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Abstract 

John Rawls' A Theory of Justice has profoundly influenced contemporary legal philosophy by 

reimagining the foundations of justice and fairness within societal structures. Rawls introduces 

the principles of justice as fairness, emphasizing the importance of equality, liberty, and the 

distribution of social and economic advantages. His conceptual framework, particularly the 

original position and the veil of ignorance, offers a novel approach to evaluating and designing 

just institutions. This article explores Rawls' Theory of Justice, delineating its core principles 

and examining its significant impact on legal philosophy. By analyzing the theoretical 

underpinnings, practical applications, and critical receptions of Rawls' work, the study 

highlights how his ideas have shaped debates on distributive justice, human rights, and 

constitutional design. Additionally, the article assesses the enduring relevance of Rawlsian 

principles in addressing contemporary legal challenges, advocating for a nuanced 

understanding of justice that balances individual freedoms with societal equity. Through a 

comprehensive review of Rawls' contributions and their implications, the article underscores 

the pivotal role of his theory in advancing legal thought towards a more just and equitable 

society. 
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1. Introduction 

Overview of Rawls' Theory of Justice 

His influential work, A Theory of Justice, first published in 19711, was well known to change 

the disciplines of political and legal philosophy by providing a full framework of understanding 

justice as fairness. Rawls had therefore tried to establish a set of principles of justice to 

construct a fairer and more equitable society. His theory is above utilitarianism and the other 

dominant paradigms because he emphasizes personal rights and fairness in such an 

arrangement of social and economic inequalities that the least advantaged members in society 

enjoy benefits. Rawls uses conceptual tools, such as the original position and the veil of 

ignorance, in order to sketch a hypothetical social contract and gives strong methodology 

through which one can deduce just principles. 

 

The concept of justice forms a considerable part of legal philosophy. 

Justice has been the backbone of legal philosophy, as it gives justification and moral authority 

to law systems in society. It embraces distributive justice, protection of rights for individual 

persons, and fair provision of equal and just institutions. Rawls' theory of justice has played a 

role in bringing about a significant change in debates over issues of distributive justice, human 

rights, and the functionality of law in social welfare. He grounds his thought by speaking 

clearly about justice's systematic moral form, that is what must be known to judge and reform 

systems of law morally in accordance with principles of fairness and equality. 

 

Objectives of the Article 

This article attempts to explore the theory of justice in the framework of John Rawls and assess 

its impact on the much-influence contemporary legal philosophy. More specifically, it attempts 

to achieve the following objectives: 

1. Historical context and development: Describe how Rawls Theory of Justice evolves in 

the context of the then-pervading intellectual climate. 

2. Basic Axioms Rawls' theory consists of three basic parts: the original position, the veil 

of ignorance, and two principles of justice. 

3. Impact on Legal Philosophy Elaborate on how the works of Rawls influenced the 

literature arguments on distributive justice, human rights, and constitutional law. 

4. Critical Discussions Discuss libertarian, communitarian, feminist, and intersectional 

                                                      
1 John Rawls, A Theory of Justice (Harvard University Press 1971). 
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criticisms of Rawls theory, and Rawls' responses to those criticisms. 

5. Rawlsian Principles Applied to Current Issues: Analyze the meaning and application of 

Rawls' theory when faced with current legal and social justice challenges. 

6. Conclusion with Future Directions: Contemplate how timeless Rawls' Theory of Justice 

is and future ways in which one can continue growing these theories for justice and 

legal theory. 

With such objectives in mind, this paper aims to forward-lookingly offer a 

comprehensive understanding of contributions by Rawls and his long-term significance 

for the pursuit of justice within legal frameworks. 

 

Historical Background and Evolution of Doctrine Under Rawls 

Pre-Rawlsian Theories of Justice 

Indeed, during the years before Rawls' revolutionary study, theories of justice were controlled 

by utilitarianism and libertarianism. Utilitarian thinkers such as Jeremy Bentham and John 

Stuart Mill literally wrote that justice must maximize overall happiness and well-being and that 

the greatest good must be for the greatest number. With this approach, however, the individual 

rights often fell through the cracks and the distributional inequalities, which inevitably arise 

under a utilitarian framework, were not addressed. 

