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Outline of Main Points 

· John Chafee's insights regarding Socrates' "model of mankind."
· Concepts of Socratic Method and Socratic Irony
· Summary of The Ring of Gyges and Plato's Insights Moral Arguments for God's Existence
· Moral Arguments for God's Existence
· Strengths and weaknesses of the Moral Argument 
· Assessment of the Argument and Remarks
· Cultural Relativism and Moral absolutism
 
Introduction
Socrates was born in Athens. He grew up in Alopecia’s political district, and when he turned 18, he started performing Athenian males' typical political tasks. Socrates is one of the few people that could be said to have shaped the world's cultural and intellectual growth. History would be profoundly distinct without him. He is best known for his connection with the Socratic question-and-answer technique. His assertion that he was ignorant (or conscious of his lack of understanding), and his claim that the unexamined life is not worth living for people. Unlike other philosophers of his moment and ours, Socrates never wrote down anything but was dedicated to living merely and questioning those in his home town of Athens' daily views and shared opinions (Gower et al., 2018). At the age of 70, on allegations of hypocrisy and youth corruption, he was placed to death by his fellow people. His trials and allegations warranted as much therapy from historians and classicists as his philosophers' statements and techniques.
Do you agree with John Chafee when he calls Socrates one of the "models of mankind?"
           John Chafee regards Socrates as a model of mankind. He believes that Socrates is a remarkable individual who is worth to imitate. His primary concern was to assist people in developing reasoning abilities that would help leverage with daily life challenges. Socrates was firm and always abounded by his statutes. For instance, he did not honor Greek gods which were contrary to the expectations of the society. He believed in a single supreme God. Socrates never bragged of his wisdom. He was responsible for examining others and himself. I highly support John Chafee's insights and regard Socrates as a man of principle who is viable to imitate.
Concepts of the Socratic Method
Socrates was primarily worried about helping individuals acquire the reasoning skills needed to live a reasonable life. The Socratic Method is a way for your lights to seek truths. A Socratic dialog shows how distinct our views on ideas that we use every day can be. There are several phases in the Socratic Method (Slings, 2018). Dialog typically does not go directly through these phases as new insight acquired. The stages include:
· Wonder- Curiosity starts when our drive for intellectual exploration naturally leads to questions asked. A hypothesis arises out of wonder
· Thesis- The explanation is a speculative answer to the issue that arises from our curiosity.
· Elenchus- This is the method's primary technique. Elenchus is a type of cooperative argumentative dialog between people based on issues being asked and answered to encourage critical thinking and create thoughts and fundamental presumptions.
· Acceptance or revision of the assumption/hypothesis- If in the elenchus phase, the belief has resisted examination, then the opinion stands, and the next stage can start. Otherwise, to integrate what has learned above, a revised hypothesis is suggested. The elenchus starts with this fresh hypothesis.
· Acting appropriately- Participants now apply what they have learned. That may involve revising a faith earlier held, reflecting on the session, freshly questioning something, agreeing to meet again, or altering behavior.
Socratic Irony
Socrates was a renowned Greek philosopher who used to ask questions of inquiry (Gower et al., 2018). The irony is a declaration that implies its literal significance to be the precise opposite. Therefore, Socratic irony feigns ignorance to reveal the ignorance or inconsistency of statements produced by others or specifically by someone else. To lay more emphasis, when someone attracts the other individual, asks questions as if one is unaware of the subject matter. He then begins grilling the other individual about inconsistencies or logical premises (still pretending to use only the other person's expertise).
Summary of The Ring of Gyges and Plato's Insights
It starts with Glaucon's challenge-he wants Socrates to protect a just life, and he expects the defense to demonstrate that justice is inherently preferable to injustice. Glaucon is proposing to present a case of prejudice for the sake of argument. Glaucon asserts that the nature of people is unjust whenever a just person is given a ring making him invisible. According to Adeimantus, people value reputation moreover justice itself. Gyges' ring story bolsters both of their arguments because it informs us, individuals, behave justly out of fear of being discovered and punished. For a strong reputation, for instance, individuals behave justly for selfish purposes. Therefore, Plato argues out that no one voluntarily acts, and that justice is always self-interested. I agree with Plato's insights, as evident in the story. The modern society values personal interests over ethics. People will only act justly to gain something out of it.
Moral Arguments for God's Existence
Morality depends on pure practical reason, and the moral agent has to behave on the grounds of maxims which can be rationally supported as universal values. Ethical activities are therefore determined by the maxims (widely accepted) on which they are based, not by outcomes or implications (Johnston, 2016). All actions, however, including moral behavior, must be aimed at ends. The moral argument for God's existence relates to the statement that God is required to provide the presence of objective moral values and responsibilities with a consistent ontological foundation. 
Strengths and weaknesses of the Moral Argument
This reasoning is efficient because morality is something about which everyone feels profoundly and is a reliable witness to God's presence. Another power of this argument is the issue of evil. Skeptics often cite the subject of sin to demonstrate God's non-existence. It is often suggested that if there were an all-good, all-powerful God, it would not be evil. Unfortunately, the moral argument is sometimes used, and the skeptic erroneously believes that the arguer says that atheists and others who reject God cannot be moral.
Assessment of the Argument and Remarks
These arguments can be summarized. If God doesn't exist, there are no objective moral values and responsibilities. It means that there are actual moral values and responsibilities when God exists. Therefore God exists.
Cultural Relativism and Moral absolutism
Cultural relativism is the position that: each individual makes decisions that reflect their embodiment. It assumes that distinct cultures present differences in enculturation and these variations appear in different judgment patterns that are typical or "normal" for individuals in each culture (Oumlil & Joseph, 2017). In other words, human nature is consistent with many distinct cultural trends, and most individuals are compatible with prevailing social pressures. No values are guiding the formulation of sound decisions, and the value system of each culture is similarly valid. Moral absolutism argues that specific universal moral values can judge the actions of all peoples. Unlike cultural relativism, the challenge with moral absolutism is disagreements. Disagreements about which ethical principles are right and which are wrong. For instance, most people around the world are likely to accept the idea that we should treat others as we want to treat ourselves.
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