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Throughout “The Republic”, Plato submerges the readers through a path of contrivance towards the concept of justice. Although, the concept is never explicitly defined within the text, the discussion between Socrates and the rest of the parts, allows us to reconstruct the concept while analyzing aspects of the human condition.  All through Books I to V, the hunt of defining justice undergoes several interpretations that ended up being questioned by the inquisitive Socrates. From Cephalus, an epitome of wealth, his depiction of justice endorses the standards of wealth along the tribulations of its inherited privileges. For him, wealth is isolated prominently for “decent” people, as he states that, “the decent man, would not bear with poverty very easily, nor would the one who is not decent sort of ever be content with himself even If he was wealthy” (330a). Wealth when inherited, creates a feeling of detachment that according to Socrates is an instinct that prevails within those who did not make the money themselves (330c). As an aspect of the human condition, being affluent brings along certain benefits and entitlements that break the purpose of justice. If justice for Plato is to “establish the parts of the body in a relation of mastering, and being mastered by, one another that is according to nature” (444 d) meaning that justice is balance, is knowing how to control different natural aspects with the body; and if wealth “produces luxury, idleness and innovation” (422 a) then we can argue not only that the wealthy feels entitled to certain notions of decency that categorize them as just, but that wealth also impedes a man from being just due to his incapability of finding a joint basis between having the financial means and knowing how to use those means without feeling that they are better than the others. 
To start with, Cephalus considers that decency is a virtue of a wealthy man (330a). By saying this, he implies that being decent is correlated to being rich, therefore being decent entails justice. This triad apprehended by Cephalus when applied to modern life brings out an inconsistency towards the accomplishment of justice. If we take into consideration contemporary politicians, in this case I will refer to south American politicians since it is a topic that I can relate too since I grew up there. So, South American politicians, are constantly characterized for being corrupted. Because most of them grew up without money in big quantities. When they are given such big amounts of money—money from tax payers destined to better life in the cities—they become so attached to it that they seek for more. While doing this, they would step over any person, group of person, community that comes in the way of them acquiring what they need, like this depriving the ordinary citizen from basic rights. So, it goes like this, a well-known politician takes more money than he deserves without meeting the needs of the population, however, he distinct himself from such population with the idea that he is in that position because his abilities are better than the rest of the people. It is inferred that money gives the option to men to not lie or cheat (331b), yet we know that this is not entirely correct. It is clear that ambitiousness is a natural state of the human condition, and wanting more is always at stake, however, there is no decency in infringing people’s rights by taking away their money and depriving them of the benefits of being active members of a society. This disequilibration, complicates Plato’s attempt to conceptualize justice because it shows that justice is not realizable when wealth is involved. If it is a matter of balance as Plato says, then we would not have justice when wealth is involved. In this case, money serves as a barrier between that facilitates injustice by disregarding it as a mean of justice. To further explain, a decent man who claims to be just, would commit unjust acts under the validation that those acts he committed were sustained on the statement that he holds certain correctness that allows him to get away with whatever he needs to do, hence the unbalance of wealth and justice.  
Moreover, the desire of wanting more money interferes with how we appraise people. Ademantus refers to how poets “are ready and willing to call happy and to honor bad men who have wealth or some other power to dishonor and overlook those who happen in some way to be weak or poor” (364a) which is a clear example of how even to this day, we tend to perceive people who has a lot of money as higher standardized members of society. On a community level, society depicts wealthy people as being particularly virtuous and capable of doing better and much more things for the city or the community they belong to. Therefore, as members of such community we are enlighten by the aforesaid virtues that we allow such individuals to look us down as if they were more just than us. The fact that we think that a person full of wealth would act on better just ways opposes to Plato’s attempt to conceptualize justice, given the fact that we lack moral thinking to decide whether their actions are justified or not. Ademantus also says that the poets refer as to how “the unjust is for the most part most profitable than the just” (364a) which undermines Plato’s search for justice. If being unjust results in gaining more money, then all that decency of the just and wealth men mentioned before develops into tyranny. If we talk about politicians that use their power to gain more popularity and votes by giving money to people, are they helping such people or are they jeopardizing the idea of free democracy? Is it just to manipulate people through the idea of offering them some help? Certainly, helping people could be considering a just act, but when politicians use their hierarchy to pretend they are doing good in society and people believe that, then being unjust becomes profitable. Taking advantage of people only turns out to be an easy way to gain power. 
Whether justice is realizable by the standards of Plato is bound to be determined. Wealth increases the chances to gain a particular reputation but it also influences men to be more unjust. If there is no balance between money and actions then decency plays no part in being a reputable man. Wealth corrupts men into thinking that they’re better than the others and leads them to act selfishly by committing unjust acts which they learn to justify by their status. If a man is incapable to manage his wealth, then he is going to be incapable of being just, making justice unrealizable. However, whether a man can desire wealth and be just is questionable. Looking at real life examples, for the most part, rich men often turn to justice when it is favorable to them or when they gain something out of it. Looking at how Pablo Escobar, former king of narcotrafficking, made the Forbes richest men list in the late 80s, while building an empire surrounding cocaine production and distribution in south America, serves as a good example of the unbalance between wealth and justice. He went from being poor to being one of the richest men alive in a matter of years gaining the respect from the people in the country. People in Medellin, Colombia loved him, and although he committed some really disturbing acts, the fact that he was a wealthy powerful man who helped people made him believe that he was decent enough to be respected and praised. Like this, he became a politician, a charismatic one, and was constantly compared to Robin Hood because of his engagement to help people in the city. He claimed to give back to people what they have been stopped from getting while stepping over everyone who represented an obstacle for him. Nevertheless, he justified killing, torturing, kidnapping people on the idea that he was helping the poor. However, the drug he produced contributed to the deaths of millions of people as well. He is a clear example of how wealth and justice do not fit well together, although he tried to be just and do the right thing, his desire of wealth compromised his decision to do the right things. Like this we are able to see how Plato’s definition of justice is not attainable when played along together the terms of wealth and even if it is desirable, there is a strong misconnection between the both that impedes justice to succeed. 
	To conclude, due to the natural condition of human beings of always wanting to have more, and be more powerful, wealth represents a barrier to Plato’s attempt of defining justice. Through the dialogue Socrates maintains with distinct individuals, we could explore the different positions that were taken towards justice and like this, we could assume that justice for Plato represents balance. If justice is such balance then someone who is wealthy needs to have the qualities to maintain the balance to be a just person, and throughout this essay I have demonstrated that such thing is not possible. Wealth gives us, human beings, an entitlement that makes us feel as if we are better than the others. That attitude combined with ambition creates a disturbance in the practice of justice that restrains people of doing what they are supposed to do. Thus, justice is not attainable when linked with wealth. 
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