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GLOBAL JUSTICE
The 21st century is facing major problems, including global justice issues. Global justice is a theoretical position that solves the problem of fair distribution of benefits and burdens around the world and examines the feasibility of institutions necessary to ensure such fair distribution (Kukathas, 2006). The foundation of universal justice in the world is that humans are considered to be people of primary concern when territorial boundaries do not ban the attainment of justice. The idea of ​​universal justice is rooted in metropolitan theory, which holds that a form of moral universalism is right so that all people (not just citizens or compatriots) belong to the realm of justice.
What are the new justice principles to help us deal differently with 21st-century issues like environmental protection while enabling us to improve the standard of living of the world's poorest countries? The philosophy of the past has not provided an actual model for the answer to such questions.
Three major issues related to international issues of justice: the justice scope, the fair distributing of wealth, and the organizations responsible for justices. The accepted philosophical view still assumes that the scope of justice obligations is determined by members of the general political community. According to this statement, people only have judicial duties towards those who live together under a general constitution or others who recognize that they belong to the same country. "British philosopher David Miller agreed that these duties apply only to those living together or in the same part of the country.
At the global level, what we deserve each other is one of the questions global justice seeks to answer. Positive and negative responsibility may conflict with personal morality. Cosmopolitans, including the Greek diagnostic Sinopa, claim to be citizens of the world. William Godwin (utilitarian thinker and anarchist) believes that everyone must be impartial, get the best possible benefit and not favor anyone.
The broader political context discussed is the long-standing conflict between local institutions: tribe against the state, village against the city, community against empire or nation-state against the United Nations. The relative strength of the local and global markets recorded decreased. From the old-time to this century, the main system of politics was a sovereign territorial nation that claimed to have control on the legal use of the court to give justice in its territories and existed in the worldwide system of other sovereign countries. The interest of political philosophers at that time focused almost entirely on local matters: how nations treat their citizens, what should citizens do for each other? Beyond the boundaries of justice and other subjects, interpersonal relations were sheltered or abandoned by theorists of international relations
Thomas Pogge believes that states cannot be attained only by world justice. It is not appropriate to raise ethical concerns related to international relations only in the national interest, that is, in the government interest. According to Moellendorf and Pogge, organizations such as the World Trade Organization (WTO) have always advocated free trade, but until now, they have allowed protectionism in developed nations.
Civil society groups in Africa have felt that the International Criminal Court is running unevenly, but they still give it global judicial support. In Cambodia Special Court in Cambodia, some observers have stated that the court can only play a role if it properly resolves the issue of how to provide compensation to victims, while others support it. I believe that this case will be the history of Cambodia. It is the most important sentence in the court in the history of Cambodia. Yuok Chang, head of the Cambodia Documentation Center (World Agency, Special Intergovernmental Agency on Climate Change), was responsible for the conclusion of the climate change agreement but was criticized for not acting on time.  
Ann Peterman and Oren Langel of the Global Justice Ecology Project reported that in 2007, industrial workers received preferential treatment compared to civil society supervisors and representatives from poor countries. Rawls expanded the syllabus of his book which is called ‘The Theory of Justice’ to cover issues of global justice. The reason that we can justify the world order because it shows that the people's representatives will choose the world system in the original state they imagined, thus preventing them from knowing which particular person they would represent. Huh. This ignorant decision is a model of justice because it excludes selfish prejudices. When Rawls adopted this approach in the context of local justice, political parties represented members of the community in a primitive environment, and he argued that they supported a free policy based on redistribution and equality. In contrast, Rawls believes that when his method applies to world justice, it fully supports the traditional Kantian international morality: the state fulfills strict treaty obligations and restrictions of war, but generally does not return personal property. Therefore, various judges used local and worldwide laws to solve matters. Although justice requires equality within countries, it should not be so. The Commonwealth system is a fair global institutional system.
As the interrelationship between people and geographic and cultural regions increases, Al-Rodhan argues that the outcome of one geographic and domain of culture will influence the outcome of other domains. Justice is the basis of the dignity of humans, personal geo-cultural victory, and the general goodwill of the civilization of humans. Therefore, as of al-Rodhan, reaching the least possible standard of universal justice is a necessary condition for the victory of the civilization of humans.
To achieve worldwide justice, eight minimum standards must be met. They are dialogue institutions, effective, and representative decision-making structures, representative multilateral institutions, fair treatment, compassion, transparency, accountability, and compliance with international laws.
In conclusion, worldwide justice is the ultimate goal of security of the world, as injustice can give rise to anger feelings, isolation, and humiliation, which can harm the self-worth of human beings. None of the above five main terms implies complete satisfaction with the current world order. Realists complain that countries attempting to achieve idealistic moral values ​​through human intervention and aid are destroying their international order rather than focusing on their strategic interests. Oppose the destroying of customary culture by the colonialism culture under the guise of liberalism of the economy or human rights protection. Nationalists condemn the fact that many individuals live under illegal citizenship or are stateless. The defenders of the international community care about the imperial aspirations of rogue and powerful countries. Metropolis believes that the contemporary world cannot strictly meet its standards, which necessitates significant changes in the behavior of wealthy countries and individuals.
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