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Equality of Opportunity in Income Distribution: A Literature Review

LIN Jian, YANG Qi-ming
(China Academy for Rural Development » Zhejiang University» Hangzhou 310058, China)

Abstract: The idea of equality of opportunity from contemporary theory of distributive justice paved its way in-
to the research of income distribution. Economists formalized this idea and extended income distribution research a-
long the following three lines: (1) empirically measuring inequality of opportunity in income distribution; (2) for-
mulating and evaluating policies aimed at promoting equality of opportunity, and (3) defining distributive injustice
as inequality of opportunity and exploring its impact on long-term economic growth. With a thorough survey of the
research progress, the article draws conclusions and implications as follow: (1) A considerable proportion of in-
come inequality derives from inequality of opportunity in the current world, and the most important inequality of
opportunity factor is social relation in China, while these facts show that we can substantially ease income inequali-
ty through opportunity equalization; (2) The idea of equality of opportunity is operable, and we can use Roemer’
s EOp analytical framework to design and evaluate the equal opportunity policy based on empirical data; (3) Theo-
retical analyses and empirical evidences shows that inequality of opportunity has negative effects on economic per-
formance, and there’s no tradeoff between equity and efficiency.

Key words:income inequality; income distribution; equality; equality of opportunity; equal-opportunity policy
(EOp)



