2017 2018

Reevaluating Rawlsian theory by contrast with luck egalitarianism
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The aim of this study is to reevaluate Rawlsian theory of social justice in
terms of the way of incorporating the notion of responsibility into theories of justice. In doing
this, | contrast Rawlsian theory with luck egalitarian way of understanding of responsibility.

Luck egalitarian theories understand responsibility in terms of congruence between qualities of
individual past choices (how prudent and/or whether right or wrong) and her distributive shares.
However, this way of understanding of responsibility has following two problems. First, It is
difficult for this understanding to consider great impacts of institutions and norms on individual
choices. Second, it is impossible for this understanding to take responsibility in the sense of

remedying unjust social structure into account. Because of these two problems, luck egalitarian way
of understanding of responsibility is not adequate.
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