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Abstract 
 

 

        The rise in inequality in the distribution of income among people is well-
documented and displays the characteristics of a trend, having affected large numbers 
of countries, from the poorest to the most affluent, during the past two decades. Up to 
the 1980s, at least since the Second World War and in some cases since the beginning of 
the twentieth century, there had been a general narrowing of differences in the income 
available to individuals and families. Income-related inequalities, notably in the 
ownership of capital and other assets, in access to a variety of services and benefits, and 
in the personal security that money can buy, are growing. There is also greater 
inequality in the distribution of opportunities for remunerated employment, with 
worsening unemployment and underemployment in various parts of the world affecting a 
disproportionate number of people at the lower end of the socio-economic scale. The 
inequality gap between the richest and poorest countries, measured in terms of national 
per capita income, is growing as well. The popular contention that the rich get richer 
and the poor get poorer appears to be largely based on fact, particularly within the 
present global context.  
        Extreme poverty and the suffering it entails affect a large proportion of humankind, 
and major efforts by Governments and international organizations to reduce or 
eradicate poverty have thus far failed to produce the desired results. 
       Present paper is dealing with the constitution to provide an economic equality to 
the Indian citizen in reference to Indian Constitution.    

        The rise in inequality in the distribution of income among people is well-
documented and displays the characteristics of a trend, having affected large numbers of 
countries, from the poorest to the most affluent, during the past two decades. Up to the 
1980s, at least since the Second World War and in some cases since the beginning of the 
twentieth century, there had been a general narrowing of differences in the income 
available to individuals and families. Income-related inequalities, notably in the 
ownership of capital and other assets, in access to a variety of services and benefits, and 
in the personal security that money can buy, are growing. There is also greater 
inequality in the distribution of opportunities for remunerated employment, with 
worsening unemployment and underemployment in various parts of the world affecting 
a disproportionate number of people at the lower end of the socio-economic scale. The 
inequality gap between the richest and poorest countries, measured in terms of national 
per capita income, is growing as well. 
 

        At the time of independence, the constitution makers were highly influenced by the 
feeling of social equality and social justice. For the same reason, they incorporated such 
provisions in the constitution of India. The Indian Constitution is unique in its contents 
and spirit. Through borrowed from almost every constitution of the world, the 
constitution of India has several salient features that distinguish it from the constitutions 
of other countries.   
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        The constitution of India was adopted on November 26, 1949. Some provision of the constitution came into force 
on same day but the remaining provisions of the constitution came into force on January 26, 1950. This day is referred to 
the constitution as the “date of its commencement”, and celebrated as the Republic Day. These are as follows – 
 

         In D. S. Nakara v. Union of India, the Supreme Court has held that the principal aim of a socialist state is to 
eliminate inequality in income, status and standards of life. The basic frame work of socialism is to provide a proper 
standard of life to the people, especially, security from cradle to grave. Amongst there, it envisaged economic equality 
and equitable distribution of income. This is a blend of Marxism & Gandhism, leaning heavily on Gandhian socialism. 
From a wholly feudal exploited slave society to a vibrant, throbbing socialist welfare society reveals a long march, but, 
during this journey, every state action, whenever taken, must be so directed and interpreted so as to take the society one 
step towards the goal. 
         
   

       The words, “Socialist”, “secular”, “democratic” and “republic” have been inserted in the preamble. Which 
reflects it’s from as a “social welfare state.” The expression “socialist” was intentionally introduced in the Preamble. 
 

       The term ‘justice’ in the Preamble embraces three distinct forms- social, economic and political, secured through 
various provisions of Fundamental Rights and Directive Principles. Social justice denotes the equal treatment of all 
citizens without any social distinction based on caste, colour, race, religion, sex and so on 
 

       Art 39(e) prohibits the tender age of children from being abused. Art 39(f) ensures that the children grow in a 
healthy manner and are protected from exploitation. These Constitutional provisions indicate that the Constitution 
makers were very anxious to protect and safeguard the interest and welfare of the children 
 
 

Justice: One definition of justice is “giving to each what he or she is due.” The problem knows what is “due”. 
Functionally, “justice” is a set of universal principles which guide people in judging what is right and what is wrong, 
no matter what culture and society they live in. Justice is one of the four “cardinal virtues” of classical moral 
philosophy, along with courage, temperance (self-control) and prudence (efficiency). (Faith, hope and charity are 
considered to be the three “religious” virtues.) Virtues or “good habits” help individuals to develop fully their human 
potentials, thus enabling them to serve their own self-interests as well as work in harmony with others for their 
common good. The ultimate purpose of all the virtues is to elevate the dignity and sovereignty of the human person. 
 
