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they were unable to find _.a.EcunB.mé nBEowBoa in the labor markets, and thus had
only minimal wages to satisfy thejr needs

.._,E:m.wso%gvﬂgzénmz
(0 pay scientists more than laborers because it would be reasonable to assume that the

additional pay would attract more scientists &5 i.oEa mvent better products that
would make life more rewarding for everyone, including the Hpgﬁaaﬂ,. ; i

Rawls understood that it would be Evca,u@ﬂo to SB@:wo% omﬂwwwoﬂmvwo i
incqualities in benefit distribution upon the life %ﬁ%soaa SRRt cnst
society, and so he suggested that Bmﬁa. we Sa_a og._cu S 9&3&. il ol
among us,” those with the Jeast omcamg?. the Sw»a “MMMW@M@ fhoi G shemal distis-
abilities—and consequently the ones most likely to T
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