fiesy s we maively undorstand what love means evert Il woe canunol explato all 11s
iiferenl shades ol meanirig, wi also hime @k dntuive imderstanding of Jusiice even
Lhough we may o be abie (o defione 1L precisely. 1o hal sense Justice 1s a lol ke Iove
I adduton. bolly love and pestice evole passionale respoises iom Lhelr advocalos

And aswith Tove, nio one hales jusice, overvaie wanls jusioe fior oneseIl and (o som

extent for ollers also, Bul unlike love, which 18 an aspocl o our relatsnships with o
fewr people whom wie koow well jusiice conecerns our e 0 socelely, e way mwhich

pluble e 15 ardered and e prnciples decording o owliely soeisl poods and sl

dulles are distribated among diferent megibers of Soctely. A sach, gquesiicns of
pslor wre of coniral anporienee for poliblics
After patitg Lhpoogh Lhis ehiagiter yon should e slie o
& Idennly someol the prinoples of Justice witoh Dave beon put forward 16 differen
encleliive g sl differeril periods of W
= Explain whal s meant by distmibatiee justce
o [DNsouss John Rawls arodment thiat a [ and just soctety waottld Bedn! the inleresl

ol all members and could be defended o ratons] provmeds
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4.1 Waar 1s JusTice?

All cultures and tradilions have grappled with questions of justice
although they may have interpreted Lhie concept in different ways.,
For instance, In ancient Indian society, Justiod was associated with
dharma and maintaining dharma or a just soctal order. was
constdered to be a primary duty of kings. In China, Confucius, the
famous plillosaplier arpued hal kings should matitain justice by
puntshitng wrong docrs and ewanding the virtuons, In fhurth century
B.C. Athens (Greece), Plato discussed 1ssues of justice 1 his book
The Republtc. Through # long dialogue between Socrales and his
young friends, Glaucon and Adetmantus, Plato examined why we
shiould be concerned about justice. The young people ask Socrales
why we shoiild be jusi. They aobséve Lhal peaple who were unjust

“They say that to de
. justice s, by nature.
good: (o suffer injustice,
evil: but thal the evil s

greater thnn tho good: And
o whctn men luve bothy

done  nnd :!_ui‘,l'gmd

dmjustige amd have b
cxpericnce al bath, ﬂt
etngg shie to avaid tfic ona

and ohint the pther, they

think that they hmi
better  agree armpn;
,thummm-s 'uh. have
.ntllhlir henge there

arlse laws m gl

nmun!al" il thal
tﬁgﬁ:ﬂl y lw
by them hlfﬁ-ll-

and juﬂ:‘

[GLumr: o ﬁit.'ﬂiﬂﬂ n

seemed (o be midch better off than those whe
were just. Those who twisted miles to serve thetr
inlerests, avolded paying taxes and were willing
o e and be deceiful. were often more successful
than those who were truthfil and justl. If cne
were sinart enough (o aveld being caught then
1t would seem that betng unjust 1s better than
being just. You may have heard people
expressing similar sentimenis even today.

Socrates reminds these voung people that
If everyone were Lo be unjust. If everyone
manipulated nules 1o sull thelr own Inlerests,
no one could be sure of benelttmg from injustice.
Nobody would be secure and this was likely Lo
harm all of them. Henee, 1L 1s 11 our own long-
Lermt lniterest Lo obey the laws dand be jusl
Socrales clanfied thal we need (o undersiand
clearly what Justice means in order to figure
oul why it 1s important to be just. He explasined
that justice does not only mean dotng good o
our Mends and harm o our eneniles, or
pursuing our own Interesis, Justee lnvolves the
well-betng of all prople. Jusl as a doctor 15
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concerned with (the well-betng of hits /her pattents, simtlarly the just
ritler or the Just government must be concerned with (he well-being
of the people. Ensuring the well-being of the people tincludes giving
carch person his due.

