) I

RELATION BETWEEN LIBERTY, EQUALITY AND JUSTICE

. oy PPN - 1C ,
Ernest Barker (Principles i ' "ﬂ_LZ_’lQQD’ ¢ 1951) has showy, thy
justice represents a synthesis of the principles of liberty, equality and fratemit;

Justice is the thread which runs through all these values and makes them pypy
an integrated whole. It reconciles their conflicts and contfadi?tiOHS and g{v:
them the shape of universal principles of governance. Justice is the basic ; e
behind these values—we hold them in high esteem because they are manifest:
tions of justice. Justice is the final goal to which all these values should confory,
Why do we demand that human relations in society should be governed by

principle of liberty? Why do we not
free play of the natural forces of survi
to irrational traditions and superstitions? Obviously,

leave them to the whims of individuals, to g,
val of the fittest, to the element of chance, (,
it is our sense of justice thy
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?:the berefit of liberty is equally exténded to each individu ie idea.
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§ Wh\%! The principle of equality, again, is not the final principle of justice. Equality
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lmp'el(SDUf to:osu;ﬂlz.n(/t.hut human relations in society should be regulated by ‘rea

. Our sense stice recoon; _ 4 ;
son . U : of justice recognizes the dignity of the human being as such. It ig ||
the ra“_______tlogq nature of man which clothes hiy with this dignity : ta s |
each individual should be treated as™an “end-in-itself” a e
th."_s_tﬁsﬂ‘?_‘ih@.l_l.:mdl}’__ldll@l:s‘ should be treated
can be treated as su ‘

Concept of Justice . 373

\
It demands that ?
» NOL 4 means to an end, In | |
as equal to each other, No individual | |
45 Should : al | |
et perior or inferijor to another because of his birth in a particular (
region, lfgl{%q_s‘_sp_c:;hl_aggl_'xggg,r culture, sex, education or €Conomic sta- ‘f
tus. In ese differences, all individuals aref'pmcntia‘)ly”ca able of "}
acquiring excellence according ta fhe: iti ki ; o
- e o Ing to their capacities and making suitable contriby-

tions to the Social good. They all need and deserve equal freedom of™ personal

: : ght 50 as to prove their worth to society. That was the
idea behind the ‘French Declaratio ' ALl

(1789) which read: “Men are born a ain free and equal i ts. Social djs-
tin s can be based only upon ublic utility.”{ - '

Now the principle of liberty will not conform to the

?

e R : al in society. The idea of
absolute liberty {5 a contradictior in terms. If libertyis defined as'the ‘absence of

restraint’, it cannot become a universal principle until it is qualifiéd by the princi-

N
§§0 ple of eg_t_l_ality. This postulates such restraints on liberty that liberty or freedom of

one does not become a threat to another’s equal and similar liberty. An unre- |
strained libe or the chosen few will turn out to be the sentence of slavery }

for the rest of the community. Thus, an adherence to the principle of equality

becomes necessary in order to resolve the inherent contradiction of absolute ib-
erty. As Barker has elucidated: !
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The need of liberty for each-is necessarily qualified and conditioned by the
need of liberty for all; and the liberty of A will, therefore, be such liberty as
he can enjoy concurrently with the enjoyment of similar and equal liberty
by B and C and D . . . Because the liberty of each is, thus, relative to that of
others, and has to be adjusted to that of others, it must always be regulated;
and indeed it would not exist unless it were regulated. (Principles of Social

and Political Theory,; 1951)

On the same principle, any restraint on liberty can only be upheld wher:Preis ,

uly proved that it is imposed in the interests of justice and equality. S W g

may be defined as the ‘absence of discrimination’. Jn the legal or political sphere,

-A

this interpretation of ecilT;Ii-ty will not present much difficulty. This could be inter-|

preted as equality before the law, equal legal personality of each individual, equal |

vote’ principle etc. But as we turn to the gconomic
discrimination’ may not meet the requ\_remems o{
fe a on the basis of private prop-

. . ¢ e
oting rights— nngbmgn, ng
sphere, the mere ‘absence o1 diSCrimin:
justice. When society is divided into d’lffcrent strat b icd
erty and conventional sources of prestige and power—one class o ol (&;e cause
privileges, the other being permanently in an underprivileged position-—

iscriminati 3 Inci-
' ' ithout discrimination. The prin
of justice will not be served by treating them w B bepine

ce , ived. derprivileged secti :
ple of justige requires that the deprived and "““9}3‘! s o cansst
NA /\»"—UE» &A m /"

gl

T T ——



open to exploitationi by the employer, frader or landlord, the faw should make reg-
sonable discrimination(in favoun of the weaker R?.‘.ﬂ.‘[;}“ is Just like extending the
principle of brotherhood or fraternity to the regulation of human relations in soci.
etﬁéﬂé mattﬁe?éf_f_igb_t‘, not ch_zjfity. The principle of fraternity involves rés?ilving
the contradiction of the principle of equality which would otherwise leave the
" individual at the mercy of the cruel market forces of demand and supply and com.-
petition; this would eliminate the weaker sections, not to speak of securing them
equal diénitm or advantage. But any limitation of any section’s right
to equality can only be upheld when it is duly proved that it is a discrimination in
favour of the weaker section in the interests of justice and fraternity.

Thus, in the final principle of justice, we seek to regulate human relations in
society by the principle of liberty; but liberty is qualified by the principle of equal-
ity; and equality is further qualified by the principle of fraternity. The intention is
that each individual gets a fair share in the advantages accruing from organized
social life. Each individual gets a common civic minimum beyond which one’s
work 1s rewarded according to thie value of the contribution made to public wel-

fare. It Jnust be ,@s_cgnaiggd,lhgt‘ an unduly large share of wealth, prestige and

power is not cornered by any privileged section or sections by dint of its money
~amd manipulative power. The principle of justiceEqstulates not merely formal lib-'

/71 erty and equality, but @@h of those social conditions which obstruct

{ the enjoyment of freedom and equality by ordinary men and women.
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