 

On the other hand, deontologists such as libertarian thinkers Robert Nozick were concerned 

with individual liberty and property rights, opposing redistributionary policies that interfere 

with an individual's liberties. He even said in his entitlement theory that people can rightfully 

be entitled to their holdings as long as they were acquired justly; but he opposed patterned 

principles of distribution that Rawls espoused later. 

 

It was precisely this tension that spelled out a need for new theory of justice that would balance 

the consideration of rights of the individual with the need to redress what have become known 

as social and economic injustices. Rawls attempted to fill this hiatus with his formulation of a 

theory that provided for fairness and equality without sacrificing personal liberties. 

 

Influences and Inspirations of Rawls' Work 

Major influences on John Rawls' thoughts and ideas came through the earlier works of 
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philosophers and the socio-political climate2. Egalitarian movements were gaining recognition, 

and the increasing social ills in the society created fertile ground for Rawls' ideas. Other 

philosophers, such as Immanuel Kant, whose work based itself on moral duties and the inherent 

value of every individual3, were also an influence on Rawls' ideas. 

 

Rawls is equally motivated by the analytical philosophy tradition, which emphasizes clarity 

and logical rigor in philosophical discourse. This is indeed reflected in Rawls' systematic 

construction of his theory of justice, "using the tools of the imagination," or more colloquially, 

thought experiments and hypothetical scenarios to clarify complex concepts. 

 

Besides, he drew his inspiration from the legal realist movement that had experience in 

criticizing formalism as an approach to law4. Instead, it emphasized the actual importance of 

considering social contexts in making judicial decisions. This alignment with realism 

underscored Rawls' commitment to developing a practical and applicable theory of justice. 

 

Evolution of Rawls Ideas Through His Books 

The development of Rawls' Theory of Justice and his intellectual journey have been well-traced 

with his key publications. Laying down the foundational principles was A Theory of Justice in 

1971. And, from then on, following these insights: original position and veil of ignorance that 

gave rise to his two principles of justice. This work established Rawls as a central figure in 

political philosophy and sparked extensive debate and analysis. 

 

In later books, Rawls explained his ideas and developed further the earlier proposals. Political 

Liberalism (1993)5 The book came after numerous criticisms of his work, especially that the 

theory may be relevantly applied in a pluralistic society. Overlapping consensus expresses the 

value of shared political values despite diversities in moral and religious beliefs. 

 

Later, The Law of Peoples (1999)6 extended Rawls' principles to the international realm, 

proposing guidelines for just societies and international relations. This expansion underscored 

                                                      
2 John Rawls, "Justice as Fairness: Political not Metaphysical," in Justice as Fairness: A Restatement, ed. John 

Rawls (Harvard University Press 2001), 3-30 
3 Immanuel Kant, Grounding for the Metaphysics of Morals (Cambridge University Press 1785) 
4 Charles Taylor, Sources of the Self: The Making of the Modern Identity (Harvard University Press 1989) 
5 John Rawls, Political Liberalism (Columbia University Press 1993) 
6 John Rawls, The Law of Peoples (Harvard University Press 1999) 

http://www.ijlra.com/


www.ijlra.com 

Volume II Issue 7|Oct 2024 

 

ISSN: 2582-6433 

 
 

 

Page | 9  
 

Rawls' commitment to applying his theory beyond domestic boundaries, addressing global 

justice and the responsibilities of nations. 

Throughout his career, Rawls engaged in lively debates and refined his theory well to address 

challenges that began emerging early in his career. He remained so committed to developing a 

comprehensive and adaptive framework for justice that it has stood the test of time. 

 

Rawls' Theory of Justice: A Grounding of Principles 

The Original Position and the Veil of Ignorance 

Basic to Rawls' Theory of Justice is what he calls an original position, described as being 

behind a veil of ignorance. People, in this hypothetical construct, choose principles of justice 

with no information regarding their own placement within society: they know nothing of the 

social condition, wealth, abilities, or personal preferences they will possess. The veil of 

ignorance preserves impartiality because those choosing are denied any information which 

could orient their choice toward advantages for one party-including themselves. 

It has brought people under this view to be unbiased and equal; one can hold a position in the 

social hierarchy. It provides a moral departure point for expressing justice principles that are 

bias-free and beyond the constraints of the social orders. Rawls denies people's knowledge of 

their circumstances to come up with principles that are universally just and fair. 

