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One of the questions I would ask Plato would be “his stance on the use of natural law or positive law to enhance justice?” The two are moral theories that are applied to enhance justice within the society. There are two rival views in law about what is right in relation to morality and justice. These are natural law and legal positivism theories According to Plato, natural law can be described as a theory in philosophy and ethics that usually discusses about how human beings possess intrinsic values that usually govern their behavior and reasoning. Usually, natural law usually maintains the idea of right and wrong as inherent trusts in people that have not been create by court judges or even the society. On the other hand, positive law theories usually manmade and aimed at protecting the rights of individuals who have been governed and possess civil disputes while maintaining law and order in the society. Consequently, there are major similarities and differences between the natural and positive law. Generally, natural law is universal and usually applies to everyone in the society (Hochstrasser, 2017). 
The first major difference of the two theories is that natural law is eternal, reasonable, and God given rules and principles that must be followed in order to attain justice. Most of the natural principles can be termed as rightful actions because they serve the society by implementing the laws of God. On the other hand, the positive laws are made by the people but those laws can always change over time. This is due to the nature that these laws have on the people. While the natural laws could be applied to all human beings irrespective of their state, their authority, location and even jurisdiction. However, the positive laws are made for specific states and jurisdiction and can always vary from place to place and from one time to another (Hochstrasser, 2017). 
According to Plato, positivism model is based on the essential fact that whatever is decreed by the authority should be considered as law. This even includes realists and also positivists who decree these set of laws and authorities. On the other hand, the naturalist school of thought believes that their laws of moral order and governments have the duty to maintain such laws. The positivist laws are those laws that have been established in the books.  The main challenge with the positivist laws is that the unrestrained authorities can always abuse the laws or even use them to their advantages (Hochstrasser, 2017). 
The natural law usually aims at maintaining the rules of right and also wrongness in the society that are basically inherent to the people. However, the positive law usually maintains the statutes and laws created by the court judges and society. Natural law has been considered as constant over time and can even be traced back from the times of Aristotle and Plato. However, the concepts of positive law usually change with time due to different situations that occur over time. Positive law also changes based on the constitutions, which are often changed by the people who usually change the culture and the customs (Helmholz, 2015). 
To sum it up, both natural laws and also the positive laws should be focused on the promotion of social justice and also shaping moral standards in the society. These laws help to facilitate plans to improve orderly behavior in any given society. 
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