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A Legal-philosophical Reexamination of Democratic Equality in Contemporary
Theories of Justice and Its Normative Implications for Global Justice
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In the field of legal philosophy, there are two main themes: the descriptive theory of law,
which is the inquiry into the law as it is, and the theory of justice (or the normative theory of law),
which is the inquiry into the law as it ought to be. This research is an attempt to consider some
normative implications of so called “democratic equality”, which has come to the fore in the
late 90s among egalitarian conceptions of justice, for problems of justice evoked in global level.

In the field of contemporary theories of justice, egalitarian theories of justice has developed
in great detail, focusing on the currency of egalitarian justice, that is, in which space (welfare,
resources, or capabilities?) we should equalize our goods or resources. In the late 90s, Elizabeth
Anderson, the political philosopher in the U.S., made a case against these theories of “distributive
egalitarianism”, arguing that the aim of equality is not to realize the equal distribution itself,
but to create the social institution in which all individuals are able to interact in reciprocal
relations. Since then, the mainstream theories of distributive egalitarianism and Anderson
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and her followers’“relational egalitarianism”have been two prominent branches of egalitarian
alternatives regarding the controversies over equality.

I have already examined the defensibility of conceptions of justice based on relational
egalitarianism. As a result, [ have made clear the fact that democratic equality, one of the
prominent theories based on relational egalitarianism, has been criticized (by some distributive
egalitarians) for having difficulty in applying its theory to the problems of global justice.
However, those criticisms have no sufficient ground, and democratic equality is not only able to
apply its principles of justice globally, but also to justify more radical remedies than distributive

egalitarians do in the name of equality.
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