 

Two Principles of Justice: Liberty and Difference 

Under Rawls, the parties in the original position select two main principles of justice: 

1. The doctrine of equal liberty: 

Each person has an equal right to the greatest possible intensity of basic liberties 

consistent with like liberties for all others. Such liberties include political liberties and 

civil capabilities, freedom of speech and conscience, and basically other liberties to 

hold and use property. 

This principle emphasizes the protection of the rights and liberty of persons, thus 

enabling each citizen of society to enjoy his fundamental rights without much 

interference with each other. 

2. Difference Principle: 

Social and economic inequalities are to be arranged so that they are both: a. To the 

greatest benefit of the least advantaged members of society. b. Attached to positions 

and offices open to all under conditions of fair equality of opportunity. 
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Such inequalities, this principle allows only if they bring compensating benefits for everybody, 

especially improving the lot of the most disadvantageous. 

 

Together, these principles provide a framework in which basic liberties are irreducible, and 

whatever inequality the social or economic arrangements may create must go to the general 

advantage of society, particularly to its least favoured members. 

 

Fair equality of opportunities 

Besides the two major principles, Rawls also underlines fair equal opportunity. It entails taking 

the concept of equal access to positions and offices a step ahead in which it allows people an 

equal and realistic chance to acquire social and economic benefits in a society regardless of 

social or personal status. 

 

The fair equality of opportunity requires that 

• Accessible Education and Resources: With accessible education and resources, people will 

be enabled to develop their talents; they will strive hard to fulfill their aspirations. 

• Elimination of Structural Barriers: No structural or institutional limitation of social growth at 

the individual level in society is caused by the whimsical factors of racism, sexism, and 

socioeconomic stratification. 

Active measures of equality policies and programs: ensure a level field, giving justice and 

support to those who have in the past suffered injustice. 

Therefore, he demands fair and equal opportunities so that inequalities are based on individual 

differences in preference and ability, socially and economically, instead of inheriting or 

enjoying privileged advantages. 

 

Impact of Rawls' Theory on Jurisprudence 

Distributive Justice and Economic Inequality 

Rawls' theory of justice has significantly influenced concepts associated with distributive 

justice, particularly about issues of distributive economic resources and opportunities7. His 

difference principle has proved robust enough to remain a powerful philosophical underpinning 

                                                      
7 Nancy Fraser, "Justice Interruptus: Critical Reflections on the 'Postsocialist' Condition," New Left Review 134 

(1997): 92-117 
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for policies toward reducing economic disparities8 and increasing the welfare of the least 

advantaged9. 

 

Policy Repercussions: 

• Progressive Taxation System: According to the Rawlsian concepts, it is only the high-income 

class which pays a major portion of their earnings to public goods and social services thereby 

redistributes wealth in favor of the poorest members of society. 

• Social welfare programs: Common programmes like universal health, unemployment 

benefits, and social security can be supported based on Rawls' objective of finding the worst 

situation or providing a minimum norm of life for every citizen. 

Besides, affirmative measures toward educational and job opportunities are consistent with 

Rawls' fairness of equality opportunity because these address disadvantages whose root causes 

are systemic in nature. 

 

Legal Reforms: 

It supports minimum wage legislation in ensuring that it can set such a fair minimum wage and 

considerably reduce income inequality since everybody will receive a just reward for work 

done and lead a decent life. 

• UBI: Discussions on UBI begin with Rawlsian ideals, which propose concepts of a guaranteed 

income to bring about economic security and alleviation of poverty. 

That brought impetus in the rethinking of the present economic system by legal philosophers 

and policymakers who now critically review the legitimacy of the present conditions in view 

of the possibility that their being justified may be considered just. 

 

Human Rights and Institutional Law 

This theory has further led to the design of and policy for human rights within legal institutions. 

Offering protection of liberties as well as securing the principles of justice in society therefore 

gives a Rawlsian impetus for producing strong frameworks of human rights10. 

 

                                                      
8 John Rawls, "Two Concepts of Rules," in Philosophical Foundations of Justice, ed. John Rawls (Harvard 

University Press 2001), 1-12 
9 Martha Nussbaum, Creating Capabilities: The Human Development Approach (Harvard University Press 

2011) 
10 Kimberlé Crenshaw, "Demarginalizing the Intersection of Race and Sex: A Black Feminist Critique of 

Antidiscrimination Doctrine, Feminist Theory and Antiracist Politics," University of Chicago Legal Forum 1989 
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Key Principles: 

•  Guarding Fundamental Liberties Rawls's protections whereby basic rights to liberty have 

been regarded as crucial in ensuring that the law guards liberties to freedom of speech and 

assembly and religion. 