The tdea that justice Involves givirig each person his due continues
to be an imporiant part of our present day understanding ol justice.
However, our understanding of wiat 1s due (o a person has changed
from the ttme of Plato. Today, our understanding of whal 1s just 1s
vlosely linked to ourunderstanding of what is due (o each person as
a human being. According to the German philosopher Immanmucl
Kant. human beings possess digntty. If all persons are granted dignity
then what s due (o each of them is (hat they have the opportunity (o
develup thetr talents and pursue thetr chosen goals. Justice requires
that we give due and equal constderatton (o alltndividuals,

Equal Treatment for Equals

Althongh there might be broad agreement n modern soclely aboult
the equal Imporiance of 2il people, U is nol a stimple matter to dectde
how o gtve cach person his/her due. A number of different principles
have been put forward m this regard, One of the principles 1s the
principle of treating equals equally, It 1s considered that all individuals
share certaln characteristics as humun beings. Therefore thev deserve
expueal riphils and equal treatment. Some of the imporiant righits winch
are granted in most Uheral demooracies today include oivil aghits
stich as tw rights of Le, ltherty and property. political rights like the
righi tovote, which enable people (o participate tnpolitical processes.
and certatn soctal rights which wonld mchade the rght to.enjoy equal
opportuniies with other members of the soctety.

Apart [rom egual Mghis, Ue principle of reating equals equally
wotlld require (that people should not be discriminated against on
gronmnds of class, casle, race or gender. They should be judeed on
the basts of thelr work and actions and not on the basis of the
group to which they belong. Therefore, i two persans from different
castes perform the same kimd of work. whether 1t be breaking stones
or deltvering Plezas, they should reoetve the same Kind of reward, If
a person gets one hundred rapees for some work and another recetves
only seventy five rupees [or the same work hecause they belong to
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differenl castes, then it would be unfatr or unfust. Stmilarly, if a male
teacher In a school gets & higher salary than a female teacher, then
this difference would :also be unjustfiabie and wrong.

Proportionate Justice

However, equal freatment 1s ot the only principle of justice, There
could be cireumstances in which we might feel (hat (reating
everybody equally would be unjust. How, for tnstance, would you
react I 1t was dectded in your school that all those who did an exam
shiould gel egual marks hecause they are all students of the same
school and did the sanie exam? Here you might think it would be
mare fatr iF studenis were awarded marks according (o the quality
of theétr answer papers and also, possibly, the degree of effort they
had put . In otherwords, provided everybody starts from the same
base line of equal rights, justics in such cases wotilld mean rewanding
people tn proportion Lo the scale and quality of thetr effort. Moest
people would agree Uhat allthongh people should gt the sarne reward
for the same work. ‘1l would be fatr and just (o reward different
kinds of work differently if we take Into account factors such as the
elfort required. the skills required, the possible dangers mvolved in
that work. and so on. If we use these criteria we may find that
certatn kinids ol workers In our soctely are not patd a wage which
Likes such factors suffictently tnlo account. For instance, miners,
skilled craftsmen, or people (n sometmes dangsrous bul soctally
useful professians Uke pollcemen, may nol always gel a reward
which s just tf we comspare 11 (o what some others in soctety may be
eaming. Forjustice in society, the principle of equal reatment needs
Lo be bélanced willl the principle of proportlonality.

Recognltion of Speclal Needs

A third principle of jusiice which we recogiise Is for a soctety (o take
Into account spectal needs of people while distnbuting rewards or
duttes. This would be constdered a way of promoung social justice.
I terms ol Lhelr basie status anid rights as members of the soclely
justice mav require Lthal people be Wreated equally. But even non-
diserimination between people and rewarding them proporttonately
to thelr efforis might not be enough lo ensure that people enjoy
equality tn other aspects of their lives in soctety nor that the soctety
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as a whole 15 just. The princtple of taking account of the spectal needs
of people does nol necessanly contradicl the principle of equal
treaiment so much as exiend it becanse the primcipie of trealing
equals equally could tmply that people who are not equal in certain
important respects could be treated differently.

