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Justice as Fairness
When I read "Justice and Fairness," I thought about the original statement objects and thought about the rationality of the original thoughts. Although Rawls argues that the original statement's principles regulate all the subsequent agreements, I tended to feel that the initial statement may not guarantee rationality; it is subject to alteration and modification for it to take a rational dimension. Thus, in his argument that these principles determine the kinds of governance and social cooperation, I tried to figure out that perhaps that is why many social structures are not fair to all people. 
However, in the determination of social cooperation, my initial perceived discrepancy based on fairness was covered by the argument that people chose in one act the duties and rights to determine social benefits division. Thus, I thought that the practical principles could be used to determine what is fair and just considering that the utility theory considers the overall benefit of action as what determines the goodness of an action. This relation emanated from Rawls' argument that fairness is achieved when a group reflects and decides what is fair and just to them.
	Additionally, as I read about the correlation between the principles of justice and fairness and the social contract theory, several questions developed. For instance, why do we have to seek other principles to define justice and fairness, yet the social contact enabled mutual understanding and fairness among people regardless of the religious input? Besides, from the fact that these principles emanate from a veil of ignorance about the individual endowment, rank, strength, natural assets and abilities, I wondered how fairness is achieved then without recognizing individual differences. Rawls sums this ignorance by arguing that parties in the initial situation are thought of as "rational and mutually disinterested."  
In reading, I thought Rawls clarified that the choice of justice principles must be scrutinized to determine which ones are to be used in the original position. I felt that through thought and careful deliberations, any group, will be able to take care of their differences in the determination of the principles of the original position. 
Finally, as Rawls outlined the principles he feels should be taken as the original position, I wondered how we could achieve an agreeable “equal right to extensive liberty which compares to others’ similar liberties. Also, I wondered how all the inequalities could be arranged to suit everyone's advantage. Thus, I felt that it is challenging to achieve justice for all. 
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