• Non-Discrimination: Fair equality of opportunity gives underpinning to anti-discrimination 

laws that target the elimination of discrimination based on race, gender, ethnicity, and other 

arbitray factors. 

 

Institutional Reforms: 

• Independent Judiciary: An independent judiciary stands for Rawlsian tenets, ensuring the 

basic liberties will be protected and that laws will not be discriminatory or prejudiced. 

• Transparency and Accountability: Legal systems should be transparent in all their actions 

with the public so that justice can be dispensed equitably and without bias. 

 

International Human Rights Law: 

• Rawls' doctrines have influenced international instruments on human rights. Those standards 

are aimed at protecting people's basic freedoms as well as considerations that social and 

economic policies contribute positively toward everyone's welfare, especially the most 

disadvantageous. 

 

The embedding of Rawlsian principles into human rights discourse enables legal institutions 

to respond more adeptly to injustices and embody a juster society. 

 

Constitutional Design and Democratic Governance 

Rawls' Theory of Justice has revolutionized constitutional design theory and any other theory 

for democratic governance-thus advocating systems that reflect principles of justice. 

 

Justified Constitutional Principles: 

• Basis: Justice as a Basis Rawls's principles provide constitutions with philosophical bases, 

ensuring that the predominant framework of government develops the justice as fairness. 

• Separation of Power: Rawls promotes fairness and equality supporting the separation of 

powers in a constitution, thereby averting concentration power and providing a balanced 

governance structure. 
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Democratic Institutions: 

• Participatory Democracy: Rawls believes it is the duty of democratic institutions to ensure 

wide participation and representation within institutional settings wherein all citizens' voices 

must be represented particularly disadvantage ones in law-making. 

• Public Reason: Public reason is the underlying concept of Rawls' political liberalism. Public 

reason enforces citizens and policymakers to make decisions whose principles are justifiable 

on public grounds, which contributes to consensus building and decreasing conflicts in 

deliberations over democracy. 

 

Policy Design: 

• Rawlsian Principles of Inclusion in Policymaking. Inclusively, policymaking would ensure 

that policymaking processes consider all members' interest and rights in ensuring that laws and 

policies benefit all members. 

It is by informing constitutional design and democratic practices that Rawls' theory gives birth 

to legal systems more just, equitable, and sensitive to the needs of all people11. 

 

5. Critical perspectives and debates 

The extensive debate and critique that John Rawls' Theory of Justice has undergone in legal 

philosophy have elicited a response from many of the intellectual traditions. This section covers 

the critiques by libertarian and communitarian thinkers, feminist and intersectional critiques, 

and subsequent responses and revisions to Rawlsian theory. 

 

Libertarian and Communitarian Thinkers- Critical Analyses 

Libertarian Critiques: There have been libertarian philosophers who have squarely 

confronted the problem from a philosophical perspective, notably Robert Nozick. In Anarchy, 

State, and Utopia 1974, Nozick criticizes12 Rawls' preoccupation with distributive justice by 

postulating that one has inalienable rights to their holdings and that any government move to 

redistribute these holdings violates personal liberty13. The author further argues that Rawls' 

Difference Principle wrongly punishes success and rewards inefficiency, thus obliterating the 

Rawlsian moral justification of individual property rights. 

 

                                                      
11 Susan Moller Okin, Justice, Gender, and the Family (Basic Books 1989) 
12 Robert Nozick, "Anarchy, State, and Utopia," The Review of Metaphysics 21, no. 3 (1967): 294-314 
13 Michael Sandel, Justice: What's the Right Thing to Do? (Farrar, Straus and Giroux 2009). 
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Communitarian Critiques: In criticizing, communitarians of the likes of Michael Sandel and 

Charles Taylor have criticized the reduction of contents of community to constituting only 

individual identity and values. They argue that the original position abstracts persons from their 

cultural and social background, hence they pay no heed to the fact that persons are embedded 

within communities. The critique, when essentially spoken, is talking to the requirement of a 

conception of justice contextual and which as its base takes some recognition of shared values 

and communal bonds. 

