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The doctoral dissertation deals with Robert Nozick's views on Distributive Justice. The 

subject matter of the dissertation therefore includes the works of the main author on 

normative economy, as well as the works of other authors, dealing with this issue. The 

timeframe therefore covers the period from 1974 to 2001, which coincides with the period 

when Nozick wrote his books. However, there are also cases of going beyond these time 

limits – especially when other authors were analysed. 

The main aim of this dissertation is to show the evolution of the American author's 

views on distributive justice. It is therefore about presenting and interpreting the theory of 

“justice of shares” stated in Nozick’s opus magnum "Anarchy, State and Utopia" and Nozick's 

beliefs about distributive justice in his subsequent books. 

In addition to the main objective, four partial objectives were formulated: 

1. Presentation of historical understanding of the category of justice. 

2. Presentation of Nozick's theory of distributive justice in his first major book "Anarchy, 

State and Utopia". 

3. Demonstration of the evolution of Robert Nozick's views in his later books, 

4. Comparison of Nozick's views with elected other representatives of contemporary 

economic thought. 

Main thesis formulated in this dissertation is that Robert Nozick's views on distributive 

justice were subject to changes from radically free market, through liberal-communitarian 

synthesis (average period), to return to the original libertarian position (mature period). 

However, this original position was enriched and became more mature. 

Three auxiliary hypotheses were also positively verified: 

1. The theory of distributive justice formulated by Nozick and justifying the free market is an 

original and important contribution to the development of economic thought, especially the 

normative economy. 

2.  The theory of justice contained in "Anarchy, State and Utopia" did not solve the problem 

of distributive justice because of the insufficient power of arguments. This, however, does not 

contradict the previous hypothesis of the originality and relevance of this theory. 

3 Nozick's mature thought does not coincide with Rawls' views on distributive justice, Sen's 

approach to capacity, conservatism or communitarianism. and anarchocapitalist ibertarianism. 



On the other hand it remains largely compatible with a moderate version of libertarianism that 

accepts the existence of a state. 

The dissertation is theoretical and consists of four chapters. 

Chapter I, "Historical background to the consideration of the question of justice. 

Distributive Justice in the Perspective of Selected Thinkers" is a description of a selection 

views on Distributive Justice proclaimed over the centuries within the Western civilization. It 

presents the views of Plato, Aristotle, St. Augustine and St. Augustine. 

and Thomas Aquinas, Thomas Hobbes, John Locke, David Hume, Immanuel Kant, Karl 

Marx, and some of the expressions of the Church's Social Teaching. 

Chapter II “Robert Nozick's "Distributive Justice Theory" focuses on the Distributive 

Justice theory presented by the scholar in his first major work, “Anarchy, State and Utopia”. 

Initially, it will describe the author's inspirations, his three principles of justice (main 

subchapter), Nozick's polemics with supporters of different theories of justice, aspects of 

Nozick's thought that shows his radical free-marketism (libertarianism), as well as 

shortcomings present in his views. 

Chapter III "Evolution of Robert Nozick's views" is a chronological presentation of 

economic views of the author on distributive justice in subsequent works and an attempt to 

answer the question about the shape of changes in his beliefs. Therefore, first of all, the 

statements concerning the discussed issues in such works as: "Philosophical Explanations, 

Examined Life, Nature of Rationality, Socratic Puzzles and Invariances - and then 

conclusions will be drawn from this analysis. 

Chapter IV "Robert Nozick and selected other modern theorists of distributive justice - 

comparative analysis" confronts Nozick's views on distributive justice with selected 

competitive positions. His thoughts were compared with those of John Rawls, other 

libertarians, and egalitarianism, Amartya Sen's capabilities approach, as well as conservatism 

and communitarianism. 

To sum up, the answer to the question whether Robert Nozick remained a radical 

supporter of the free market (libertarian) at a later stage of his career is affirmative. At the 

same time, the dissertation noted that in his later works Nozick stressed the value of 

solidarity, public aid to the poor and criticized the radically free market attitude. His 

postulates contained in those works should be regarded as a departure from the principles of 

the theory of justice present in his first work. In its pages he excluded the redistribution of 

income and stood up for the minimum state. 



