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ABSTRACT

It is a salient feature of a liberal democratic society that there will
exist diverse, and at times conflicting, philosophical, moral, and religious
doctrines. How can such a society, one that is so profoundly divided, be
just and maintain a stable social order and social unity at the same time?
It is commonly perceived that the value of toleration is an important
virtue for a liberal democratic society in this regard. However, there are
complicated and difficult questions and problems, both at a conceptual
and practical level, with the very notion of toleration. The core question
is how can a liberal democratic society reach an equilibrium solution, in
their attempt to resolve the conflict between pluralism and social unity?
This paper starts out with a general discussion of the concept of tolera-
tion and the meanings of its value, followed with a focused discussion on
Rawls’s recent proposal in his (“article/paper/work” on?) political liber-
alism, and ends with some critical reflections on Rawls’s theory.
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