 

Feminist and Intersectional Critiques 

Feminist Critiques: Feminist scholars14 criticize Rawls for having very little focus on gender 

and how social structures continue to incept and sustain gendered inequalities. These critics 

argue that the conception by Rawls fails on issues like patriarchy, reproductive rights, and the 

nexus between gender and other axes of oppression. Such feminist critiques15 posit a further 

overarching approach to justice that involves the eradication of systemic biases based on 

gendered experiences. 

 

There are intersectional critiques, and indeed, intersectional theorists, borrowing heavily from 

the work of Kimberlé Crenshaw, note that Rawls does not attend to intersecting modes of social 

identity and subordination. They claim that people experience confluence of several modes of 

injustices of this kind which needn't have been covered by an idea of class or merely economic 

inequality. It will be relevant to require an expanded rawlsian framework in order to incorporate 

some of these complexities of social justice here. 

 

Responses and Reforms to Rawlsian Theory 

Such criticisms demanded Rawls, among other scholars, to do the work of revising and 

extending his original theory in terms of remedying the supposed defects in his work. 

 

Reforms through Rawls on his Political Liberalism (1993) argued that he dealt with the 

challenge of pluralism and expanded the application of his theory within a plural society. He 

accepted the concept of an overlapping consensus "the agreement among those who affirm not 

                                                      
14 Martha Fineman, The Vulnerable Subject: Feminist Perspectives on Law and Human Dignity (Edward Elgar 

Publishing 2008) 
15 Martha C. Nussbaum, "Capabilities and Social Justice," Journal of Human Development 1, no. 1 (2000): 93-

118 
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the same comprehensive philosophical doctrine, but different ones - on one or more 

fundamental principles of justice as a means to coordinate social cooperation." The evolution 

makes Rawlsian justice universal in its application by uniting universal principles with 

particular values. 

 

Engagement with recognition and redistribution by Fraser16 surely underlines the need to 

address economic disparities and cultural misrecognition to bring alignment to intersectional 

perspectives. While significantly divergent from Rawls, the Nussbaum capability approach is 

fairly congruent with the Rawlsian imperative of seeing that conditions are met so that people 

have the ability to live flourishing lives, thus making Rawlsian principles consonant with 

human development. 

 

These amendments and extensions reflect flexibility and open-mindedness on the part of Rawls' 

Theory of Justice, evolving in the light of mixed and intersecting criticisms to strengthen 

further the basic position in modern legal philosophy17. 

 

Rawls' Theory in Modern-Day Concerns of Law 

John Rawls' Theory of Justice has significantly influenced present-day legal debates and 

reforms, particularly in the context of social justice movements, international law, and issues 

surrounding modern changes in society. In this section, problems concerning the application of 

Rawlsian principles to modern issues are discussed, thus elaborating on both the strength and 

weakness of his theory in presenting the problems of the 21st century. 

 

Application to Current Movements for Social Justice 

Economic Inequality: Rawls' Difference Principle has grown from debates surrounding the 

"economics of inequality" and social welfare policies. According to his proponents18, 

progressive taxation, social safety nets, and universal healthcare are consonant with his 

principles as they issue redistributive resources for the least advantaged. Such policies should 

lead to a more equitable society wherein "inequalities must not be invidious, must not make 

worse prospects for anyone's life prospects."19. 

                                                      
16 Nancy Fraser, "Justice Interruptus: Critical Reflections on the 'Postsocialist' Condition," New Left Review 134 

(1997): 92-117 
17 Michael Walzer, Spheres of Justice: A Defense of Pluralism and Equality (Basic Books 1983) 
18 Richard Posner, Economic Analysis of Law (Little, Brown and Company 1973) 
19 Ibid 
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Racial Justice: Because Rawls' theory applies to initiatives that promote racial justice, the 

objectives here are to eliminate systemic disadvantages faced by racial minorities. Drawing 

inspiration from Rawls' legal theory, affirmative action, anti-discrimination statutes and 

regulations, and measures generally aimed at equal opportunity with or without regard for race 

are advocated. These remedies encompass an aspiration to secure fair equality of opportunity 

and improvement in the lot of the worst off. 

 

On principles he formulated, feminists base their appeals for gender equity and demand the 

right to contest laws and practices that create gender discrimination. The fight for equal pay, 

the right to reproductive control, and protection against violence based on gender can thus be 

understood as drawing their cue from Rawls' vision of a 'just society of liberty and fairness'. 

