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12.1 INTRODUCTION 
You are by now familiar with the concept and processes underlying social 
transformation brought about by social and spatial mobility, and how 
prevalent power structure in a society transforms space creating patterns of 
dominance, deprivation and marginalisation. In this Unit we go a little further 
in our understanding of social change and transformation by turning our 
attention to the concept and practice of social and spatial justice; the former 
being part of common discourse while the latter remaining far less understood 
and mired in conceptual equivocation. Nevertheless, the concept of spatial 
justice has received much attention with the rise of critical geography and the 
‘spatial turn’ in social sciences, particularly in the hands of eminent 
geographers like Henri Lefebvre, David Harvey, and Edward W. Soja and 
many others who have made strenuous efforts in clarifying much of the 
confusions associated with what constitutes spatial justice, its relation with 
social justice, etc.  

The Unit begins with a background that provides the context that led to the 
academic debates about spatial justice as a component of broader issues 
concerning social justice. The next section underscores the importance of 
spatiality of justice in relation to the concept of social justice followed by the 
urban context of spatial inequity and injustices largely reviewing David 
Harvey’s seminal work on social justice and the city as well as Henry 
Lefebvre’s concept of ‘right to the city’. In the end, the Unit covers the criteria 
to be adopted for ensuring social and spatial justice.  
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Expected Learning Outcomes      
After studying this unit, you should be able to: 

� distinguish between social and spatial justice 
� understand the importance and principles of spatial justice, 
� comprehend spatial (in)justice as both outcome and process, as 

geographies or distributional patterns; and 
� know the principles ensuring spatial justice. 

 
12.2 BACKGROUND 

Few known societies are egalitarian and just. We are often concerned with 
many disturbing aspects of the societies we live in and related to such 
unacceptable structures that produce extreme inequality in income and 
wealth, the persistence of extreme poverty, and discrimination against 
marginalised groups on account of gender, race, class, caste, ethnic and 
religious minority status. “How we respond to these situations, for example, 
whether or not we see those better offs as deserving their advantage, 
involves consideration of social justice (David M. Smith, 1994, p. 1). You will 
recall that the question of social relevance occupied a prominent place in 
discourse that followed the quantitative revolution in geography and the turn 
of geography by the 1960s as a spatial science. The concern on social justice 
in geography is only an extension of the relevance debate which did not 
explicitly take up the issue of social justice then, but appeared more forcefully 
in the 1970s and 1980s with a clear objective to influence social policies 
aimed at addressing injustices, but the dimension of injustices so clearly 
manifest in space was largely ignored. 

In more sense than one, the question of social justice raises moral and ethical 
questions usually viewed as normative (what should be) and therefore 
relegated to margins of geographical understanding which until recently was 
firmly pitched as a positive science (what actually is, value free). This 
‘positive’ tradition had stifled any geography that raised moral or ethical 
issues that involved the explicit use of value judgment. However, the rise of 
behavioural and radical perspectives in geography in the late 1960s provided 
the much-needed space to turn geographers’ attention to undertake social 
problems including injustices as the core issues, by criticising spatial science 
“as not only dehumanising, but also diversionary, in the sense that it 
distracted attention from social problems and injustices” (David M. Smith, 
1994, p. 5). 

SSAQ 1 

Differentiate normative from positive science. 

 
12.3 DEFINING SOCIAL AND SPATIAL JUSTICE  
As you already know, resources such as wealth, opportunity and privileges 
are invariably distributed unequally in most societies. In many instances, such 
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inequalities in the distribution of scarce resources can be such that they can 
assail our moral and ethical standards. Spatial inequality in cities, for 
example, can be contrasted by comparing affluent well-serviced areas with 
marginalised underdeveloped areas such as slum areas, largely consisting of 
overcrowded housing and limited or sub-standard living conditions lacking 
basic amenities like water or sanitation. In other cases, iniquitous distribution 
of the available resources is justified on grounds of special needs or on 
account of special privileges accorded to certain sections such as those who 
have suffered historical discrimination or are deprived for any reason. 
However, social injustice can be unacceptable if a society discriminates 
against certain sections based on race, ethnicity, religion, caste or gender in 
accessing resources such as housing, education, health and healthcare or 
employment, etc. 

