	Creu teitl ar gyfer pob paragraff 
Create a title for each paragraph
 
	

2. Justice as equity


A somewhat different principle of justice is one of justice as equity, possibly the most well-known proponent of which is John Rawls (see Box 1.2 on the next page). Rawls argues for an egalitarian notion of justice, the key aim of which is to reduce inequalities. To understand how Rawls’ notion of justice might be applied to education, consider the following vignette: Jacinta has difficulty reading and finds it hard to keep up in class. The teacher has to spend a lot of time helping Jacinta and gives her a lot of attention. Sometimes the other students have to wait for the teacher to stop helping Jacinta and to come and help them. 



Our response to the fairness of such a situation might be: 

· that Jacinta needs extra help, so it is fair that the teacher should spend more time helping her; 
or: 
· that the teacher should spend equal time with all the students. It is not fair that others should have to wait. 

A supporter of the justice as equity argument would say that the first option is the fairer, in other words that it is justifiable for the teacher to treat the students differently in order that their opportunities for success become more equal. Jacinta needs more help and she should therefore receive it in order to give herself the best chance of success. The basis for this argument is that not all students are the same. Instead, they are different in terms of what they need in order to be able to reach a particular level of achievement (Brighouse and Swift 2008). This might be because they come from a disadvantaged social environment, have special educational needs or speak a different language to the one used in school. This would mean that in order for them to achieve similar educational outcomes to more advantaged students more resources would need to be given to them.

Rawl’s theory of justice

John Rawls (1921–2002) was an American philosopher who is credited with producing one of the most influential works on political theory of the twentieth century. Rawls argues for a liberal egalitarian view of justice, two principles of which are: 
Each person has the same indefeasible claim to a fully adequate scheme of equal basic liberties, which scheme is compatible with the same scheme of liberties for all. 
Social and economic inequalities are to satisfy two conditions: first, they are to be attached to offices and positions open to all under conditions of fair equality of opportunity; and second, they are to be to the greatest benefit of the least-advantaged members of society. 
(Rawls 2001: 42–3)

Thus, Rawls holds basic liberties as paramount (such as access to a basic education); only when these basic rights are assured is the second principle relevant. This second principle is interesting because it enables inequalities to exist within society, as long as first everyone has an equal chance of securing these advantaged positions (through equality of opportunity) and that these inequalities serve to benefit the most vulnerable in society. Thus it is acceptable for individuals to earn large amounts of money, provided that part of that money is redistributed to the least wealthy through the taxation system. 

According to Rawls, inequalities (in terms of attainment, income and so on) are justifiable only when they benefit all of society, including the least advantaged. So, for example, it takes many years to become a doctor and when they are finally qualified they tend to work long, often unsociable, hours. Therefore it is fair that doctors earn more money than window cleaners, for example, as their work is of far more benefit to society (particularly its least advantaged members – in this case the sick). It is also acceptable for doctors to receive more education and training than window cleaners as this enables them to fulfil their job to the benefit of everyone. However, Rawls is also quite clear that the different treatment that doctors receive, in terms of the amount of money they earn and the education they receive, is only justified if everyone is able to benefit from better medical care. He also argues that all individuals should have an equal chance of gaining the advantages that being a doctor confers. So, for example, everyone should be able to have access to the education which will lead to the qualifications that would enable one to take up this role – so the opportunity for anyone to train to become a doctor has to be present. 

Given that around 60% of medical students in the UK come from ‘middleclass’ backgrounds (the average for all undergraduates is 36%) (Smith and White 2011), one might ask whether the ‘benefits’ of being a doctor are actually being shared by everyone and whether, in this instance, Rawls’ principles of justice are being met
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