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Questions:
1. On pages 3 & 4 Socrates and his accomplice Glaucon confront Polemarchus, Son of Cephaleus, and his friends. What is this exchange all about? 
The exchange between Socrates and Polemarchus is about justice and the benefits of being wealthy. 
What does it have to do with justice? 
The two were arguing about what it means to be just and how to achieve it. Polemarchus claimed that justice can be achieved through assisting a friend and harming one’s enemies. 
What does Polemarchus mean when he says “Well, do you see how many of us there are?”? And, what does he mean when he says “Well, then, either prove stronger than these men or stay here.”?
In the first quote, Polemarchus observes that they are leaving and he tries to inquire from Socrates if he is able to see how many they are and Socrates answered him that he does see how many they are. In the second quote, Polemarchus tries to convince Socrates and his friend to stay in the city. 
What is the significance of telling Socrates that if he tries to persuade them, “we won’t listen.”?
The refusal to listen is prominent among people because of the many reasons that explain why they cannot be persuaded. In the case of Socrates, he is compelled to acknowledge a new ideology that only those who know the truth are the stronger, contrary to what he believed before.  Socrates is compelled to remain in the city that also forces him to compel his compellers to listen to the dialogue on justice. 
2. What is Cephalus so concerned with making sacrifices? What does it say about him? What does this practice have to do with the main theme of the Republic, justice?
Cephalus was concerned with the debt he believes he owes the gods. Socrates and his friends were going to a festival of praising one of the Athenian goddesses. Socrates perceives Cephalus as an old man who feared living a free life. For Cephalus, everyone had a responsibility and obligation to make sacrifices to the gods. This shows that Cephalus is a believer; he believes that, as a man he owes the gods a debt. In their conversation with Socrates, they argue about owing a madman a weapon and whether it was right to give back that weapon to such a madman. Cephalus believed that since it was legally the madman’s property, it is his obligation to return the weapon. In such a case, he would have promoted justice. 
3. Discuss the definition of justice related to friends and enemies of Polemarchus? Justice is “doing good to friends and harm to enemies.” Do you agree or disagree with it, why or why not? (p. 8)
I do not agree with this definition because like Socrates pointed out in his objections to Polemarchus’ definition of justice, sometimes we may not who our friends are. Therefore, I believe that it would be impossible to determine who to harm or help going by this definition. 
4. Thrasymachus says justice is the “advantage of the stronger.” What does he mean? (pp. 13-17)
Thrasymachus’ definition of justice is mainly involved in the political sphere. Thrasymachus, in this definition, meant that those in power have the abilities to make policies that benefit their own interests; thus, justice beneficial to the stronger. The stronger in this case refers to the political leaders in power. 
5. Simonides the poet is quoted as saying that justice is giving “to each what is owed.” What does that mean? (p. 7)
Simonides’ quote is reflecting Polemarchus’ definition of justice and how the enemies are owed arm while friends are owed justice. In this regard, friends owe it to their friends to do well and never cause any harm to them, while enemies are owed harm. 
6. Why are there so many definitions of justice, rather than say one that all the characters might generally agree on?
There are many definitions of justice because every definition is influenced by each individual’s perception and attitudes towards the subject. Every character have a unique and different perception about what justice is and this influenced how they formed their basis of arguments. 
7. Since there are many definitions of justice given in Book I which one do you think is best and why?
From the definitions given in Book I, I don’t think any of them is best because they each have flows which make them inconclusive. For instance, Polemarchus’ definition that justice is helping friends while harming an enemy is inconclusive because it does not define who a friend or an enemy is. Thrasymachus’ definition, on the other hand, only gives the focus to those with power. I believe that justice is ensuring that everyone is able to benefit irrespective of their age, gender, race, or any parameter that can be used to define him. It is therefore important to consider the definitions and look keenly before making a conclusion. 
Book II: The Myth of Gyges
8. Explain the myth of the Ring of Gyges and precisely how Gyges uses the ring? (pp. 37-43)
The myth of the Ring of Gyges is a story that Glaucon uses to refute and object Socrates’ definition of justice. The story is about a shepherd, Gyges who found a ring which turned him invisible whenever he twisted it. Glaucon explains that Gyges used the ring to perpetrate injustices like seducing the queen and worked with her to plot to kill the king and takeover the kingdom for himself. 
9. If this myth is metaphorical or figurative, what is the meaning of this myth?
This myth can be both metaphorical and figurative because it explains a potential scenario that can happen in the society. The meaning of this myth is that justice has the same value to the ability to engage in wrongdoing. Glaucon used this myth to explain that people only do things because they have to; given a different circumstances like Gyges’ everyone would act selfishly and unjustly just like Gyges. a
10. Explain why, if someone has the Ring of Gyges, they should act justly?
Based on Utilitarian ethical principles, people must not do things that can cause harm to a great number of populations. People should do things that bring pleasure for the greatest number of people. In that case, someone with a mythical ring like Gyges should behave ethically because it will benefit the majority and not a few like self-interested Gyges. 



