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Aristotle’s Function Argument

In this paper I will examine Aristotle’s function argument that resolves what
involves an explanation of
“eudaimonia” (happiness, flourishing, well being, etc.) consist in. The argument explairs how
achieve
people get a “good” life by the functional argument. [ will first present the function argument

v elearhy and then explain the reasons constitutes the argument and what this function argument
means to “eudaimonia” .
involves the claim that al
The function argument deseribes all the nature things have a functional nature in virtue of

which kinds of things they are. It can be explained that clothes can be determined as clothes

worn
because they can be weared by people, restaurants can be determined as restaurant because they
offer foods for guests, etc. Then the argument expounds further that the way to define what is a
“good” thing is to see whether it does its functional nature well or not (“good” clothes means that'

people feel the clothes’ functional nature is well, “good” restaurant means that guests feel the

foods that restaurant offers are delicious).

As the functional argument means above, all nature things have a functional nature.
However, how to define the functional nature if we cannot distinguish the different between
things? Dresses and pants’ functional nature are both “clothes”, so define their differences and
unique features is important because we can determine they are “good” or not when we know
their characteristics. Dresses are often for females to wear. Dresses can be “good” if they are
beautiful. Pants are suits for both females and males. Pants can be “good” if they are comfortable

or suitable for people to wear. Therefore, if we can make sure the nature things’ characteristics,



Richie Kim
Richie Kim: ? It's strange to say that people can achieve a good life by way of the argument itself.

Richie Kim
Richie Kim: No need to say this, just do it

Richie Kim
Richie Kim: ?

Richie Kim
Richie Kim: WC

Richie Kim
Richie Kim: Awkward, confusing. Rephrase.

Richie Kim
Richie Kim: Rephrase

Richie Kim
Richie Kim: Clothes and restaurants are not natural things though

Richie Kim
Richie Kim: A bit quick. Slow down and carefully explain

Richie Kim
Richie Kim: It is difficult to understand  the line of reasoning here

Richie Kim
Richie Kim: A bit misleading. What the function of a dress? And what is it to execute that function well?

Richie Kim
Richie Kim: ? WC. "specify"? "identify"?


we can determine their functional natures are good or not, so we can know the nature things are
“good” or not.

To consider about human, human’s functional nature is rationality and virtue because our
distinguish humanity are know from other things functions. Therefore, “good” human means

they can develop their functional nature well as the virtuous disposition (“good” states of

character, like honesty and courage about how treat others) and virtuous thoughts (like skills and
plans about how to do things efficiently) can be trained to acquire theoretical wisdom.
Theoretical wisdom is combined by the scientific knowledge (education ways that can teach a

person the good habit and moral excellence) and intuitive understanding (nature talents).

Through this argument, we can see “good” things can be defined by their distinguish
functional nature. So “good” human how to make a good life? Human doing “good” things is the
desirable for the sake of pleasure, honor, health and wealth. However, pleasure, honor, health
and wealth are not what Aristotle means the “eudaimonia” because these four characteristics are
still the things that people desire for the sake of a good life (people want to be healthy because it
promotes a good life, but it is not simply means a good life). Therefore, the way that “good”
human can achieve a good life is to combine the rationality and virtue well because exercising
virtuous character and virtuous thoughts completely is the “end” and “good” of the desire for the

sake of good life.
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Richie Kim
Richie Kim: Careful. A human's function is virtue? Not quite.

Richie Kim
Richie Kim: This is what must be rather carefully and slowly explained.

Richie Kim
Richie Kim: Feels thrown in.

Richie Kim
Richie Kim: We haven't seen a clear argument yet though. What are the steps/premises of the argument?

Richie Kim
Richie Kim: ? I'm not sure why this discussion is in here.

Richie Kim
Richie Kim: You're supposed to present and explain an objection to the function argument


