Outline and critically assess Rawls’ notion of ‘Justice as Fairness’
The theory of a ''Justice as Fairness'' is an idea of justice that philosopher John Rawls presented in the book, A theory of Justice. This perspective of justice, that has taken charge of society's rudimentary standing, which is  '' a population's principal constitutional, political, social and economic organization  and how they mold themselves to create some form of societal collaboration''(Rawls, 1971). As such, Rawls Justice as Fairness in a structured equation and says, ''Justice as Fairness isn't an absolute contract thesis''.(Rawls, 1971). Rawls uses two main theories to describe a Justice of Fairness, the first part is Liberty & Equality and the second is the Difference principal & fair equality of opportunity. In this essay I shall critically and systematically assess the notion of Justice of fairness.
To begin, one drawback of the ''Justice as Fairness'' theory is that even the greatest of equality proponents contest that some of the inequalities that the theory tends to destruct, are far too intolerable. This is because why the idea fails to express in what ways the under privileged person's affairs should be held to a higher esteem then the average person and for what legitimate reason should society enrich the other underprivileged members of society.(Qcc.cuny.edu, 2018). Therefore it can be said that the Justice as Fairness idea has some flaws.
Further, the ''Justice as Fairness'' theory can be further critiqued as staunch defenders of liberalism claim that the difference principle brings about large restrictions of the essence of liberty. This is because the difference principle seeks to sort of introduce the effects of ''trickle down economics'' onto the masses of a population. This in libertarians eyes heavily restricts the God given rights of the more well off members in society as they will be more than likely to not have priority over public services, such as schools for their children, healthcare, public works such as construction of new roads or suffer at the hands of progressive taxation which will tax the rich higher than the less well off. (Qcc.cuny.edu, 2018) This in libertarians view, is not far or just. Consequently, it can be said that the Justice as Fairness idea has some flaws.
Another drawback of the '' Justice as Fairness'' argument is that it does not boast utility. This is because as maximizing utility usually requires an individual to satisfy him/her total wants from a good or service, which the fair Equality of Opportunity theory, works against as the less well off are given an equal chance to positions in the workplace as other members of society. This does not boast utility as it disadvantages the more well members of society from satisfying all their goals or wants.(Qcc.cuny.edu, 2018)Therefore, it can be said that the Justice as Fairness theory has some major flaws.
 Nonetheless, a drawback of the ''Justice as Fairness'' argument by Rawls is that it can be said that it disregards the essence of Thatcherism, which is a brand of neoliberalism that seeks to champion hard work and how greater economic privilege should be afforded to such values (BBC News, 2018). Members of this school of thought argue that, members of society who work extremely hard should be afforded the right to gain greater economic privilege, irrespective of whether or not it benefits the least well off in society. They also argue that the Difference principle disregards as to how individuals get to become in less privileged backgrounds, when the answers to such questions could greatly cure the fairness of these positions in the difference principle theory. (Qcc.cuny.edu, 2018). Consequently, it can be concluded that the justice as fairness argument has flaws.

Another flaw of the '' Justice as Fairness'' theory is that Rawls' idea is blind to the special rank of persons with disabilities, which might be chronically based or naturally based. This is because in regard to the liberty principle, which assures all of rudimentary liberties to all citizens and the difference principle which continues that opportunities should be proportionately shared to everyone in society. Where the issue lies for proponents of disabled people, is that in the difference principle, the imbalance in wealth and income should benefit those who come from from income levels. This a major of the justice of fairness argument because income and wealth should not solely be the measures of well being and that any form of disability, be it natural or chronic, is not accounted for and is not worthy of any form of indemnity.(Jstor.org, 2018). Therefore, it can be concluded that the justice as fairness argument has major flaws.

To conclude, the justice as fairness argument was and has answered or cured some major ills of inequality in our society, however, it doesn't come without major flaws as it fails, at the face of it, to amend issues such as maximizing utility, restricting liberty, ignoring hard work and most importantly, ignoring the presence of disabled people. With further thought and revision, I'm sure it can more than likely amend these flaws however, these flaws are too large to handle.
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