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Distributive Justice and Eamed Income 

Temu Wang, Yung-mei Tsai, Duu-chiang Wang, Chao-hsien Lu 

Abstract 

Literature suggests three principles in evaluating distributive justice of social 
resources : those based 00 need principle. How individuals use 
these principles in their interpretations of distributive justice depend on a number 
factors : their personal types of social resources being considered , 

group be evaluated. Although we include all spectrums of people in the 
society as our limit our investigation of social resources to individuals' 
earned income only. The justice literature indicates that when come to 
economic resources , people tend to use the To test this , we 

constructed dummy households and individuals and ask our respondents 
whether given these households' and individuals' the income they 
received were just or not. The literature further that : (1) men are more 
likely to use while women tend to need principle; and (2) high 
incomc and high occupational status individuals are likely to use 
while married with individuals tend to stress the need principle . Whether 
and to what extent these differential usages of distributive justice principle are also 
differential usages among our have adopted and 

.. -\merican scholars, Rossi, and Jasso's design to the Taiwanese 
partially to test the cross-cultural applicability of their design and 

techniques.The followings are the findings o f the present study : 
1. 10 evaluating the distributive justice of earned incomes , our respondents are more 

likely to use the need principle than the equity principle as the basis of their 
judgment 

2. In evaluating the distributive justice of earned incomes, those more highly 
educated , white collar respondents are more likely to use while 
those female ,or less educated , or blue collar respondents are more likely to use 
need principle in the basis of their judgment 

Keywords : distributive justice , need 
principle 