 

Rawlsian Principles in International Law 

The Law of Peoples is the extension of his work on the principles of justice further into the 

international arena, 1999. Herein, he lays out criteria for just relations between societies. He 

advocates human rights, non-interference, and cooperation by nations as a basis of global 

justice. His principles require distributive justice on a world scale by providing all real 

opportunities and resources in order to avoid such evils as poverty, war, and subjugation of 

human rights. 

 

Humanitarian Interventions: On humanitarian intervention, Rawlsian principles govern the 

debate, demanding interventions toward the protection of rights and welfare of persons in 

oppressive regimes. The justice with fair emphasis promotes intervention towards relief and 

redress of suffering with equitable conditions but respecting national sovereignty and cultural 

diversity. 

 

This inspired the formation and development of international human rights law, with Rawlsian 

theory providing philosophical underpinnings to global norms about human rights, liberties, 

and social justice. Rawlsian ideals on issues of equality, liberty, and fair participation in society 

are reflected in instruments like the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 

 

Changes and Struggles in the 21st Century 

Technological Changes: The constantly changing rate at which technology evolves has also 
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introduced emerging issues for Rawlsian justice in terms of data privacy, surveillance, and the 

digital divide. Rawlsian principles equate equality in terms of access to the advantages that 

technology offers to individuals; in this regard, individual liberties should not be obstructed by 

technology but rather be modified for new challenges20. 

 

Climate justice: Rawlsian theory has been applied more recently in arguments for climate 

justice as calling for fair distribution of environmental resources and responsibilities. Principles 

of justice as fairness really underpin policies meant to redress disparities in climate change 

impacts toward disadvantaged groups, focusing on global cooperation and sustainable 

development21. 

 

It has brought attention to the Rawlsian principles followed in the treatment of global health 

pandemics like COVID-19. Inputs such as vaccine distribution, health care provision 

opportunities, or economic stimuli put in serve the image of Rawls in helping the least favored 

in outcomes during global emergencies through fair equality of opportunity. 

 

Rawls' Theory of Justice remains a vital framework for addressing contemporary legal issues, 

offering a robust foundation for promoting fairness, equality, and social justice in an 

increasingly complex and interconnected world. 

 

Conclusion 

This book has left its indelible mark in the literature of legal philosophy and has broadly 

contributed to the understanding and promotion of justice within the structures of society. The 

paper developed Rawls' theory historically, explained its main principles, articulated its pivotal 

influence on legal philosophy, and analyzed the critical viewpoints that it had along the path to 

define it. 

 

Summary of Results: 

•A Historical Progression: Rawls' Theory of Justice in fact emerged as a response to the 

limitations of existing theories, offering a new approach that does not forget individual liberties 

but instead prioritizes fairness and equality. 

                                                      
20 David Gauthier, Morals by Agreement (Harvard University Press 1986) 
21 Alasdair MacIntyre, After Virtue: A Study in Moral Theory (University of Notre Dame Press 1981) 
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•Core Principles: The original position and veil of ignorance, supported by the two principles 

of justice, provide a foundation to carry out analytical work and make institutionally just and 

fair policy design. 

Rawls' works influence debates over distributive justice, human rights, and constitutional 

design; hence, they shape reforms of law and maintain social equity. 

• Critical Perspectives: Indeed, the theory has gone through debates in libertarian, 

communitarian, feminist, and critical intersectional perspectives as critically rigorous to refine 

and extend for stronger applicability and inclusiveness. 

• Contemporary Relevance: Rawls' theory invades contemporary legal issues on how, 

considering economic inequality and racial justice, his thoughts bring together international 

law and global challenges in the way of the direction to shape a just and fair society. 

 

Rawls' theory of justice is the foundation for current legal philosophy that, while it is not such 

an iconic depiction within a timeless framework for individual freedom balanced with social 

equity, gives its critics the challenge of being considered the inspiring principles behind legal 

scholars, policymakers, and advocates in this direction toward a better and more just world. 

 

Future Developments in Justice and Legal Theory Social change requires parallel changes in 

concepts of justice. Future development within Rawlsian thinking comes to include the 

intersectionality framework and adaptation to technological change, not to mention 

engagements with emergent global problems. Continued thought and refinement will keep 

Rawls's ideas of justice as fairness topical and alive to the complexities of the 21st century. 

 

This theory by Rawls, therefore, bridges the gap between abstract theories and practice so that 

it could eventually provide a full guide for constructing legal systems with fairness, equality, 

and dignity that could build an inclusive one. 
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