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Hobbes

@) Robert Nozick Anarchy Sate and Utopia China Socid Sciences Publishing
House 1999 p.11.
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If justice perishes then it is no longer
worthwhile for men to live upon the earth ” @

Judice as Fairness- A Restatement

® 1996 95
@ John RaMs Lectures on the Higtory of Moral Philosophy Harvard University Press 2000
p. 158.
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Pdlitical Liberalism
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A Theory of Judice

@ “ a Each person has the same indefeasible claim to a fully adequately scheme of equal
basic liberties which scheme is compatible with the same scheme of liberties for all and

Social and economic inequalities are to satisfy two conditions first they are to be attached to
offices and positions open to al under conditions of fair equality of opportunity and second they are
to be to the greatest benefit of the least - advantaged members of society the difference princi-
ple .” John RaMs Jugtice as Fairness Harvard University Press 2001 p.42 - 43.

@ "a Each person has an equal claim to a fully adequate scheme of equal basic rights and
liberties which scheme is compatible with the same scheme for all and in this scheme the equal po-
litical liberties and only those liberties are to be guaranteed their fair value.

b. Socia and economic inequalities are to satisfy two conditions first they are to be attached
to positions and offices open to al under conditions of fair equality of opportunity and second they
are to be to the greatest benefit of the least advantaged members of society.” John Rawls Pdlitical
Liberalism Codumbia University Press 1996 p.5 - 6.
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to everyone s
advantage’ “ open to al”

@ “ All socia values- liberty and opportunity income and wealth and the bases of self - re-
spect—are to be distributed equally unless an unequa distribution of any or al of these value isto
everyones advantage. " John RaMs A Theory of Justice Harvard University Press 1971 p. 62.

@ "First each person is to have an equal right to the most extensive basic liberty compatible
with a similar liberty for athers.

Second  socid and economic inequdities are to be arranged so that they are bath a  reasonably ex-

pected to be to everyones advantage and b attached to positions and offices gpen to dl.” p. 60.
® b “ "
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@ “ First Principle
Each person is to have an equal right to the most extensive total system of equal basic liberties
compatible with a similar system of liberty for all.
Second Principle
Social and Economic inequalities are to be arranged so that they are bath
a tothe grestest benefit of the least advantaged consistent with the just savings principle and
b attached to dffices and positions open to al under conditions of fair equality of opportunity.
First Priority Rule The Priority of Liberty
The principles of justice are to be ranked in lexical order and therefore liberty can be restricted
only for the sake of liberty. There are two cases
a aless extensive liberty must strengthen the total system of liberty shared by all
b aless than equal liberty must be acceptable to those with the lesser liberty.
Second Priarity Rule The Priority of Justice over Efficiency and Welfare
The second principle of justice is lexicaly priar to the principle of efficiency and to that of meximi-
zing the sum of advantages and fair opportunity is prior to the difference principle. There are two cases
a aninequaity of opportunity must enhance the gpportunities of those with the lesser gpportunity
b an excessive rate of saving must on balance mitigate the burden of those bearing this hard-
ship.” John RaMs A Theory of Justice Harvard University Press 1971 p. 302 - 302.
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primary goods
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primary goods
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@ Jean Hampton Does John Rawis have a Social Contract Devdopment and Main Qutlines
of Rawiss Theory of Judtice edited by Henry S. Richardson Garland Pubulishing Inc 1999 p.
116 - 117.
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The term " maximin" means the maximum minimorum and the rule di-
rects our attention to the worst that can happen under any proposed course
of action and to decide in the light of that. © “

K 1
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@O lbid. p.127.
@ John RaMs A Theory of Jugtice Harvard University Press 1971 p. 154.
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