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Schroeder’s Conception of Love
[bookmark: _GoBack]Main Conclusion of Tim Schroeder’s Theory of Love 
Love remains to be an enigmatic phenomenon that human beings from all walks of life have tried to decipher since time immemorial. It is an idea that fundamentally fuels existence in society, but a clear picture has never been painted to get a unanimously agreed-upon explanation. Dated back to the early BCs, philosophers have raised theories revolving around the subject with famous ones such a Plato defining love as a connection beyond attraction by physical attributions, but one driven by connections of souls. Other theories generalize love as a basic emotion in human beings that influences our actions or some evoked feelings upon interaction with a different person, but do such answers define the underlying aspects of love? Tim Schroeder does not seem to align with the definitions of love thrown around. Instead, he concludes that love is the ability to be selfless for something else aside from us, whether animate or inanimate. Fundamentally it challenges our ability to be empathetic, but it doesn’t stop there. Being selfless in Schroeder’s context is that we place ourselves in situations, physically or mentally, to ensure our primary intention for the second party is for it or them always to experience the best. It may mean sacrificing to see someone else smile as that means they are in a good situation or something positive has happened. That then becomes our consistent aim, and when such a state is achieved, then love is defined.
Supportive Premises for Schroeder’s Concept of Love
a) Schroeder’s Argument that Love is not Purely Emotive
           To further understand Schroeder’s concept, it is essential to deconstruct elements of our daily aspects of how we relate with others. Describing love as an emotion is being oblivious to the dynamic spectrum of emotions in humans. Emotions as feelings have to be felt or experienced, and at times people are often numb, whether in a conscious state when feeling detached from the world or whether in an unconscious state such as sleep. As a result, it then means we can control love in an on and off switch manner when we feel the need to, and that is usually not the case, therefore, challenging the theory of love as purely emotive. 
b) Love is more than a Special Connection according to Schroeder
Furthermore, defining love as a special connection between two people is not conclusive and elaborate. Different situations might lead to what is perceived as a connection between two people. For instance, two people sharing an apartment might end up becoming close solely because they have to stay together harmoniously. A deeper connection might eventually surface as they learn their different habits and preferences. Still, once they ultimately break out in pursuit of their different life paths, they might end up losing any connection as there is no binding factor. Such a scenario illustrates that a particular connection might breed from other external factors such as dependency, situations, or even selfish needs and desires, and love is not necessarily the genesis. Schroeder does not debunk the aspect of love as being a more profound connection but argues that to sufficiently categorize such a connection as love, there has to be a complementary common influencing factor that drives people. 
Human beings generally possess an attribute of being selfish, and while it might not be out of one’s own will and liking, it is a behavior characteristic of people. Common challenges of disputes in relationships are caused by narcissistic tendencies manifested since their inception. Selfishness becomes evident as it has become the norm for people to get into relationships just because of a gain or a sight of something beneficial to them, and not what is best for the partner or both of them. Moreover, social construct as a result of a selfish cultivated culture has made people mistake necessary acts of kindness and respect as the definition of love.
Qualitative Assessment of Schroeder’s Theory
Upon evaluation of Schroeder's theory, more in-depth insight into the meaning of love is triggered, which might not explain the whole paradigm of affection but introduces a solid and fundamental argument that is agreeable. To love is to prioritize someone's or something’s welfare by being ready to catalyze an environment that is the best in their perspective. At times the actions of others irk and make us frustrated, but does the fundamental principle of what we define as love helps us maintain pure intentions for others?  Schroeder challenges us on the extremes we are willing to go for someone else. When we are ready to channel our energy towards presenting the best opportunities for another person, we can claim to love them. Essentially, such a point of view quashes the myth that love is primarily revealed in relationships only. We can wish the best for our friends, colleagues, or family, and if it is not self-centric, we can view such as love.
Counter Response to Possible Objections
 It might be argued that fronting such an opinion of love is allowing an environment of manipulation to exist as it means self-interests and beliefs do not become a priority anymore since those of others override our own. Interestingly, the argument is valid, but such a situation can be classified as a toxic relationship or environment. If the intention of two parties is mutual, where both want the best for each other, no one is forced to give up their ambitions or interests, but one is actually encouraged and positively influenced into achieving them. Love then becomes the foundation in which these people are rooted in, and it breeds subsequent personal growth and development.   