Simply stated, social justice is a broad concept that refers to the fair 
distribution of resources and opportunities, while spatial justice is a more 
specific approach to social justice that focuses on the geographical aspects of 
justice and injustice. 

Social Justice 

Central to the concept of social justice is distribution and more specifically 
distribution of scarce resources. In all societies, resources are limited which 
may or may not be distributed ‘fairly’ bringing in the question of how ‘just’ or 
‘unjust’ such distributions are. Most societies are diverse and unequal too. 
Inequality by race, colour, creed or class manifest in most societies is unfair 
and unjust and calls for corrective measures to eradicate such inequalities in 
order to achieve a just society. Needless to say, determining just or fair 
distribution invokes normative value judgments including ethical 
considerations.  

A first step in understanding social justice is the distinction between i) 
differences and inequality and ii) equity and equality. The former (i) is neutral 
or essential whereas the latter (ii) is circumstantial. In a society, simple 
differences can be turned into differential treatment with regard to distributive 
justice such as the slaves who were merely different in their superficial skin 
colour or other such attributes. So also is the caste hierarchy in India that 
turns differences into unequal treatment. The gender discrimination can be 
another good example. The concept of equity on the other hand entertains 
inequalities in two different ways: (i) accepting inequalities to remain in the 
society such as in preferential treatment of the nobles while (ii) striving to 
eliminate unjust inequalities such as extreme poverty. Most societies use 
redistribution and compensation as methods of achieving equity and social 
justice. Equality envisages that everyone gets exactly the same amount. 
Perfect equality as distributive justice is rarely considered achievable and 
hence seldom considered as important in the practice of social justice.  

On redistributive justice, DM Smith goes on to say that “such sentiments as 
fairness, consistency and impartiality are involved in the expectation that 
people in the same circumstances should be treated in the same way” (David 
M. Smith, 1994, p. 24). 
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Spatial Justice 

Spatial justice in simple terms refers to the fair and equitable distribution of 
resources, and opportunities across geographic spaces, addressing 
inequalities in how space is used, organised, and experienced. It emphasises 
the idea that spatial arrangements- such as the design of cities, access to 
infrastructure, or land use policies- directly impinge on social justice and 
human wellbeing.“Spatial justice is thus strongly anchored in critical Social 
Sciences and must consequently be understood as a theory for action” 
(Sophie Didier, Aurélie Quentin, 2019). 

The concept of spatial justice views space as a social product rather than as 
a context- a mere container of things- for society. It is a common experience 
that “different groups and areas are differently placed in the spatial system 
with respect to scarce and desirable resources such as housing, public safety 
and health and healthcare...[T]hese social groups occupy particular 
opportunity spaces, to each of which accrues a greater or lesser degrees of 
advantages and disadvantage and satisfaction” (E. Jones and John Eyles, 
1979, p. 221). This particular distribution with all its accompanying 
consequences is purely spatial in nature, particularly with respect to the 
disadvantaged. 

Engagement in the spatial dimension of injustice is of fairly recent origin. 
“Possibility of discrimination by place of residence leading to unjust 
distribution of income, goods and services is a matter of growing concern 
(David M. Smith, 1977, p. 131). Spatial justice involves “the fair and equitable 
distribution in space of socially valued resources and opportunities to use 
them” (Soja, 2009). To Soja, space can produce justice or injustice. Territorial 
stigma attached to specific neighbourhoods and, by extension, to their 
residents’ quest for social improvement is an example of how location may 
promote either justice or injustice. Soja (2009, pp. 2-3) outlined the following 
points to grasp the concept of spatial justice: 

1. In the broadest sense, spatial (in)justice refers to an intentional and 
focused emphasis on the spatial or geographical aspects of justice and 
injustice. 

2. Spatial justice is not a substitute or alternative to social, economic, or 
other forms of justice but is a complement to the concepts of 
environmental justice and social justice, a way of looking at justice from a 
critical spatial perspective i.e. there is always a relevant spatial dimension 
to justice.  

3. Spatial (in)justice can be seen as both outcome and process.  

4. Locational discrimination, created through the biases imposed on certain 
populations because of their geographical location, is fundamental in the 
production of spatial injustice and the creation of lasting spatial structures 
of privilege and advantage. The three most familiar forces shaping 
locational and spatial discrimination are class, race, and gender, but their 
effects should not be reduced only to segregation.  

