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Who Deserves What

YAO Da-zhi
(School of Philosophy and Sociology., Jilin University, Changchun, Jilin 130012)

Abstract: The term “deserve” has two basic functions, which is used as a moral value in moral philoso-
phy and as a distributive principle in political philosophy. When used as a distributive principle, it is
seen as a principle of justice as opposed to other principles, such as equality and entitlement. Viewed
from the perspective of theorists in favor of deserve, the term can be used both as a moral value and a
distributive principle. But from the point of view of theorists disapproving deserve, the term can’t be
used in distributive justice, even though they don’t give a reasonable justification for their claim. The
paper is to put forward a justification against both the conceptions of deserve: First, the conception of
the theorists for deserve is incorrect, because “deserve” can’t be a principle of distribution; second,
John Rawls and other theorists against deserve is not right either, because they failed to give an over-
whelming refutation to the conception of deserve.
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