(54 Examinn (he followinys sitietions sl discins whellior
Ehiey svre Just, el case discuss the prineiple of justioes
that might by used in defenve of your anmment.

o Suresh, i visually tmpaired student, jiets threo bours
A thirdy mdnutes. to fidsh Hnrnﬂ@hnallm pﬂpu- :
'ka:murﬂlr%wmj? 0

= Geela walks with 0 limp, miﬂuwm@
e hrrrnhn ll_rr& hours and. lhh'fjr mminuies jn-

o There Is u roposil (10 neservie B3, gier cent of the
mmtﬁrﬁﬂmmnmm

Peaple with spectal needs ar disabilittes. could be constdered
unequal in some particular respect and deserving of special help.
Bul il 1s 110l alwavs easy Lo get agreerent regarding which inequalities
ol people should be recogntsed [or providing them speclal help.
FPhysical disahilitles, aue or lack of access (o good education or health
care, are same of the etors which are constdered grounds for speetal
treatment in many countries. 1 1s belteved that If people who enjoy
very different standard of living and opportunities are [reated equally
In all respects with thiose who have been deprived of even the basic
mintmum needs (o live a healthy and produclive lle, the esull &
likely Lo be an unegual soclely, nol an egalltadan and just one. ln
our country, lack of access o good educatlon or health care
and other such facilities is often found combined with
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soctal discrimination on grounds of caste. The Consttution Lhereiore
allowed for reservations of government jobs and quotas for admissions
to edueational instiiutions for people beloneing (o the Scheduied
Castes and Tribes.

She = blindfolded
hecmise she nesds
Lo be impariial

| Of course she needs to be impartial, '
But | wander how then does she ses
the specinl nesds of péaple?

—_ -
o - W A &
= -

Chur diseussion of different principles of fustice has indicated that
governments mighl sometmes find 1t dificull (o harmontse te three
principles of justice which have been diseussed — equal treatment
for equats, recognttion of different efforts and sktils while determining
rewards and burdens. and proviston ol minimum standard of living
and equal opporiunities to the needy. Pursuing equality of treatment
by tsell might sometimes work agatnst giving due reward Lo merit.
Emphastsing rewarding merit as the main princtple of justice might
mean that marginalised sections would be al a disadvantage in many
areas because Lthey have not had access (o [aciliiies such as good
nourishimient or education. Dilferent groups In (e country mighl
favour different polictes depending upon which princtple of jusiice
they emphasise. [| then becomes a funciton of governments (o
hammonise Lthe different principles o promote a just soclety.

4.2 Jost DISTRIBUTION
To achieve soctal justice in soclety, governments might have Lo do
maore than just ensure that laws and policies treal individuoals ina

falr manner. Soctal Justice also concerns (he jusi distribatton of
goods and services: whether 1L 1s between niations or belwesn different
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groups and tndividuals within a sectely. 1T there are setions sconomie
of soctal inegqualliles i a soctely, L might become necessary Lo oy
and redisiribute some of the important resources ol the soctely o
provide something lke a level playing field for cittzens. Therefore,
within a country soclal justice would reqguire not only that people
be treated equally n terms of the laws and policies of the soclety
but atso thal they enjoy some basic equallty of e condittons and
opporiunitles. This s scen as necessary for cach person Lo be able
to pursue his/her objectives and express imsell. n our country
for instance, the Consttution abolished the practice of
untouchability (o promoele soctal equalify and ensure that people
belonging (o ‘lower' castes have access to temples, jobs and basic
necessitles ke water. Different state governtents have also taken
somie measures o redistribule Important resouroes BKe land I a
maore [air manner by instiluiing land refoms.

Differences of optnion on matiers such whether, and how, o
distribule resources and ensure equal Becess to educatton and jobs
amuse flerce passtoms in sociely and even sometimes provoke
violence. People believe the future of themselves and thetr families
may be at stake. We have only Lo rentirid ourselves about the anger
and even violence which has somelimes been roused by proposals
o reserve seals in educational insttutions or in government
employment 1n our counitry. As studenis of polttical theory however
we: shonld be able (o calmly examine the ssues imvolved in lerms of
our understanding of the prinetples of justice. Can schemes to help
the disadvantaged be justfied in lermsof a theory of Justice? In the
next secilon, we will diseuss the theory of just distribubion pal forward
by the well-known politteal phitlesopher, Jolin Rawls, Rawls has
argued thal there could indeed be a ratlonal justtficalion for
acknowledging the need (o provide help to the least privileged
members of a sociely,