 

Social justice: it is defined as "... promoting a just society by challenging injustice and valuing diversity." It exists 
when "all people share a common humanity and therefore have a right to equitable treatment, support for their human 
rights, and a fair allocation of community resources." In conditions of social justice, people are "not be discriminated 
against, nor their welfare and well-being constrained or prejudiced on the basis of gender, sexuality, religion, political 
affiliations, age, race, belief, disability, location, social class, socioeconomic circumstances, or other characteristic of 
background or group membership" (Toowoomba Catholic Education, 2006). 
 

      Social justice is generally equated with the notion of equality or equal opportunity in society. Although equality is 
undeniably part of social justice, the meaning of social justice is actually much broader (Scherlen and Robinson, 
2008). Further, "equal opportunity" and similar phrases such as "personal responsibility" have been used to diminish 
the prospective for realizing social justice by justifying enormous inequalities in modern society (Berry, 2005). The 
most recent theories of and scholarly statements about social justice illustrate the complex nature of the concept. 
 

      Social Justice is the foundation stone of Indian Constitution. Indian Constitution makers were well known to the 
use and minimality of various principles of justice. They wanted to search such form of justice which could fulfill the 
expectations of whole revolution. Pt. Jawahar Lal Nehru put an idea before the Constituent Assembly  
 

"First      work    of     this    assembly  is  to  make    India 
independent by a new constitution through which starving 
people will get complete meal and cloths, and each Indian 
will get best option that he can progress himself." 
 

       Two of the most prominent statements about social justice, each of which posits its own theory of social justice, 
are John Rawls' (2003) Justice as Fairness and David Miller's (2003) Principles of Social Justice. While neither of 
these theories can be considered an exhaustive treatment of the subject matter, each offers a complex theory of social 
justice that illustrates its broad meaning. Both conceptions of social justice are similar, so there is significant overlap 
between the main ideas of the theorists; this is likely due to the fact that they are founded on like principles and based 
on previously posited theories from significant historical political philosophers (Brighouse, 2005). 
 

     Original Principle of Equalitarian justice is propounded/derived by Aristotle that is equal behavior in equal matter. 
If there is unequal behavior between equal, there will be injustice. 
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In State of U.P. Vs. Pradeep Tandon the Supreme Court accepted reasonable classification justiciable on the basis of 
unequal behavior between unequal people. In Chiranjeet Las Vs. Union Of India. and State of J.K. vs. Bhakshi Gulam 
Mohammad it is held by the Supreme Court that due to some special circumstances one person or one body can be 
treated as one class. But the question is how to determine inequality? In India it is not easy to determine inequality. In 
Air India vs. Nergis Mirzathe Supreme Court declared the rule of Air India unreasonable and discriminatory. But 
accepting justiciable element in equality, it is try to make equality more effective and progressive. In E.P. Royappa vs. 
State of Tamilnadu Justice Bhagwati has held that equality is movable concept which has many forms and aspects. It 
cannot be tightened in traditional and principled circle. Equality with equal behavior prohibits arbitrariness in action, 
inequality is surely being there. 
 

Distinguishing Justice from Charity 
 

      While often confused, justice is distinct from the virtue of charity. Charity, derived from the Latin word caritas, or 
“divine love,” is the soul of justice. Justice supplies the material foundation for charity. 
While justice deals with the substance; and rules for guiding ordinary, everyday human interactions, charity deals with 
the spirit of human interactions and with those exceptional cases where strict application of the rules is not appropriate 
or sufficient. Charity offers expedients during times of hardship. Charity compels us to give to relieve the suffering of 
a person in need. The highest aim of charity is the same as the highest aim of justice: to elevate each person to where 
he does not need charity but can become charitable himself. 
       True charity involves giving without any expectation of return. But it is not a substitute for justice. 
 
 

Economic justice: 
 
 

      A justice that touches the individual person as well as the social order, which encompasses the moral principles 
which guides us in designing our economic institutions. These institutions determine how each person earns a living, 
enters into contracts, exchanges goods and services with others and otherwise produces an independent material 
foundation for his or her economic sustenance. The ultimate purpose of economic justice is to free each person to 
engage creatively in the unlimited work beyond economics, that of the mind and the spirit. 
 
 

The Three Principles of Economic Justice 
 

      Like every system, economic justice involves input, output, and feedback for restoring harmony or balance 
between input and output. Within the system of economic justice as defined by Louis Kelso and Mortimer Adler, 
there are three essential and interdependent principles: Participative Justice (the input principle), Distributive 
Justice (the out-take principle), and Social Justice (the feedback principle). Like the legs of a three-legged stool, if 
any of these principles is weakened or missing, the system of economic justice will collapse. 
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A.Participative Justice 
 

    “Participative Justice” describes how one makes “input” to the economic process in order to make a living. It 
requires equal opportunity in gaining access to private property in productive assets as well as equality of opportunity 
to engage in productive work. The principle of participation does not guarantee equal results, but requires that every 
person be guaranteed by society’s institutions the equal human right to make a productive contribution to the 
economy, both through one’s labor (as a worker) and through one’s productive capital (as an owner). Thus, this 
principle rejects monopolies, special privileges, and other exclusionary social barriers to economic self-reliance. 
 
