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Introduction 
Justice and equality based on the question of what is good in the society
[bookmark: _Hlk84907401]The argument on fairness or justice has prevailed over decades in the western civilization. In addition, there’s no idea that has been linked consistently to morality and ethics than the idea of equality and justice in the western civilization. These ideas have been discussed and reviewed by most known ancient philosophers trying to bring an equilibrium to the society about the freedoms of the subjects and the masters. They argued their ideas in trying to provide the meanings of justice in various ways that can be easily explained and practiced in the society. Some of the definitions that they gave on justice includes giving everybody what they deserve or giving everybody his due. Fairness and justice are terms that are related closely and are frequently used in the present world (Knoll & Michael: 2019)
The findings of the well-known philosophers, Plato and Aristotle's established the understanding of the general and particular type of fairness in a good society. This means, comprehending completely the quality of fairness that permits people and community to perfect on their intended actions to promote cohesion in their society. According to Plato definition, Justice is an essential virtue significant to make community order. Individually, fairness includes individual order that is personal fairness and obeying the rules. That is, achieving intelligence or fairness of thinking and strengthens thus promoting achievement of justice. At community level, fairness represents the relation between society and the ruling administration which enhances peaceful coexistence among citizens thus showing self- control, non- interference, obey the law and have a relation with deity. (Aas: 2019)
 In other words, Plato didn’t clearly clarify the responsibilities of the State and the subjects in attainment of Justice for everyone in the Republic, but rather what they want to be like in construction a just society. Aristotle viewed Justice as the need to handle equals equally and unequal unequally. Politically, the philosopher’s Justice was concerned with that which is legal and just, thus the rising of the unique types of fairness such as distributive and retributive Justice. Retributive Justice is concerned with reparation, thereby ensuring that when societal rules of fairness have been violated, wrongs are erased via some true procedures. Distributive fairness means that, to each person could be given, rights and rewards according to score, hard work or participation. On the basis of requirements, it could involve handling what is not equal, unequally to realize uniform results. Where based on equity. If based on equity, an economic concept, resources would then be allocated based on input, effort, productivity or talent. Apportionment based on proportionate equality disregards needs or productivity while ensuring an equal split of available resources.
A contemporary political philosopher from the United States of America Rawls who stands as the most influential philosopher on the subject of Justice as it applies to constitutional democracy. Rawls' Theory of Justice as fairness proceeds from Kantian character that people are free, rational and not egotist, thus likely to not serve their self-interest. In his experiment, Rawls recognized natural position, which means participants in a community agreement have different interests, power, possessions and other features which will eventually result in an unjust community agreement due to contrast in physical and individual impacts. Nevertheless, should they use ignorance, and then the individual agreements made will probably symbolize deeply owned and transferred moral convictions. At this state the person is neutral and free from influence or biases. In summary, the philosopher generated a Theory of Justice as fairness based on the following principles; Equality of freedom which revolves around rights and freedom generally outlined in the statutory including equality of chances on the basis of economic, social and political.
Rawls also had a second stage of justification of equality in the society that majorly based on the effects of institutions to an individual. The test on this stage is to clarify whether the content in the justice institutions and policies can be adopted by the people in the society, this raises a question on the stability of the law. He further defined stability of the law basing on two questions, firstly is if the people in the society who grow as the subject of the concept of political justice get an equal measure of justice as those who view them selves as masters of the law so as to enable them to lie under the same institution of justice. The second one is if the general facts produced that views democracy as a political culture to the society.
These questions raised by Rawl are distinct and related in the sense that the first one is sociological on the impacts of the justice institutions on the behavior and moral personality of the people living in that society. The second one is on the relations of the principles of justice that existed originally and the prevailing configuration on the notion of what’s good for the society.  
The verification of the second question by Rawls is rather challenging since it entails both questions of how the principles come into relation to our present existence and our myths on the justice and the good that people tend to display on the society and the question on our opinion on how we view the principles that relate to the prevailing generation of our sensibilities to the morals and beliefs that exists amongst us. On the intention of bringing clarification to these answers Rawls further raises two concepts of overlapping consensus and reflective equilibrium. 
Rawls comes to a conclusion that as fairness, justice and its principles of justice with the values of the reasoning of the public can genera a few who view themselves as superiors than others. Rawls had the idea of equality amongst all the members of the society as from the point where the freedom of basics was guaranteed. Rawls interpretation of equality and justice answers the question weather the society can be equal if it neglects the cries of others in the very society.
Equality is met when everybody in the society is viewed being equal before the law while social justice is when one can defend their own opinions without fear, governments that enhances social justice makes sure that each person under the government is comfortable. Equality in a good society concern ensuring that all citizens get an equal chance to create the most of their lives and talents. It is also believed that no person should have poorer life opportunities because of the way they were born, where they originated, or whether they are disabled. When equality is enhanced in a society there are more lucrative advantages that would provide itself as the people will live without the fear of claiming what is rightfully theirs. (Lucash: 2019)
Social equality is met when the social goods and burdens are distributed equally, this calls for equal treatment morally since everybody’s basic rights are equal. In simple words social equality can be described as freedom being distributed equally to everybody. However, there are some points in social equality that needs some clarifications such as income, everybody can’t have the same amount of income depending on what they do.
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