4.3 Joun Rawis' TaEORY oF JUSTICE

i people are asked to chose the kind of soclety in which they would
ltke to lve, they are lthely to chose one in which the rules and
organisalion of soctety allot them a privileged posiion. We cannol
expect evervone Lo put astde their personal interests and think of
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the good of sovtety, especially if they believe thal their decision 1s
galng o have an tmpact on the kind of We and opportunities thetr
chitlrdren will have m the future. indeed, we oflen expect parents to
think of and supporl what is best {or their children, Bul such
perspectives cannol form the basts of a theory of fustice for a soclely.
So how do we reach a dectston thal would be bolh fatr and poasi?

John Rawls has tried (o answer this quesiton. He argues thal
the only way we can arrive al a fatr and just rule (s if we tmagine
ourselves to be tn a situation tn which we have to make decisions
aboul how sociely should be organised alithough we do not know
which pasition we would ourselves otcupy in that sectety. Thal Is,
we do nol kmow whal Kind of fmily we would be bom tn, whether
we would be burn mto an ‘upper’ caste or ‘lower’ casle fanuly, rich
or pour, privilegesd or disadvantaged. Rawls argues thal (fwe do not
know, in this sense. who we will be and what options would be
available (o us m the future soctety, we will be ltkely to support a
dectsion aboul the niles and organtsation of that [ulure sociely which
would be atr for all the members,

Rawls describes thts as thimkimg vnder @ vetl of tgnorance’. He
expects that In such a sttuation of complele lgnorance about our
possible positionand status in soclety, each person woukl decide in
the way Lhey generally do, (hiat s, in termis of thelr own tnleresis.
But since no one knows who he would be, and what 1s going 1o
benefil hitm, each will envisage the fulure soclety from the potnt of
view of the worst-off: H will be clear to a person who can reason and
think for himsell. thal those who are born privileged will enjoy ceriain
special opportumities. Bul. what Il they have the nuslortune of befng
bomn tn A disadvantaged section of soctety where few opporiuniies
would be avatlable (o them? Hence, it would make sense for each
person, acing i his or her own interest, to try to think of mles of
organisation that will ensure reasenable opporiunities (o the weaker
sections. The attempt will be to see that important resources: ke
education, health, shelter, eie., are available loall persons, even if
they are nol panl of the upper class.

It 1= of course nol easy (o erase our (dentittes and o fmagine
oneseliundera vell of tgnorance. But then i 1s equally difficull for

ek et
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most peaple (o be self-
sacrificing amd share thelr
good  fortume with
sirangers. Thal s why we
habitually assoctate self-
sacrifice with herolsm.
Given these human fatlings
and mitations, 1 1s beller
for us to think of a
framework that does nol
require  exlracrdinary
actians. The merit of the vel
ol Emorance” pastiion is (hal
It expects people o Just be
their usual rattonal selves:
they are expected Lo think

Why do Qiey say,
Justice delayed 1s
justice denled?

Beentse I a décision Inoa

= dlspuilie s delayed Loo

lTong the wjured person
Hay not recaive any
benefit from the judicial
procesdings, What wemld
e thie vise of gitbing a
decision {n one’s favoir
alter one s dead?

\

Jf
{_:p
Ior themselves and clioose __.-"'__, g —
whal they regard (o be In
thetr mierest. The pertinent thing however is that when they choose
unider the ‘vetl of tenorance” they will A (hzat 10 s 40 thetrintersst
to think from the positton of the worst-off

Wearing the magined vell of Ignorance Is the [rst siep in
arriving at 3 system of fatr laws and pollcles. ILwill be evident
i1l rational persons will not only see things from (he perspective
of the worst-off, they will also try to ensure that the policles
they frame beneflt the soctely as awhole. Both things have to
g0 hand-in-hand. Sinee no one knows what position they will
occupy in the fulure soctety, each will seek rules that protect
them In case (hey happen'to be borm among the worst-off, But
1t would make sense i they also try Lo ensure that thetr chosen
palicy does not also make those whis are hetter-off weaker
because 1l 15 also possible that they could be born into a
privileged postiion in the uture soclety. Therefore, it would be
in the imterests of all that soctely as a whole should benefit from
the niles and policles thal are decided and not jusl any partlcular
section. Such Emess would be the outcome of mtonal action,
not benevolence or genemsity.

