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2. Rawls’ Original Position is presented as a rational procedure for determining universal principles of justice. Assess the merits of the procedure’s claim to universality.

Is there a way to account for the diversity of the world and its multiplicity and be able to view the unity of human being via different cultures?. Can it be possible to assess facts morally in situations where there are different social practices.There is a need to go past empirical approach through observation to realize what we see in a clear, logical and rational way. Obviously, there is a need to have a theory that can give an interpretive outline for social organizations and enables an ethical assessment. This paper advocate that John Rawls' thought in a Theory of Justice which gives such a framework and ensures that people evaluate on universal grounds and understand some particular situations. 
It is used to establish the gap between global practices and principles of justice as fairness in every part of the world. Rawls's theory enables justice to be fair. It demonstrates why people need a fair and equal distribution of duties, rights, and benefits to help the society. Any differences in the distribution of benefits can only be acknowledged since they fall under acceptable levels of tolerance. Thus different members can get privileges so long as others benefit normally because they do other duties on behalf of others (Arnold, 2012).
One achievement of the necessity of universal values is the Universal Declaration of Human Rights which the United Nations forwarded n 1984. Consequently, the value for legal hierarchy requires that law in every country obey the rules (Buettner‐Schmidt & Lobo, 2012). There are ways of thinking justice as the deriving principles from it through rationality, just like the way John Rawls did in his Theory of Justice. Just like Kant established his principles of morals, Rawls aimed for principles of justice of universal value. The Rawls' theory is universal and very important for social science. The principle has universality in that veil of ignorance that occurs between the real world and the subject. This is because the original position is gained to rationally state faires rules that ensure equal distribution of benefits and trouble of social cooperation. According to Rawls, the best distribution of material and immaterial things is those that provide superlative to the disadvantaged social partners. Therefore, Rawls's system express and establishes a hierarchy among the principle of difference and the principle of equality. Rawls's Theory of Justice has is able to account for various situations of the current world (AdvaIngiyimbere, 2017).
Rawlsian universality makes tangible situations comprehensible

Rawlsian universalism ensures that people understand the diversity of the actual world. There are some kinds of literature which do not agree with the real world situations since the level of abstraction is high (Rawls, 2001). However, the abstraction confers to its universality validity. Since the principles of moral justice have a rational ground, they can still be applied in reasoning. The principles help to measure the world according to rationality that people hold collectively. Critics feel that John Rowls emanated from definite culture, and his theory is not free from the place and time it was devised, but created by specific principles of his own setting. This would mean that Rawls echoes social-democratic values and not creating a universal theory. The principles, therefore, contribute to the compatibility of the universality and the particular. It is used to establish the gap between global practices and principles of justice as fairness in every part of the world.

Rawlsian universality allow real-world action

Getting to know the world is very important. However, there is a need for intellectuals to change it. The changes can happen by actions that have an influence on things and people. In other words, there are two things involved here, understanding the world and transforming it according to Rawls philosophy. The intellectuals have currently managed to change the world  using Rawls principles. Rawls differentiates the good and the right through the definition of good as what any rational human can expect and the right as what conforms with the principles of justice. consequently, it is important to believe the right as good because the right enables a satisfaction that is good (Buettner‐Schmidt & Lobo, 2012). The precedence of the right over the good implies that they are linked through happiness which a rational human gets from conforming with reason. Most societies have embraced the universality process after being inspired by Rawls’s work. 
Universality 

According to AdvaIngiyimbere, (2017), the principles of justice must be universal. They must be referred to people across the world without favoring people from different part of the globe which ensures fairness and equity. Rawls has ensured that people see each other as equals irrespective of color or race. The principles have made sure that a different country cannot force certain conditions on other nations favoring themselves. Universalism has made important impacts on social, economic and equality on political philosophy. The principle of universality has a positive social impact because the poor have been included and the fairness of resource distribution. Services have been delivered directly to the poor. There is a social inclusion where solidarity is achieved. Many people in the society form a complex sequence of social relationship depending on government provision, education, work, communities, and families. When people are not part of such systems, they are said to be excluded. However, through the Theory of Principles of Justice, there have been ways of ensuring that all people are included. Rawls enabled the provision of services to all people as a right (Rawls, 2001). Universality enables that services reach both categories of people like children or older people. It also does not differentiate between categories of people on the basis of wealth or income. Most countries have health care and education which does not favor different people. 

The principles have original position that ensures  that the essential accorded  and arrived at in any process are fair.  This reality produces  '.justice as fairness."it is evident one conception of justice is reasonable than another one.  To understood in this way the issue of rationalization is established by  looking a problem of reflection. It is crucial to establish which ideology it would be coherent to accept given the contractual state.  Universality assumes that important social services must be equally presented to everyone irrespective of economic, social or personal attribute (Buettner‐Schmidt & Lobo, 2012).
Rawls’s theory enables the provision of services and justice to be fair. it demonstrates why people of different status need a fair and equal distribution of duties, rights, and benefits to help the society. Any differences in the distribution of benefits can only be acknowledged since they fall under acceptable levels of tolerance. Thus different members can get privileges so long as others benefit normally because they do other duties on behalf of others. Universality has made important impacts on social, economic and equality on political philosophy. The principle of universality has a positive social impact because the poor have been included and the fairness of resource distribution. Services have been delivered directly to the poor such as justice systems. There is a social inclusion where solidarity is achieved. 
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