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JOHNRAWL’STHEORYOFJUSTICE

FIRSTPRINCIPLE:Inthisprinciple,“eachpersonistohaveequalclaim toaschemeof

basicrightsandlibertiesthatisthemaximum consistentwiththesameschemeforall”.

Thebasicrightsandlibertiesofdemocraticcitizenship,suchastherighttovote;the

righttorunforofficeinfreeelections;freedom ofspeech,assembly,andreligion;the

righttoafairtrial;and,moregenerally,therighttotheruleoflaw.Theselibertiesareall

requiredtobeequalbythefirstprinciple,sincecitizensofajustsocietyaretohavethe

samebasicrights.

SECOND PRINCIPLE:DISTRIBUTIVE ECONOMIC JUSTICE:“Socialand economic

inequalitiesaretobearrangedsothattheyareboth:

(a)Tothegreatestbenefitoftheleastadvantaged,consistentwiththe

justsavingsprinciple,and

(b)Attachedtoofficesandpositionsopentoallunderconditionsof

fairequalityofopportunity”.

Part“a”ofthesecondprincipleisreferredtoasthedifferenceprinciplewhilepart“b”is

referredtoastheequalopportunityprinciple.Partaprinciplerequiresthatanyunequal

distributionofsocialoreconomicgoodsi.e.wealth,mustbesuchthattheleast

membersofsocietywouldbebetteroffunderthatdistributionthantheywouldbeunder

anydistributionconsistentwithprinciple1,includinganequaldistribution.(Aslightly

unequaldistributionmightbenefittheleastadvantagedbyencouraginggreateroverall

productivity.)

Thesecondidealismeritocracy,understoodinaverydemandingway.Accordingto

Rawls,fairequalityofopportunityobtainsinasocietyofopportunityobtainsinasociety

whenallpersonswiththesamenativetalent(geneticinheritance)andthesamedegree

ofambitionhavethesameprospectsforallsuccessinallcompletionsforpositions

thatconferspecialeconomicandsocialadvantages

THEORIGINALPOSITION

Rawlsbelongstothesocialcontracttradition,althoughhetakesadifferentview

from thatofprevious thinkers.Specifically,Rawls develops whathe claims are

principlesofjusticethroughtheuseofanartificialdevicehecallstheOriginalposition;



inwhich,everyonedecidesprinciplesofjusticefrom behindaveilofignorance.This

"veil"isonethatessentiallyblindspeopletoallfactsaboutthemselvessotheycannot

tailorprinciplestotheirownadvantage:

"...nooneknowshisplaceinsociety,hisclasspositionorsocialstatus,nordoes

anyoneknow hisfortuneinthedistributionofnaturalassetsandabilities,his

intelligence,strength,andthelike.Ishallevenassumethatthepartiesdonot

know theirconceptionsofthegoodortheirspecialpsychologicalpropensities.

Theprinciplesofjusticearechosenbehindaveilofignorance."

AccordingtoRawls,ignoranceofthesedetailsaboutoneselfwillleadtoprinciples

thatarefairtoall.Ifanindividualdoesnotknow how hewillendupinhisown

conceivedsociety,heislikelynotgoingtoprivilegeanyoneclassofpeople,butrather

developaschemeofjusticethattreatsallfairly.Inparticular,Rawlsclaimsthatthosein

theOriginalPositionwouldalladoptamaximinstrategywhichwouldmaximizethe

prospectsoftheleastwell-off.

"Theyaretheprinciplesthatrationalandfreepersonsconcernedtofurthertheir

owninterestswouldacceptinaninitialpositionofequalityasdefiningthe

fundamentalsofthetermsoftheirassociation."

RawlsbaseshisOriginalPositionona"thintheoryofthegood"whichhesays

"explainstherationalityunderlyingchoiceofprinciplesintheOriginalPosition".The

agreementthatstemsfrom theoriginalpositionisbothhypotheticalandahistorical.It

ishypotheticalinthesensethattheprinciplestobederivedarewhatthepartieswould,

undercertainlegitimatingconditions,agreeto,notwhattheyhaveagreedto.Rawls

seekstouseanargumentthattheprinciplesofjusticearewhatwouldbeagreedupon

ifpeoplewereinthehypotheticalsituationoftheoriginalpositionandthatthose

principleshavemoralweightasaresultofthat.Itisahistoricalinthesensethatitisnot

supposedthattheagreementhaseverbeen,orindeedcouldeverhavebeen,derivedin

therealworldoutsideofcarefullylimitedexperimentalexercises.

JOHNRAWL’SIDEAOFJUSTICE

Theoriginalpositionistheappropriateinitialstatusquowhichinsuresthatthe

fundamentalagreementsreachedinitarefair.Thisfactyieldsthename“justiceas

fairness”.Itisitclearthen,thatoneconceptionofjusticeismorereasonablethan

another,orjustifiablewithrespecttoit,ifrationalpersonsintheinitialsituationwould

chooseitsprinciplesoverthoseoftheotherfortheroleofjustice.Conceptionofjustice

aretoberankedbytheiracceptabilitytopersonssocircumstanced.Understoodinthis

waythequestionofjustificationissettledbyworkingoutaproblem ofdeliberation:we



havetoascertainwhichprinciplesitwouldberationaltoadoptgiventhecontractual

situation.Thisconnectsthetheoryofrationalchoicewiththetheoryofjustice.