ek et
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Rawls therefore argues thal mtonal thinkine, not morality, could
e us to be fatr and judee tmpartially regarding how to distribute
the henefits and burdens of a soclety, In his example, there are no
goals or norms of moralily that are given to us in advance and we
remain ree o determine wihat 1s best lor ourselves. [L s this bellel
which makes Rawls™ theary an tmportant and compelling way o
approach the question of fatrmess and justice.

4.4 Pursuing Social JusTicE

If tnn & soctety deep and perstsient divistons exist between those who
enjoy greater wealth amid property, and the power which poes with
such ownership, and those who are exchuded and deprived. we
would say that soctal justice 1s lacking there/ We are not talking
hiere meredy aboul the diffeent standards of Iving whilch may be
erjoyed by different individuals in a soclety. Justice does not
require absolute equality and sameness n the way tn which
people ve. But-a soctety would be constdered unpust if the
differences betwesn nich and poor are so greal that they seem (o
be living tn different worlds altegethier, and Il the relatively
deprived have no chance al all (o improve (hetr condition however
hard they may work: In otherwords, a Just society should provide
people with the basic mintmum conditions to enable them Lo live
biealthy and secure ives and develop their ialents as well as equal
oppartunities o paorsue thetr chosen goals n soctety.

How cin we decide what are Lhe basie mintimum condiiions
of We needed by people? Vantous methods of calcutating the basie
needs of people have been devised by differemt governments and
by international organtsations ke 1he World Health Organisation.

Bul in general 1L 1s agread that the basic amount of nourishment
needed o remain healthy, housing, supply of clean drinking water,
education and a minimum wage would constitute an tmportant par
of these baste conditions. Providing people with thedr baste needs ts
constdered Lo be one of the responstbilittes of a democratic swvernment.
However, providing such basic corxliions of lfe 1o all cilizens may
post a heavy burden on governments, particularty In countries like
India which have a lane number of poor people.

ek et
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Even if we all agree thal states should try and help the most
disadvantaged members of (he soclely lo enjoy some desree of
equality with others, disasmeamenis could still anze regarding the
best methods of achieving this goal. A debate ts currently going on
in our society. as well as in other parts of the world, about whether
promoling open compelltton Urough free markels would be the
best way of helptng Lhe disadvantaged withoul harming the belter-
aff members of a soctety, or whether the govermmenl should Lake
on Lhe responsibility of providing a baste minimum (o the poor, if
necessary even through a redistribution of resources, [n our country
these different approaches are being supparied by different political
groups who debate the relative merits of different schemes for helping
nmiarginaltsed sections of the population such as (he rural of urhan
poar. We will briefly examine this debate,

A Just sogiety Is thal sockety
i1 which ascending sense of
TeVOrenee Al dnw:nudﬁ:g -
smse of cnifom i dissubved:
o, the oreotion of ow
~ H.R. Ambedkar

Free Markets varsus State Intervention

Supporters of free markets malntain that as [ar as possthle,
midtviduals should be free to own property and enter inlo contracts
and agreements with others regarding prices and wages and profits.
They should be [ree to compele with each olher (o gain Lhe greatest
amount of beneflt. This s & stmple description of a [ree markel.
Supporiers of the free markel belfeve that i markets are left free of
stale interference the sum of markel transactions would ensure
averall a just distribution of beneftts and dulles in society. Those
with merit and talent would be rewanded accordingly while the
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mecompelent would gel a lesser reward. They would maintam that
whatever be the onleome of markel distnbution it would be jusi.

