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[A] The idea of the original position is to set up a fair procedure so that any principles agreed to
will be just. The aim is to use the notion of pure procedural justice as a basis of theory.
Somehow we must nullify the effects of specific contingencies which put men at odds and tempt
them to exploit social and natural circumstances to their own advantage. Now in order to do
this I assume that the parties are situated behind a veil of ignorance. They do not know how the
various alternatives will affect their own particular case and they are obliged to evaluate
principles solely on the basis of general considerations.

It is assumed, then, that the parties do not know certain kinds of particular facts. First of all,
no one knows his place in society, his class position or social status; nor does he know his
fortune in the distribution of natural assets and abilities, his intelligence and strength, and the
like. Nor, again, does anyone know his conception of the good, the particulars of his rational
plan of life, or even the special features of his psychology such as his aversion to risk or liability
to optimism or pessimism. More than this, I assume that the parties do not know the particular
circumstances of their own society. That is, they do not know its economic or political situation,
or the level of civilization and culture it has been able to achieve. The persons in the original
position have no information as to which generation they belong.

[B] The veil of ignorance is so natural a condition that something like it must have occurred to
many. The formulation in the text is implicit, I believe, in Kant's doctrine of the categorical
imperative, both in the way this procedural criterion is defined and the use Kant makes of it.
Thus when Kant tells us to test our maxim by considering what would be the case were it a
universal law of nature, he must suppose that we do not know our place within this imagined
system of nature.

(John Rawls, A Theory of Justice, a revised edition, Harvard University Press, 2009, p.118)
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oDem Wertcharakter nach ist die Zuverlassigkeit der Wahrhaftigkeit nah verwandt. In

beiden handelt es sich um die Vertrauenswiirdigkeit der Person. Aber der genaueren Materie

nach sind gsie nahezu entgegengesetzt. Der Zuverlidssige steht mit der Tat ein fir das
gegebene Wort, gder Wahrhaftige mit dem Wort fiir die gegebene Tatsache (so wie er sie

versteht). In beiden Féllen ist es ein Verbiirgen von Ubereinstimmung durch die Person; nur im
einen Fall ein Verbiirgen des Wortes bei festliegendem realem Sachverhalt; im anderen ein
Verbiirgen des noch irrealen, ausstehenden Sachverhalts bei festliegendem Wort. Der
Sachverhaltswert liegt also bei der Wahrhaftigkeit in der GewiBBheit des Zeugnisses, bei der
Zuverlassigkeit in der GewiBheit der kunftigen Tat, der Verwirklichung, oder Uberhaupt
kunftigen Seins. Der sittliche Wert im Verbiirgen dieser und jener GewilBheit ist daher auch
@eln verschiedener.
(Nicolai Hartmann, Ethik, Walter de Gruyter & Co., 1962, pp.464-465 X V)
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