
Yet, Bentham's maxim, "Each i s  t o  

gross  i n j u s t i c e .  And t h e  maxim i s  not  q u i t e  moral e i t h e r  because t h e  weaker deserve 

count f o r  one, no one f o r  more than one", 

is too  simple t o  be r e a l i s t i c  and mora . It i s  u n r e a l i s t i c  because it overlooks i 
t h e  f a c t  t h a t  every person is  f a r  more s t rong ly  a t tached t o  h i s  r e l a t i v e s  and f r iends  

t o  be  t r e a t e d  b e t t e r  than t h e  s t rong ,  I j recisely i n  o rde r  t o  rerffreess i n e q u a l i t i e s  

than t o  s t r a n g e r s :  he m 

and hus maximize j u s t i c e .  Thus if  a c h i l d  and a  s t rong  adu l t  f i g h t  over a  loaf  of 
I 

- k c : , , ,  . . . a  i s  incapable of  

bread, t h e  r i g h t  t h i n g  t o  do is t o  takd s i d e s  wi th  t h e  former.LIkewise i n  t h e  case 

f u l l  impap t i a l i ty  unless  p r e f e r r i n g , a  f r i e n d  t o  a  s t r anger  is  l i k e l y  t o  r e s u l t  in  

of a  c o n f l i c t  between a  powe'rful na t ion  and a  weak one over a  resource dBh%$ 

a v a i l a b l e  t o  both. KmBx~x~~xx No j u s t  and humane judge w i l l  be even-handed in a l l  

c a s e s x x 8 k ~ ~ i 2 a : x ~ k ~ ,  al though they w ' l l  no t  al low s e l f - i n t e r e s t  t o  i n t e r f e r e .  't 
In s h o r t ,  r a d i c a l  o r  simple ega l i t a r i an i sm is n e i t h e r  r e a l i s t i c  nor r i g h t :  Recall  

cn. 6, Sect .  , 

I 1  

I :  3 - .  
I '  . 
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