
WHAT IS PRIMARY SUBJECT OF JUSTICE FOR RAWLS PHILOSOPHY

ESSAY

In fact, according to him, the primary subject of justice is the basis structure of society. His principle of social justice
justifies, and is justified by, liberal democracy.

The original position is a position where people are equal and are rational in order to make principles that they
live by fair. The gist of it is that the relevant principles of justice are publicly accepted by everyone and that
the basic social institutions are publicly known or believed with good reason to satisfy those principles. If any
set of institutions realizing a given set of principles were inherently unstable, that would suggest a need to
revise those principles. Rawls looks to fundamental ideas implicit, for example, in the design of the society's
government, in the constitutional list of individual rights, and in the historic decisions of important courts. In
the chapter which is titled "Of Property" Locke makes significant points about private property. Rawls
believes that this principle would be a rational choice for the representatives in the original position for the
following reason: Each member of society has an equal claim on their society's goods. While the parties do not
know what those conceptions of the good are, they do care about whether the persons they represent can
pursue and revise them. Okin, Susan. The Motivations of the Parties to the Original Position The parties in the
hypothetical OP are to choose on behalf of persons in society, for whom they are, in effect, trustees.
Individuals were to use their imagination and pretend that they were born into different lives, for example, if
their mother was a single parent that worked two jobs just to put food on the table vs. The first principle
accords these rights and liberties to all citizens equally. Daniels  This "veil" is one that essentially blinds
people to all facts about themselves so they cannot tailor principles to their own advantage: " His family was
of comfortable means, yet during his youth, two tragic things happened to him. This right of the human person
to religious freedom is to be recognized in the constitutional law whereby society is governed and thus it is to
become a civil right. Hope is indeed the leitmotif of PL. Even this revised account of civility remains highly
debatable. Rawls instead defines the parties as having a determinate set of motivations. TJ at secs. Allowed by
these simplifying assumptions to focus only on the least well off representative persons, the Difference
Principle thus holds that social rules allowing for inequalities in income and wealth are acceptable just in case
those who are least well off under those rules are better off than the least-well-off representative persons under
any alternative sets of social rules. Rawls studied at Princeton, where he was influenced by Wittgenstein's
student Norman Malcolm; and at Oxford, where he worked with H. He must find and describe ways of
advocating this view that are compatible with his full, late recognition of the fact of reasonable pluralism. A
first agreement should be attained among liberal-democratic societies on a few political and social issues such
as human rights. Freedom is preserved by allowing individuals to pursue their reasonable conceptions of the
good, whatever they may be, within those constitutional constraints. The set-up of the OP suggests the
following, informal argument for the difference principle: because equality is an ideal fundamentally relevant
to the idea of fair cooperation, the OP situates the parties symmetrically and deprives them of information that
could distinguish them or allow one to gain bargaining advantage over another. This entry reflects Rawls's
final statement of his views on justice as fairness, as well as on political liberalism and on the law of peoples.
Rawls first set out justice as fairness in systematic detail in his book, A Theory of Justice. The form of a
society's basic structure will have profound effects on the lives of citizens. With this departure from Harsanyi
in mind, we may finally explain why the parties in the OP will prefer the principles of Justice as Fairness,
including the Difference Principle, to average utilitarianism.