5. The political organization of space is a particularly powerful source of 
spatial injustice, such as gerrymandering of electoral districts, the 
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redlining of urban investments, and the effects of exclusionary zoning to 
territorial apartheid, institutionalized residential segregation, and the 
creation of other core-periphery spatial structures of privilege from the 
local to the global scales.  

6. The normal workings of an urban system including urban planning and 
design are a primary source of inequality and injustice in that the 
accumulation of locational decisions in a capitalist economy tends to lead 
to the redistribution of real income in favour of the rich over the poor 
aggravated further by racism, patriarchy, heterosexual bias, and many 
other forms of spatial and locational discrimination.  

7. Geographically uneven development and underdevelopment provide 
another framework for interpreting the processes that produce injustices, 
but as with other processes, it is only when this unevenness rigidifies into 
more lasting structures of privilege and advantage that intervention 
becomes necessary.  

The examples of spatial injustice (locational and stigmatised) may constitute 
among others localities of leprosy-infected people (lepers), environmental 
racism, low caste quarters in villages and such neighbourhoods in the towns; 
slums and poor settlements in the cities, displacements of original 
disadvantaged inhabitants and occupation and creation of new space by 
other powerful groups in the industrial cities (Ranchi, Rourkela, Durgapur, 
etc.), mining areas and other development project areas, the process of 
displacement and land alienation in tribal areas(land owners becoming 
servants), etc. 

SSAQ 2 

Define spatial justice and discuss significant features associated with it. 

 
12.4 THE URBAN CONTEXT: SOCIAL JUSTICE 

AND THE CITY 

Much of the spatial justice discourse focussed on three main topics: the 
urban, the environmental and the global of which the urban problems have 
received much attention for obvious reasons as the locus of spatial 
restructuring and ensuing spatial competition and conflicts. David Harvey, an 
eminent geographer contributed significantly to the issue of spatial justice in 
his seminal book “Social Justice and the City” (1973) which continues to be 
the most cited work on the topic. According to him, “Since the restructuring of 
capitalism in neoliberal times is specifically ground in cities, they have been 
identified as the current major producers of injustice, as well as the most 
fertile ground for the development of justice” (quoted in Sophie Didier, Aurélie 
Quentin, 2019, p. 4). 

Harvey argued with compelling evidences that cities are fertile sites of intense 
social, economic, and political inequality, engendered by capitalist dynamics 
that prioritise profit over human needs. This leads to spatial and social 
inequalities, with wealth concentrated in certain areas while others languish in 
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poverty and neglect. Urban planning and development are aligned with capital 
accumulation, serving elite interests rather than the needs of the majority. 
Transport may also be an example which is mostly elite-centric at present- 
increasing air traffic, and elite trains but not expanding the general coaches 
with basic facilities). 

Harvey distinguished between use value (how spaces served people’s needs) 
and exchange value (the financial worth of urban spaces) and contended that 
cities are, under capitalism, structured increasingly around exchange value, 
prioritising land and property as commodities rather than spaces for living. 
Use value relates to the utility or satisfaction derived from the object in 
question, while exchange value relates to what has to be sacrificed or 
exchanged in order to derive the utility (Smith, 1977). 

He further held the view that social justice in cities cannot be separated from 
spatial justice. The distribution of resources, services, and infrastructure 
across urban areas reflects and reproduces social inequalities. Marginalised 
communities such as the slum dwellers, the blacks and other such groups 
often reside in areas with limited access to essential services like education, 
healthcare and transport.  

David Harvey was critical of the liberal approach to social justice focusing on 
redistribution to conform to the existing system, arguing instead for a 
transformative, radical restructuring of urban processes. This is possible, 
according to him, by unravelling the root causes of inequality such as private 
property and uneven development. Spatial inequity in this sense is implicated 
in social inequity. In other words, spatial inequity is only a mirror reflection of 
social inequality and not vice versa. 

SSAQ 3 

How are urban areas viewed as the most important sites to understand 
spatial injustices? 

 
12.5 THE URBAN CONTEXT: RIGHT TO THE 

CITY 

Henri Lefebvre, a French philosopher and sociologist first articulated in 1968 
the concept of “right to the city” (Lefebvre, Henri, 1968). David Harvey has 
been the most active proponent of this idea that calls for resisting spatial 
inequalities in the city. Harvey advocated for collective participation in shaping 
urban environments.  

