1. A positive right is a right in which its observers (often government) have to give the rights holders something for example unemployment aid. A negative right is a right in which the rights holder only has a right to non-interference for example freedom of speech. Absolute rights are those that can never justifiably be overridden for example, freedom of through, conscience and religion. Prima Facie rights are rights are contingent rights that you are presumed to have but which for various reasons might not, all other things being equal, for example denial of right to vote for a felon.

2. Utilitarians place a very limited value in rights. They do not believe in absolute rights at all and that rights exist just because they contribute toward the greatest good. That means all rights are dependent on this. Kantians however feel that people have absolute rights in virtue of their persons meaning because of their reason thus having moral duties to fulfill. They see rights as opposite of the duties we have as moral agents. Utilitarians have the better position because it seeks to achieve the greatest good for society.

3. The key elements of human nature are things like reason, feelings, self-awareness, autonomy, communication abilities and even the human DNA. Absolute rights are the rights needed for these to be preserved. Some examples of absolute rights are freedom of conscience, thought and religion, and the protection from inhuman treatment like torture and slavery.

4. I feel that the most important right in the United Nations Declaration on Human Rights is the right to life and to live in freedom and safety. Human life is the most precious thing on earth therefore must be preserved, and given safety and freedom. One that I don’t quite agree with is everyone accused of a crime has the right to be considered innocent until they have fairly been proven to be guilty. This is because in some cases, the evidence is clear like in the case of George Floyd which took too long for his murdered to be declared guilty in a court of law.

5. Plato describes justice as the harmony between the state and the individual. He says that to achieve this, both the society and the individual should be in a balance, the will or reason of an individual working together with the administration, police, merchants and others of a society. Plato says that without a just society, individuals would be unjust because society will corrupt them, and vice versa. We actually do live in a just society. The rights provided by the government create this balance between the individual and the state which Plato talks about.

6. Distributive justice is concerned with the fair allocation of resources among the members of a nation. It focuses on issues such as the total amount of resources to be distributed, the procedures used in distribution and the resulting pattern of distribution.

7. Justice equals fairness, therefore John Rawls stated that we need to think about society in an unbiased way. To do that, we should ask ‘if I were to design a society from scratch, and I knew nothing about its location, what kind of rules would I put in place to make it fair?’. Rawls argues that under those conditions, we would neither be utilitarian nor libertarian. He describes two basic principles on building a just society. The first is the equality principle where everyone has the same basic equal rights. The second is the difference principle where difference in equal treatment can be justified depending on working positions that one has worked towards and people who are worse off (for example, the poor).

8. he Egalitarian approach to distributive justice says that resources should be divided as equally as possible. The Utilitarian approach to distributive justice says that resources should be used where they will produce the most good. The Libertarian approach claims that resources should go to the highest bidder. I feel like the Egalitarian approach is the strongest because it seeks equality for everyone therefore no discrimination would take place.

9. In the United States today, the lowest 90% get 22.9% of the total wealth, the top 10% get 77.1%, the top 5% get 65.1% and the top 1% get 38.6% of it. The inequality of wealth and income in the U.S. is justifiable because resources and wealth are not distributed fairly. In fact, the wealth gap between the richest and poorest families has doubled since 1989. This inequality makes it an unjust society. According to the Egalitarian theory, resources should be divided up as equally as possible and that is not the case in the United States.

10. The just war theory says when it is just to go to war and what you can justifiably do while at war. It states that war cannot be started unless there is a justifiable cause and there must be principles governing soldiers’ and commanders’ conduct while planning and carrying out war. The ‘War on Terror’ engage by the United States are considered ‘just’ because the organizations and regimes we are going against are terrorist, which use force and violence to intimidate government and citizens to further their objectives.