 
 

B.Distributive Justice 
 

   “Distributive Justice” defines the “output” or “out-take” rights of an economic system matched to each person’s 
labor and capital inputs. Through the distributional features of private property within a free and open marketplace, 
distributive justice becomes automatically linked to participative justice, and incomes become linked to productive 
contributions. The principle of distributive justice involves the sanctity of property and contracts. It turns to the free 
and open marketplace, not government, as the most objective and democratic means for determining the just price, the 
just wage, and the just profit. 
 
 

C.Social justice: 
 
 

      “Social Justice” is the “feedback” principles that detects distortion of the input and/or out-take principles and 
guides the corrections needed to restore a just and balanced economic order for all. This principle is violated by unjust 
barriers to participation, by monopolies or by some using their property to harm or exploit others. 
 

       Many confuse the distributive principles of justice with those of charity. Charity involves the concept “to each 
according to his needs,” whereas “distributive justice” is based on the idea “to each according to his contribution.” 
Confusing these principles leads to endless conflict and scarcity, forcing government to intervene excessively to 
maintain social order. 
 

      Distributive justice follows participative justice and breaks down when all persons are not given equal opportunity 
to acquire and enjoy the fruits of income-producing property. 
 
 

Equal Pay for Equal Work: 
   

     According to Article 39(d), the state has to ensure that there is equal pay for equal work for both men and women.  
Parliament has enacted The Equal Remuneration Act 1976 to implement Art 39(d). The Act provides for payment of 
equal remuneration to men and women workers for the same work, or work of similar nature and for the prevention of 
discrimination on ground of sex. The Act also ensures that there will be no discrimination against recruitment of 
women and provide for the setting up of advisory committees to promote employment opportunities for women. 
In Randhir Singh V Union of India  the Supreme Court has held that the Principle of “Equal pay for Equal work 
though not a fundamental right” is certainly a constitutional goal and therefore capable of enforcement through 
constitutional remedies under Art 32 of the Constitution. The Doctrine of equal pay for equal work is equally 
applicable to persons employed on a daily wage basis. 
 
 

Welfare of the worker: 
 
 

      The Directive Principles contained in Art 42 & Art 43 shows that the constitution makers felt a deep concern for 
the welfare of the worker: Art 43 requires the state to try to secure by suitable legislation or economic organization or 
in any other way, to all workers agricultural, industrial or otherwise, a living wage, conditions of work enduring a 
descent standard of life and full enjoyment of leisure and social and cultural opportunities, and in particular, the state 
shall endeavor to promote cottage industries on an individual or cooperation basis in rural areas.   

Conclusion: 
 

       Economic harmony results when Participative and Distributive Justice are operating fully for every person within 
a system or institution. The Oxford English Dictionary defines “economic harmonies” as “Laws of social adjustment 
under which the self-interest of one man or group of men, if given free play, will produce results offering the 
maximum advantage to other men and the community as a whole.” Social Justice offers guidelines for controlling 
monopolies, building checks-and-balances within social institutions, and re-synchronizing distribution (outtake) with 
participation (input). The first two principles of economic justice flow from the eternal human search for justice in 
general, which automatically requires a balance between input and outtake, i.e., “to each according to what he is due.” 
Social Justice, on the other hand, reflects the human striving for other universal values such as Truth, Love and 
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Beauty. It compels people to look beyond what is, to what ought to be, and continually repair and improve their 
systems for the good of every person. 
 

        It should be noted that Louis Kelso and Mortimer Adler referred to the third principle as “the principle of 
limitation” as a restraint on human tendencies toward greed and monopoly that lead to exclusion and exploitation of 
others. Given the potential synergies inherent in economic justice in today’s high technology world, CESJ feels that 
the concept of “social justice” is more appropriate and more-encompassing than the term “limitation” in describing 
the third component of economic justice. Furthermore, the harmony that results from the operation of social justice is 
more consistent with the truism that a society that seeks peace must first work for justice. 
 

      In a very important case of  Indra Shahani vs. Union of India the Supreme Court declared 27% reservation legal 
for socially and economically backward classes of the society under central services. 
 

       Basically protective discrimination is used to fulfill those lacks which arise due to a long time deprivation. It is a 
part of corrective and compensatory justice. It has been told that peoples of backward class of society have been 
bearing injustice for generation to generation. Some peoples of the society made supremacy on the benefits of the 
society and made deprived to others. So this provision of protective discrimination has been made for those deprived 
people who are living in unbeneficial circumstances.  
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