However, in his latest work, "Invariances", the scholar in question distinguished four 

layers of ethics. The fundamental one of these layers is more elegant formulation of classical 

Liberalism or Libertarianism. At the same time, it tends to claim that this first level, though 

less noble than the higher levels of ethics, is the only one to be sanctioned by law and 

coercion of the State. 

The paper uses the historical-descriptive and analytic-comparative methods. 

Books of Robert Nozick himself play the main role in bibliography. Most of them 

have not been analyzed in detail on the Polish ground, and they make a significant 

contribution to the contemporary reflection on distributive justice. The works of other authors 

discussing the issues of distributive justice are also important. 

The rationale for addressing the issue is the belief that there is a link between 

economics and ethics. On the one hand, the division into positive economics  (answering the 

question "what is") and ethic/normative economics (answering the question "how should be") 

have a useful function. On the other hand, however, a normative economist must use the 

achievements of positive economics to avoid falling into utopism. In order to determine 

whether some goal is worth pursuing, he must know whether it is realistic and whether the 

side effects of pursuing it will not be so serious that they will put into question the very value 

of pursuing it. 

A positive economist can also benefit from the achievements of normative 

economy/ethics. After all, the requirements of scientific reliability, non-adulteration of data 

concerning facts, honesty in polemics, objectivity, respect for other people's intellectual 

property are normative in nature. Ethical principles therefore turn out to be the foundation of 

positive economy
1
. 

Moreover, economics is a social science and societies are composed of people. 

These are also guided by non-economic values in economic life (behavioral economics has 

shown the errors of the homo oeconomicus model). Moreover, it is precisely because of this 

human dimension of economics that economic decisions made should also take into account 

the moral aspect. This applies to both macroeconomics and microeconomics. 

The head of the enterprise must take into account not only profit and loss indicators, 

but also the underlying stakeholders (customers, employees, entrepreneurs, suppliers, but also 

the natural environment). Their interests are sometimes contradictory and there is a need to set 

                                                
1 M. Hausman, M. S. McPherson, D. Satz, Ethics of Economy, Economic analysis, philosophy of morality and 

public policy, (Kraków, Copernicus Center Press, 2017), 45-49. 

 



priorities. Ethical problems become very complex when making economic decisions at the 

state or supranational level. The number of stakeholders is much higher, and making decisions 

that take into account all of them is more difficult. It is enough to mention such issues as 

setting an appropriate tax rate, social assistance programs, setting the level of salaries of 

employees in the budgetary sphere, the ethical dimension of the necessity or voluntariness of 

pension systems, health care, unemployment, the problem of admissibility or unacceptability 

of significant social inequalities, etc. These problems are create controversies both in the 

media and in social discussions. They are decided on a daily basis by political decision-

makers, and every few years indirectly by voters by the ballot box. They are also connected 

with everyday life. 

Therefore, it seems justified to address the issue of justice in economics. It is worth 

stressing that this is primarily a question of distributive justice, as opposed to barter justice, 

which concerns relations between individuals or legal justice, which concerns what an 

individual owes the state. This work therefore focuses on distributive justice, i.e. how society 

or the state should distribute goods. This "should" indicates that it is a work in the field of 

normative economics. It also has an interdisciplinary dimension, partly related to philosophy 

and political science. 

And how did Robert Nozick (1938-2002) become the "main character" of this 

dissertation? It is because was one of the most outstanding 20th-century authors dealing with 

normative economics. He is valued in the academic world, especially in the West. In addition, 

his book "Anarchy, State, Utopia" was included in the list of the 100 most influential books of 

the 20th century according to the Times Literary Supplement. Nozick was also an 

extraordinary thinker.  It is not only because his interesting way of writing, but also because 

of his intellectual humility expressed in his ability to modify his own position or signal his 

own uncertainty. This intellectual humility is an important, though rare, virtue. 
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