philosophers have made influential contributions to ethics and the field of philosophy. They have carried out a lot of works in other areas such as political philosophy, aesthetics, epistemology, and language philosophy. This paper explores what is presented by the 1619 project that seems to fall to fall outside of the notice of the traditional moral/ethical approaches we have discussed in the course in Plato, Aristotle, Kant, or Utilitarianism. The paper will discuss the highest moral principle and how it might have engaged with what I take to be relevant to 1619 texts. 

Discussion 

Plato, Aristotle, and Kant are legal reformers and moral philosophers who were the founders of utilitarianism doctrine or philosophy. According to these philosophers, the highest moral principle is the maximization of happiness and the overall pleasures balance over pains. Utilitarian believes that morality purposes are to make life better by raising the number of good things like happiness and pleasures and reducing the number of bad things like unhappiness and pains in the world. The utilitarian reject ethical systems or codes which comprise taboos or commands which are founded on orders, customs, norms, beliefs, or traditions provided by supernatural beings or leaders. Instead, they imagine that what justifies or makes ethics right are its positive contributions to humans or sometimes even non-humans. They evaluate the purpose of humans using his utilitarianism doctrine, which examines actions based on their results (Mill, 2016). They argue that the meaning of life for human beings should be actions that result in relevant or positive outcomes and lead to overall happiness and pleasures. Satisfaction is the purpose of human beings, and what matters are the steps that lead to the experience of pleasures and cause no pain. According to them, pains and pleasures govern the actions of humans as well as how they ought to act (Rachels, 1975).

However, they do not imagine intentions or motives are exceptions to their outcomes (Albee, 2014). According to this group of philosophers, purpose or motive can only be seen as wrong or right based on their consequences of being unhappiness or happiness productive. A significant strength is that everyone does prefer happiness and prevent pain (Thoreau, 2019)The government makes laws based on the overall satisfaction of the community. A weakness of this understanding would be how there is a level where a human can be egotistical when making decisions (Albee, 2014). To further elaborate, it is selfish to make a decision when a said decision would make the individual the happiest while the others affected in this decision will not be on the same level of happiness as the individual who made the decision. For example, Kant tries to quantifying joy and pleasures in the calculus of the hedonistic (Mill, 2016). Certain aspects are quantifiable like the extent, duration, and certainty; however, most of the elements cannot be quantified. Moreover, there could be various pleasures threshold as well as different kinds of happiness and satisfaction (Rachels, 1975).

According to Kant, communities refer to fictitious bodies consisted of the totals of the people who comprise them (Alon & Lehrer, 2017). I trust this is not an authoritative definition because of using the word “fictitious.” The description of Kant does not remind us of the way the entire community can come together as a whole to fight for justice while also considering those within the community as one unit, such as a family. Living in a community where others share similar purposes and beliefs could potentially reduce crime in urban areas (Mulgan, 2014). A weakness of this definition is that living in a community with individuals who share similar beliefs and purposes could make the community closed-minded. It will not allow diversification within areas such as ethnicity, agreement and understanding of laws/law enforcement, regulations within a community organization such as a neighborhood watch, and much more (Barrow, 2015). The strength of the definition is the fact the utility principle or the utilitarianism doctrine enables the community to act in a way that brings about the highest pleasures and happiness for the community (the highest number of people). The main objection to Bentham's utilitarianism is that it does not protect the rights of individuals (Barrow, 2015). The second objection would be that utilitarianism assumes the overall benefits of what is morally right in society and what holds more value. Everyone has different morals and values.

Both Aristotle and Plato generate the moral values that actions are established by the pleasures and happiness they produce (Mulgan, 2014). Plato put into consideration both quality and quantity of satisfaction and happiness, while Aristotle only put into account the pleasures' amount. The utilitarianism of Bentham is criticized for being only swine ethical philosophy because he does not differentiate the satisfaction and happiness experienced by human beings and those experienced by the beasts.  Pushpins are sound poetries since the pleasure quantity being equal (Alon and Lehrer, 2017). However, Plato appreciates the fact by sidestepping the criticisms. He put into consideration both the quality and quantity of pleasures. Plato differentiated lower desires or bodily preferences and happiness that both humans and beasts could experience and higher pleasures and joy that only need the mental faculties which only learned human beings could acquire (Mill, 2016). Lower pleasures are less valuable than the higher pleasures for Mill due to the intrinsic superiority of higher pleasures. Even though the theory of Plato is more human nature respectful, the pleasures even more complicated to compute as there is no consideration of unquantifiable pleasure qualities and quantities (Paton, 1964). 

The theory of Kant was utilitarianism of act, while the philosophy of Plato was utilitarianism of rule (Alon and Lehrer, 2017). The philosophy of Kant used the utility principle directly to situations and acts of individuals. This implied that certain acts of abhorrent were allowed. For example, there may be a justification of two torturers in their actions in case their pleasures are higher than the pains done to the victims. Kant established the utilitarianism of rule to prevent the criticism of the theory of Plato. Kant argued that the utility principles need to be applied in determining ethical regulations that control utility. For example, people should not murder others since murdering people tends to reduce the overall utilities. This appears like improvements. However, their scenarios were breaking the rules to increase the utilities (Thoreau, 2019).


Freedom or on liberty is one of the most famous works that philosophers tend to ignore in their actions. They did not explain how they comprehend the freedom of individuals (Albee, 2014). They should have expounded the individual freedom concepts and ideas within the contexts of the state and history. Personal freedom relies on the thoughts and ideas that society grows and progresses from lower to higher stages (Rachels, 1975). Moreover, the processes culminate in the representative democracy system emergency. It is within this government form context which they should have established the liberty and individual freedom development and growth (Alon and Lehrer, 2017). They did not understand that civil liberty and personal freedom as the limit which should be set on the power of society over every person. People should maximize utility over the long run but not case by case. And he suggests that over the long term respecting the liberty or freedom of the individual shall result in the highest happiness of people (Barrow, 2015). Allowing the most people to censor-free thinkers o silence dissenters may maximize utilities in the short run. However, it shall undoubtedly worsen society and make it less happy in the long-term.


The core doctrine of freedom or liberty is that humans need to free to perform whatever they wish, provided their actions do not harm other people. Governments may not hinder the freedom of people to impose the beliefs of the majority about the best way to live safeguard an individual from his/herself (Mill, 2016).  The only actions for which an individual is accountable to the society are when their actions harm or cause pain to other people within the community. Independence of an individual is absolute, and right provided their actions are not causing any harm to anyone else. The individual is, therefore, sovereign over his mind and body. Utilitarian can differentiate higher pleasures from lower pleasures, the 2nd utilitarianism objections that it minimizes all values (Mulgan, 2014). For Aristotle, pains are pains, and satisfaction, and pleasures. The only way to judge an individual experience as worse as or better than others is through durations and intensities of the pains or pleasures they generate. The so-called nobler virtues or higher pleasures are those that create longer and stronger desires. Plato does not recognize any qualitative difference among pleasures or pains (Paton, 1964). Plato believes it is possible to differentiate between lower joys as well as higher pleasures, unlike Aristotle, to examine the quality, not just the intensity or quantity of desires of humans (Mill, 2016). Plato believes he can may the difference without depending on any idea of morality other utility itself.
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