While pointing out the unseen hands of state power and the politics of space 
in creating spaces that frequently reinforce social hierarchies and inequalities 
by favouring some groups and excluding others, Lefebvre argued for more 
equitable urban development, promoting social inclusion, democratic 
governance, and environmental sustainability as the new elements in the 
configuration of cities. He rejected a static view of the space which in essence 
is constantly produced, reproduced and reconfigured to serve the purpose of 
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capital accumulation. He was critical of conventional state-driven capitalist 
developments and pleaded for a vision of spatial justice by addressing 
residents’ real needs and desires. This, according to him, was the right of the 
citizens entailing reclaiming urban spaces for social use enabling 
communities to influence decisions that affect their everyday lives. This is 
what he described as the democratisation of urban space wherein the citizens 
participate in urban planning. For Lefebvre, the right to the city can be 
attained through constant struggle to achieve just spaces, by promoting self-
management, and appropriation of public space. Right to city also included 
‘right to difference’ or urban democracy implying coexistence and the 
exchange of different visions in the urban environment and institutionalising 
the right to the city. 

SSAQ 4 

What do you mean by Right to the City? 

 
12.6  EMANCIPATORY POTENTIAL OF THE 

THIRD SPACE 
As you have seen, the spatial dimension that began with a plead to take 
space more seriously in achieving territorial social justice opened the 
floodgate in theorising space and spatiality with greater nuances in the hands 
of both Harvey and Lefevbre who forcefully brought the notion of spatial 
justice and the right to city as deeply embedded in space. Space ceased to 
be viewed merely as the container of things, and was conceptualised as 
wielding enormous power not only economically, but also politically. Space 
was increasingly seen as a social product, continuously being produced and 
reproduced to serve its social purpose of capital accumulation, engendering 
marginalisation and dispossession and perpetuating injustices in its wake. 
This led to even more nuanced understanding of space which was theorised 
to understand how control over space became a constant struggle between 
the powerful and the powerless. E.D. Soja (1996) and Homi K. Bhabha (1994) 
for example propounded the notion of a hybrid third space in contrast to the 
more conventional views of space either as the physical (First space) or the 
perceived (second space) which could easily be incorporated into social 
justice perspective that the earlier spatial justice debate neglected in large 
measure. This idea became instrumental in understanding and addressing 
spatial inequalities and promoting more inclusive and equitable spaces.  

The third space concept by Soja was an extension of Henri Lefebvre’s Right 
to City. To Soja, the third space is nothing but a socially produced space 
unlike the first which refers to the real world- the urban built form of physical 
buildings that can be mapped and seen, and the second space which is the 
imagined representational space - a product of perception. The third space 
combines the first space and second space to produce a hybrid space, “a fully 
lived space, a simultaneously real-and-imagined, actual-and-virtual locus of 
structured individuality and collective experience and agency” (Soja, 2000, p. 
11). Third space is hybrid in the sense that it is both real and imagined, the 
lived space, the way that people actually live in and experience space. 
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Examples of third space include among others Cafés and coffee shops, 
Parks, Libraries, Churches, Community centres, Bars and pubs, Gyms and 
health clubs, Theatres and opera houses, Shopping malls etc. 

It is the third space where the people can truly strive for emancipation and 
liberty from the tyranny of the powers inherent in spatial structures that 
perpetuate injustice. One may in this context cite the example of Indian 
Coffee houses, frequented by freedom fighters, which transformed into 
vibrant (third) spaces for India’s liberation movement by serving as hubs for 
intellectual discussions, political debates, and the exchange of revolutionary 
ideas. 

Third space serves as a site of resistance where the marginalised and the 
oppressed can contest dominant narratives and power structures that 
perpetuate spatial injustices highlighting the importance of informal spaces. 

In cities or societies characterised by exclusion and segregation, these 
informal third spaces can foster dialogues and co-creations among diverse 
actors such as migrants, indigenous peoples or women bridging gaps 
between formal and informal systems. This hybridization is central to 
achieving spatial justice because it encourages inclusive urban planning and 
policy-making.  

The third spaces are spaces for counter-narratives in the sense that they 
allow for the articulation of alternatives that have the potential to challenge 
exclusionary practices such as gentrification, unequal access, even denial of 
access to public spaces, or displacement. 

