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Global Justice
Neera Chandhoke

Introduction

For long, the discipline of political theory and that of international relations (IR) had

little to do with each other. Despite the claims of political theorists that the principles

of liberalism are universal in scope, theorists tended to analyse and prescribe for
nationally bounded sovereign states. And IR theory, till recently, was similarly preoc-
cupied with sovereign nation-states as the primary units of the international system.
In the last decade or so, liberal theorists largely based in the west have gone global.
This has largely to do with the realization that in an interconnected globalized world,
both the problems and the solutions to these problems have to be global. But it also

has to do with the general concern about:

1. poverty in the three continents of Sub-Saharan Africa, South Asia and South

America, and
the huge inequalities between countries of the west and countries of the de-

veloping world.
For instance, Article 25, clause I of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights
states that:

everyone has the right to a standard of living adequate for the health and well being of himself

and of his family, including food, clothing, housing, and medical care, and necessary ¢ ial
services, and the right to security in the event of unemployment, sickness-disability-widowhood.

old age or circumstances beyond his control.
. . il
In September 2000 the UN General Assembly adopted a declaration that comt N
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poverty continue to dodge the lives of millions of people living in the ¢
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The first part of this essay maps some of these Positions apq con
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Mapping the Debate on Globa] Justice

In 1972, the philosopher Peter Singer published an influential g, _
Affluence and Morality’ in the reputed journal Philosophy gng Public mz),: " Famyp,
features of his argument were as follows—One, Singer suggested that g: 'ﬁ-The My
death from lack of food, shelter and medica] care are simply bad. Twq Aifl NG ang
the power of the citizens of the affluent west to prevent something l;ad lft‘ is vn‘t'r.::
pening, without sacrificing anything of comparable moral importance the TOm by
ally obliged to do so. Three, it does not matter that people who suffe;- forya:\{rﬁ Mor
reasons are distant or proximate, or whether they are fellow nationals or neezlé?bie
eigners. The need of strangers is as morally compelling as the need of neighboy or-
fellow citizens. Four, it also does not matter that other people do or do poy contru;bs O,r
their mite to the alleviation of poverty and misery; individualg should take o [lk]h[e
moral responsibility. And five, donating to famine relief is not 1 matter of chariy b\
that of duty. -
In a Jater work titled One World, Singer argued that since the world i interlinkeq,
we need a global ethic that is transborder. In chapter five, he contrasts the way in
which the families of the victims of the 9/11 attack were compensated by Ameﬁcm
donors and the public, and the indifference shown to thousands of people who died

in the developing world in the same period. In sum, Singer criticized the view tha

1. national boundaries are significant, and
2. it is worse to leave fellow citizens in need, than to leave someone from -

other country in that state (2002: 152).

Imagine, he suggests, that you walk along a pond and see a small child in dange

of drowning. It would be morally wrong not to try to save the child, even if the N
you wear gets wet and is ruined. The cost is small compared to the good (?t' saving
child. So how can the west be indifferent to deaths in the POOr countries from 3
or disease? We can have special feelings for those we love or those who e
us, but this need not prevent us from helping others. There is no srmt ;1!: :
between compatriots and what we can call the distant needy. Thm\im‘x“. U‘ﬁ'_ )
class American should give to the global poor something like one per <! ‘v‘;\::‘«‘-‘
her annual income. Since international aid to the global poor is dmh,r‘i:\z;iv{ "
the transfer of this sum by ordinary citizens in the US to the xl"b“? P(:nwl*‘ﬁ‘
eradicate severe poverty. It follows that those who do not donate M, “ ‘1“ cpendig J
Basically, Singer focuses on agents making moral choices }“‘tw;‘(irm, the
personal desires and helping the needy. Therefore, he does .th\l ;3( ol e
scope of global political morality. However, political theory 18 T 7
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