However. nol all free market supporters loday would support
absolutely unregulated markels. Many would now be willing o
acvepl certaln resirictions, for instance, stales could step in (o ensure
a bastc mintmum standard of living (o all people so that they are
able w compete on equal (enms. But they might argue thal even here
the mast effictent way of providing pesple with basic services might
be Lo allow markels in health care, elucation. and such services, o
devedop. In other words, private agencies should be encouraged (o
privide such services wiiile siate policies should Uy W empower
peopie to buy those services. [t might also be necessary for the state
o give special help to the old and the sick- who canmot compete. But
apart from this, the role of the state should only be Lo mathtain a
framework of laws and regulalions Lo ensure thal competiion
between tndividuals remains free of coercion and other obhstacles.
They mainiaim that a free market is the basis of a fair and Just society,
The market. it {s safil. does not care about the caste or religion of the
person! It does not sec'whether von are a man or a woman. It 1s
neuifl and concened with the lalents and skills that vou have, Il
you have the menl, then nothing clse malters.

One ol the arsuments pul forward I favour of market
distributton ts that it gives us more cholees. There 1s no doubdt that
the market sysiem gives us more cholees as consumers. We can
choase the rce we eal and e school we po Lo, provided tial we have
the cans (o pay for them., Bul regarding basic goods and services
whal ts important 15 the avatlability of good quality goods and services
At a cost people can afford. Il privatle agencles do not find this
profitabie lor them. they may prefer not to enter thal partionlar
market, or io provide cheap and substandard services. Thal ts why
there may be lew private schools n remole fural areas anid the few
which have been sel up niay be of low guality. The same woulld be
true of health care or housing. In such situations the government
might have Lo step in,

Another arginment often heard 1n defence of free markels and
private enterprise is thal the quality of services they provide ts ofien
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superior to that provided In government lnstitutions. Bul the cost of
stich services may put them out of the reach of the poar. Private
business tenids to go whers business wonld be most profitahle and
hence free markeis eventually tend (o work tn the interest of the
strong. the wealthy and the powerful. The result may be (o deny.
mther than extend, opporiunttles for those who are relatively weak
and disadvantaged.

Arguments can be put forward on both sides of the debate but
free markels often extubit & tendency to work in favour of the already
priviteged. This is why many arguc that {o ensure social justice the
stale should step n (o see that basie factlittes are made avallable to
all the members of a soctely,

In a democratic soclely disagreements aboul ssues of distribulton
and jusiice are Inevitable and even healthy because they farce us Lo
examine different pants of view and mitonally defend our own views.
Polities 1s aboul the negottation of such disagreemenis throngh
debate. In our own country many kinds of social and economtc
mequalities extsi and much remalns o be done 10 they are (o be
reduced. Studying the different prinoiples of justice should hielp us
Lo discuss the tssues involved and come Lo an agreement regarding
the best way of pursuing justice.
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? Exercises

Whal does I mean to pive ench person his/her due?  How has the
menning of "pving emeb i doe” changed over Hime?

Hriefly discuss the three proooples of pestico onifoed 1o the
chapter? Expluin each with exonmples:

Docs the firinddple of comslidiring (lhic spociol neals of poople ctnflle
withi the principie of equal Eeitmment for all?

How clesr= Riswils omeilet fdemi-of e wed] al lgndsnes b arpue Uil fadr
i) furst el Istribalion oin be deferided on rablong] grounda?

Whot are glegoraily copsidered @ he the bosic minimom
regremEi Sl potple o iiving o bealthy ol prodoetive @87 Wimt
ts5 the responsibility of governmenis i@ inying to cosure this
mrrannEs to il

Which' of the folowing! arpaments - eowb] b ped G sy state
petbisn b grovide boalis mivdovom eogidithnes of We Gl S kees?

[a) Proyiding free services to the poor and needy can be justificd &s
an aekof charity

[ Provdeing oll ctboens with n basie meindmim steodord of  Hdnge
B e way ol ensuring égquinlity of oppartuoty.

le) Somse people sire mturally bazy and we shoukd be kired o them.

() Ensoring basic fseliities sl o oimmom siandarn] of Heing o
all ' nerecognition of onr simrey]. ooty o] o oo

i fmoge an gaemng pope Shooeeen e