Third space creates room for multiple identities, cultures, and perspectives to 
co-exist and flourish fostering cities and spaces to be more just and sensitive 
to differences. 

It is the third space that empowers the marginalised to act as agents of 
transformation rather than being passive subjects. 

Some other emancipatory examples of the third space may also include 
reclaiming marginalised urban spaces through grassroots activism; 
transforming unused public spaces into community hubs and hybrid 
governance models that recognise informal settlements as part of the urban 
fabric.   

SSAQ 5 

Define the third space distinguishing it from the first and the second. 

 
12.7 PRINCIPLES AND CRITERIA FOR 

ATTAINING SOCIAL JUSTICE  
By now it is clear to you that the concept of social or for that matter spatial 
justice envisages differential (equity) rather than equal (equality) treatment. 
The spatial dimension of social justice encapsulates the rights and privileges 
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to be made available by reorienting public policies to achieve a fair society 
based on equal or equitable access to common resources as social justice 
encapsulates both fairness and equity in the distribution of a range of 
attributes. In the context of spatial inequity, “geographic space is deeply 
implicated in social exclusion” (Smith, 1994, p. 45), particularly with respect to 
involuntary ethnic and/or racial segregation in residential spaces. 

In achieving territorial (spatial) justice, David Harvey (1973, pp. 116-117) 
proposes two principles, initially proposed by Rawls that must form the basic 
ingredients to attain social justice. These are: (i) equal right to a fully 
adequate scheme of equal basic rights and liberties, which is compatible with 
a similar scheme for all (ii) Social and economic inequalities must satisfy (a) 
equal opportunity and (b) must be to the greatest benefit of the least 
advantaged members of society. 

To Harvey, fulfilment of needs is the most important criterion in territorial 
distributive justice. The other two criteria are contribution to the common good 
and merit. The criterion of Need understandably includes such basic 
requirements as food, housing, health and healthcare, education, social and 
environmental services, consumer goods, recreational opportunities, 
neighbourhood amenities and transport facilities. Contribution to the common 
good is determined by how the allocation of resources to a territory may affect 
the conditions of another. The third criterion of merit is not based on 
excellence as is commonly understood but to meet certain geographical or 
environmental difficulties arising out of physical and/or social settings of the 
territory such as those affected by earthquake, flood or persistent drought 
conditions necessitating extra allocation to tide over such problems.  

These three basic criteria are essential grounds on which territorial social 
justice must be met. The distribution of income must satisfy the most basic 
requirement (need), inter-territorial multiplier effects can be maximised by the 
allocation of resources to a territory (contribution to the common good) and 
extra resources allotted to territories enable them to overcome unique 
challenges resulting from difficult and physical problems (merit). 

SSAQ 6 

Briefly discuss the criteria to be adopted for territorial social justice. 

 
12.8 SUMMARY     

Societies often exhibit inequality and injustice, with significant disparities in 
wealth and income. Marginalized groups face discrimination based on 
gender, race, caste, ethnicity, and religion. Social justice, concerned with fair 
distribution and treatment, is essential in addressing these inequalities. 
Geography, by focusing on spatial patterns and processes, can contribute to 
understanding and addressing social injustices. By examining the spatial 
dimensions of inequality and discrimination, geographers can inform policies 
and practices aimed at creating a more just and equitable world. 
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Social justice aims for fair distribution and equal opportunities, addressing 
inequalities based on race, gender, class, etc.  Spatial justice on the other 
hand focuses on the geographical dimension of justice, examining how spatial 
arrangements impact social equity. Spatial justice considers space as a social 
product, influencing access to resources and opportunities. Locational 
discrimination, political organization of space, and urban systems contribute 
to spatial injustice. Understanding and addressing spatial injustice is crucial 
for creating more equitable and just societies. 

Urban areas are significant sites of spatial injustice due to capitalist dynamics 
prioritizing profit over people's needs. David Harvey highlighted the tension 
between use value and exchange value, arguing that capitalism prioritizes the 
latter, leading to spatial inequalities. Urban planning and development often 
favour elite interests, resulting in marginalized communities lacking access to 
essential services. Harvey advocated for a radical transformation of urban 
processes to address the root causes of inequality, such as private property 
and uneven development. Spatial and social inequities are interconnected, 
with spatial inequality reflecting and reinforcing social inequality.  

