Every civilization creates its own definition of justice, and every era convinces itself
that its version is enlightened. Yet history reveals a more complicated truth: justice
is often whatever the strongest faction can enforce. Kings declared justice to be
obedience. Revolutions declared justice to be equality. Empires declared justice to
be order. Modern democracies—fractured into competing tribes—have begun
redefining justice as victory over the other side.

Libraism cannot accept this.
Justice cannot be partisan.
Fairness cannot be owned by a faction.

Truth cannot depend on who counts the votes, who posts the meme, or which tribe
shouts the loudest.

Justice must be the point at which stability and righteousness meet.
For Libraism, justice is not punishment and not reward—it is the restoration of
equilibrium.

The Problem With Today’s Justice: Moral Myopia

In the United States and across the world, justice has become a weapon used to
injure political opponents. One side focuses on economic inequality but ignores
governmental overreach. The other defends freedom of expression but turns a blind
eye to corporate monopolies that stifle competition. Each group sees only half the
picture.

This is moral myopia:
» seeing injustice only when it harms your group,
» demanding accountability only when the other group is responsible,

e excusing wrongdoing when your own side is guilty.



This selective justice is what Libraism rejects.

Historical Parallels: When Justice Became Tribal

Throughout history, societies collapsed when justice became factional:
Ancient Athens

In its decline, courts became tools of revenge. Political rivals were
prosecuted not for crimes, but for allegiances. The democracy didn’t fall
from invasion—it fell from internal imbalance.

The Fall of the Roman Republic

Justice became whatever benefited the faction in power—the Populares or
the Optimates. Once political victory defined truth, the republic was
doomed to civil war.

The French Revolution

The “Republic of Virtue” turned into the Tribunal of Terror. Once justice
became ideological purity, the guillotine became the final arbiter of truth.

20th Century Extremism

Ideologies—fascist or communist—declared justice to be whatever
achieved their utopian ends. Millions died in the name of “fairness,”
proving how quickly justice becomes cruelty when it loses its grounding in
balance.

These examples serve as warnings: when justice is captured by a faction,
society becomes ungovernable.

Libraism’s Principle of Even-Weighted Justice

Libraism proposes a different model:
Justice must be blind not only to identity, but to political alignment.

An action is just or unjust independent of:



who committed it,

who benefits,

who is offended,

which ideology it serves.

For Libraism, the question is not “Who is right?” but “What restores balance?”
This principle yields four fundamental pillars:

1. Proportional Consequence

Punishment should restore equilibrium, not satisfy anger.

2. Universal Standards

The same action receives the same judgment no matter the actor’s tribe,
wealth, race, status, or political party.

3. Transparency Over ldeology

Processes matter more than outcomes. A win achieved unfairly is not a win—it
is the beginning of decay.

4. Moral Reciprocity
No one may demand from others what they refuse to practice themselves.

These pillars are not ideals; they are survival mechanisms for a stable society.

Real-World Examples: Where Justice Lost Its



Balance

Corporate Bailouts (2008 and 2020)

Large corporations received trillions in support, yet small businesses—who
lacked political power—were allowed to fail. Justice was distorted by influence.

Media Narratives

Depending on the outlet, the same event becomes either heroism or villainy.
The justice of public opinion is no longer based on facts but on editorial
allegiance.

Criminal Justice Disparities

High-profile individuals routinely avoid accountability through wealth or
connections. Meanwhile, ordinary citizens face disproportionate consequences
for lesser offenses. Balance is impossible when the system favors those closest
to power.

Political Hypocrisy

Every major political faction has protested actions by opponents only to
support the same actions when their own side engages in them. Imbalance
becomes institutionalized.

Justice Through the Lens of Libraism: A New
Approach

Libraism does not propose more laws—it proposes more alignment.
Instead of chasing perfection, it seeks dynamic equilibrium.

The goal is not to create a perfect society.
The goal is to create a fair one.

Key reforms Libraism would advocate:



1. Decentralized Accountability

Institutions must not be controlled by any single faction—political, corporate,
or ideological.

2. Citizen Review Panels
Randomly selected citizens (a modern jury model) provide oversight on issues

that politicians routinely distort—campaign finance, budget allocations,
emergency powers.

3. Balanced Discourse Systems

Debates must be structured so that each side’s strongest argument—not its
loudest—is presented.

4. Transparency as a Default

Government, corporations, and media must prove the necessity of
secrecy—not assume it.

5. Equality of Burden

No class of citizens—rich or poor, left or right—should be exempt from the
responsibilities or standards of justice.

Justice as Balance, Not Vengeance

The highest form of justice is not punishment—it is prevention.
Not revenge—it is course correction.
Not dominance—it is harmony.

Libraism teaches that justice is not the force that wins the argument, but the
principle that prevents society from tearing itself apart.

Balance is not weakness.
Balance is not compromise with corruption.
Balance is the force that keeps civilization upright.



Without balance, every ideology becomes a weapon.
With balance, every disagreement becomes a path toward truth.

Where This Leads Us Next

Justice is the axis; balance is the motion.
But neither can exist without wisdom—the topic of Chapter 8.
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