EDUCATION AND INEQUALITY IN THE UK

PRIVATE VERSUS STATE SCHOOLS

The basic problem of British education lies in the fact that there is no common, but a dual system of education, which sustains inequality. In the 1970s the antagonism between supporters of the Grammar Schools and of the Comprehensive Schools split the country. After the almost complete abolition of that system in favour of an egalitarian system, the more profound dualism between publicly maintained state schools and fee-paying private schools continues to exist:

Comprehensive Schools:

	Pros:
· provide social mixture

· provide a greater equality 

· give more chances to more children

· forge young people capable of dealing with all social groups
	Cons: 

· lower academic standard; 

· bad reputation because of truancy and vandalism 

· too big, but current demographic trends are making schools smaller


Public Schools:

	Pros:
1. high academic standards 

2. carefully selected teachers who studied at "Oxbridge" 

3. a high staff ratio (i.e. smaller classes); 
	Cons:
1. favour an educational elite 

2. are only available to the few whose families (predominantly upper and middle class) can afford it 

3. are old-fashioned and very connected to traditions (uniforms etc.) 

4. favour social isolation from other classes; 


Private education is generally deemed superior. 
Traditionally, the ruling classes were recruited from former Public School students. Although the conditions have changed and more emphasis is placed on merit today, Public School boys still have a big advantage over students from Comprehensive Schools. Educational privilege, social prestige and the "old-boy-network" may help the Public ex students to achieve professional success and high positions in all fields of life. Therefore the existence of a separate system of education for the wealthy is an important factor in preserving and perpetuating class distinction in Britain. The educational ideal of equal opportunities for all is not provided by the present educational system.
INEQUALITY INSIDE STATE SCHOOLS

Deciding school admissions on distance between home and school is a major driver of educational inequality between rich and poor, say researchers.

Everyone knows that, in general, state schools are better in richer areas. That’s why wealthy parents pay so much for houses in good areas: they’re buying their school place as surely as someone who sends their child to Eton. Expecting pupils to go to their local school means poorer children have very few possibilities of attending good schools.

Some studies have examined how families choose the state schools for their children, and why children from deprived families were more likely to be concentrated in the worst performing schools. The researchers found that differences were not the result of wealthier families having better-informed, more strategic school preferences. Instead, they found the substantial difference was that wealthier families were more likely to live in areas with more high-achieving schools. Even though poorer families might want to send their child to a school with good results, their choice was limited by a system based on prioritising those living locally.

This inequality worked on multiple levels.

Pupils in poorer areas were likely to have fewer high-performing schools in travelling distance. But the use of proximity as a way of allocating places is very widespread. Moreover these studies have noted that the idea of sending children to a local school is well established and popular with many parents, particularly at primary level. Along with comparing academic results, the distance to school is an important factor when parents are making their school preferences. 
