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One of the commonly used phrases in the modern day is 'the end justifies the mean,' meaning that the result of an action can be used to judge how the action was conducted in the first place. This is the fundamental basis for the utilitarian approach to moral evaluation. The concept of utilitarianism was introduced by Jeremy Bentham, a legal reformer living in England in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, and purposed to provide a framework for enacting laws in England (Fieser & Dowden, 2016). He believed that the most effective policy translated in maximum net benefits for the public after considering the possible negatives. As a form of consequentialism, utilitarianism determines the justifications of action based on weighing the action's benefits and adverse impacts (Santa Clara University, 2016). Therefore, at its most basic foundation, something is considered moral if it results in the most good and affects the greatest number of people (Abumere, 2019). The concept of utilitarianism is founded on normative ethics. Human actions are graded through economic analysis, where the morality of actions is graded based on the actions that make people the happiest. The fundamental basis of the utilitarian approach to moral evaluation has raised significant concerns as scholars venture into analyzing the concept's morality. Therefore, to determine the morality of utilitarianism as an approach to moral evaluation, it is essential to consider the positive and negative features of the approach (Abumere, 2019). 
The Positives of the Utilitarian Approach
The utilitarian approach to moral evaluation is founded on the most straightforward method for deciding what is right and wrong. Therefore, the approach is associated with numerous positive impacts in determining the morality of decisions. One of the most common positivity for adopting the utilitarian approach is that it is designed to achieve the greatest good (Usher, 2016). Utilitarian’s concern is achieving the maximum utility in terms of good and for the maximum population count. The principle of utility, as applied in utilitarianism, is that morally upright actions should produce maximum good, while any action that leads to the loss of this maximum good is, therefore, considered as being morally wrong (Abumere, 2019). Additionally, the utilitarian approach has been credited for being founded on the basics of democracy, in the sense that the majority take the day. 
For the approach, as long as the majorities benefit or are happy with the action, it is deemed morally right, regardless of what other moral theories think about the action (Usher, 2016). For instance, if robbers steal money from a bank and use the money to help a significant number of socially disadvantaged individuals, then the action is considered to be morally upright. Furthermore, the theory is praised for gauging actions based on set objectives based on the results of these actions (Abumere, 2019). Therefore, it means that our actions' positive and negative aspects are measurable or quantifiable, and these quantities form the basis for deciding whether these actions are morally upright or wrong. Finally, the utilitarian approach, which focuses on increasing happiness and reducing harm, is universal, meaning that it can be applied to various cultures. Therefore, the concept of utilitarianism can be adopted in any setting and any situation regardless of the geographic location or cultural diversity (Usher, 2016). 
The Negatives of the Utilitarian Approach
Alternatively, present-day scholars continue to debate over the effectiveness of utilitarianism concepts, a majority of them identifying various weaknesses of the approach to moral evaluation. One of the most significant shortcomings of this approach is that the intrinsic worth of human interactions and decision-making cannot be founded solely on the virtue of happiness (Usher, 2016). The ethicality of an action should consider additional intrinsic virtues like love, the quality of life, and freedom, which are also used to characterize human interactions. The approach disregards additional features like motivation and goodwill, significantly contributing to achieving happiness for the general population. Furthermore, the approach has been discredited based on the unpredictability of the results of common human actions (Hennig & Hütter, 2020). In the real world, it is challenging, if not practically impossible, to predict the consequences of an action. Therefore, individuals may praise an action thinking its results will produce positive results only for the results to be the opposite of what is expected (Hennig & Hütter, 2020). 
Furthermore, the virtues that utilitarianism is founded on are generally immeasurable. It isn't easy to measure the amount of happiness that individuals experience or compare the happiness obtained from one action compared to that obtained another activity (Hennig & Hütter, 2020). Therefore, it means that the concept has no standard measure for the virtues on which the concept is founded. Finally, the belief that the majority is always right, which forms the foundation of the concept, is considered to be highly misguided. In most instances, the minority's rights are violated to fulfill the requirements of the approach to moral evaluation (Usher, 2016). For example, during the holocaust witnessed during World War II, the Jews, who were the minority, were massacred by the Nazis, the majority group.
Conclusion
All in all, it is apparent that the utilitarian approach to moral evaluation is founded on the Act and Rule approaches, where the morality of actions is founded on the effects of individual actions and the type of action (Fieser & Dowden, 2016). From a personal perspective, the utilitarianism concept overlooks numerous essential factors in conducting a moral evaluation. Additionally, the numerous shortcomings and weaknesses of the approach make it highly ineffective, especially in the contemporary world (Abumere, 2019). Therefore, I believe it is not an effective approach to adopt. Where adopted, then it should be complemented with other approaches such as deontology that stresses the ethical duties and obligations of individuals in ensuring morality (Abumere, 2019). 
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