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                                                          Justice and society
Compare Plato's ideal society to Aristotle's. Which do you prefer? Would you mix elements of both to achieve something superior? 
         Plato's ideal society was one where people lived harmoniously, without fear of violence or possession of material wealth. He believed that a good society would only happen when 'political power and philosophy meet together' while Aristotle believes an ideal society is an association of free men and he finds that some classes in the society should be denied participation because they are not worthy. This version of democracy is known as 'polity' where political control is exercised by the mass population in the common interest which addresses the issue of ethics and morality more than politics today. an ideal state depends on whether its specific form of government maintains its legitimacy by serving a good life for the people. I prefer Aristotle's beliefs because of their practicality more than Plato's. Plato's idea is more of an imagination than reality. When the two beliefs are mixed then an all-around society is achieved. A good government and harmonious life without fear of violence and material possession quarrels then the society will surely prosper.

Please provide a brief summary of distributive justice, then apply the concept to public schools in society. (Rawls
          Distributive justice as defined by Armstrong is the ways that the benefits and burdens of our lives are shared between members of a community. Its principles inform of how the burdens and benefits should be shared and or distributed. Factors that are considered in determining how goods are contributed include; equality, right, and need. Distributive justice is mainly concerned with the fair allocation and distribution of resources among the diverse members of society. The total amount of goods distributed, the procedure used in distribution, and the pattern of distribution are what fair allocation accounts for. Since most public schools are crowded with students who are mostly from poor backgrounds. The fast factor that will influence resource allocation is need. Then the second one is that they have the right to access these resources. Equality may be difficult to achieve between city and neighborhood schools. As long as the first two factors are considered the resources will surely reach all the schools.

To live in a society, we need to surrender certain liberties -- ex. have to follow laws. Can this go too far? Does this not go far enough? Please reflect (you may want to refer to Hobbes or others)
         According to Hobbes, the subjects consent to obey those who have effective power over them, whether the subject has a choice in who holds power or not. Because they consent, they, therefore, must obey the sovereign whether the sovereignty is instituted or acquired. If people lived without a government or laws to guide them, everyone will be naturally equal and independent which would lead to war because of the restless desire for power. Therefore, to escape this people will have to surrender their independence to obey a sovereign power that will hold the authority to make and enforce laws. Locke differs from Hobbes, according to him the free and equal individuals in the state of nature establish a government as a way of overcoming the 'inconveniences' of the state. Generally, if only explicit statements of commitments are what count as genuine consent, then only a few people have consented to obey the laws of their nations. Surrendering certain liberties goes too far because many people would not be willing to let go of their lifestyles in the name of obeying the government.

Pick a specific topic within the themes of race, gender, policing, or the prison system. Explore the specific topic with the perspective of two philosophers who we studied. For a guide, use 2-3 sentences to introduce the topic, 3-5 per philosopher, and 1-3 to wrap up your ideas. 

         Race is defined as a category of humans that share distinctive physical features. Race signifies the division of humanity into groups based on geographic origin, skin color, eye color, hair texture, and perhaps intelligence. According to Plato people are divided in ways that resemble racial classifications observing the distinctions and subscribing to ethnic stereotypes about such groups. He holds that the capacity for virtue only belongs to certain ethnicities. Du Bois divides the concept of race into two; the biological concept that categorizes groups of people based on various physical similarities and the sociohistorical concept of race that holds shared group experience, cumulative historical and social conditions. From the discussion above we can conclude that one's race is not only determined by biological factors but also by geographical origin and social and historical conditions.
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