Henri Lefebvre's concept of "right to the city" emphasizes the need to resist 
spatial inequalities and promote equitable urban development. Lefebvre 
criticized state-driven capitalist development, advocating for a more 
democratic approach that prioritizes the needs and desires of residents. He 
calls for reclaiming urban spaces for social use, enabling communities to 
participate in urban planning and decision-making processes. The right to the 
city involves promoting self-management, appropriation of public space, and 
the coexistence of diverse visions in urban environments. By institutionalizing 
the right to the city, Lefebvre envisions a more just and equitable urban 
future.  

Spatial justice aims for equitable distribution of resources and opportunities, 
addressing spatial inequalities and social exclusion. David Harvey proposes 
two principles for achieving social justice: equal basic rights and liberties, and 
social and economic inequalities that benefit the least advantaged. Harvey 
identifies three criteria for territorial distributive justice: need, contribution to 
the common good, and merit. By fulfilling these criteria, spatial justice can be 
achieved, ensuring equitable distribution of resources and addressing spatial 
inequalities. 

12.9 TERMINAL QUESTIONS 

1. Discuss the context, which led geographers to work on social justice. 

2. Define spatial justice and discuss significant features associated with it. 

3. Briefly discuss David Harvey’s conceptualisation of social justice and the 
city. 

4. What is the concept of right to the city? How can the citizens attain their 
right to the city? 

5. Explain the emancipatory role of the third space. 

6. Discuss the principles and criteria for attaining social justice. 
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12.10 ANSWERS 

Self Assessment Questions (SAQs)  

1. The difference between normative and positive science is that normative 
science considers the moral and ethical questions like ‘what should be’ 
and positive science which were at the margins of geographical 
understanding, and positive science is value-free and tries to look at what 
actually is based on the positivistic approach heavily based on scientific 
rigour.   

2. Spatial justice is a specific approach to social justice that focuses on the 
geographical aspects of justice and injustice. It emphasises the spatial or 
geographical aspects of justice and injustice, and is complementary to the 
concepts of environmental justice and social justice, a way of looking at 
justice from a critical spatial perspective. It is about the locational 
discrimination, created through the biases imposed on certain populations 
because of their geographical location, which is fundamental in the 
production of spatial injustice and the creation of lasting spatial structures 
of privilege and advantage. The three most familiar forces shaping 
locational and spatial discrimination are class, race, and gender, but their 
effects should not be reduced only to segregation.  

3. As David Harvey has argued in his seminal work “Social Justice and the 
City”, cities are fertile sites of intense social, economic, and political 
inequality, engendered by capitalist dynamics that prioritise profit over 
human needs. This leads to spatial and social inequalities, with wealth 
concentrated in certain areas while others languish in poverty and 
neglect. Urban planning and development are aligned with capital 
accumulation, serving elite interests rather than the needs of the majority. 

4. Henri Lefebvre in his concept of “right to the city” argued in 1968 for more 
equitable urban development, promoting social inclusion, democratic 
governance, and environmental sustainability as the new elements in the 
configuration of cities. This according to him was the right of the citizens 
entailing reclaiming urban spaces for social use and enabling 
communities to influence decisions that affect their everyday lives. This is 
what he described as the democratisation of urban space wherein the 
citizens participate in urban planning. 

5. The third space is socially produced space unlike the first space, which 
refers to the real world and the second space which is the imagined 
representational space – a product of perception. 

6. There are three basic criteria forming essential ground on which territorial 
social justice must be met. The distribution of income must satisfy the 
most basic requirement (need), inter-territorial multiplier effects can be 
maximised by allocation of resources to a territory (contribution to the 
common good) and extra resources allotted to territories enable them to 
overcome unique challenges resulting from difficult and physical problems 
(merit). 
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Terminal Questions 

1. Discuss the context leading geographers to work on social justice. Refer 
to Sections 12.1 and 12.2. 

2. Give the definition of spatial justice and write significant features 
associated with it in detail. Refer to Section 12.3.  

3. Critically discuss David Harvey’s conceptualisation of social justice and 
the city. Refer to Section 12.4. 

4. Explain the concept of the right to the city and the ways the citizens can 
attain their right to the city. Refer to Section 12.5. 

5. Explain the emancipatory role of the third space, and how it functions as a 
space or platform for reimagining the ways to empower the 
underprivileged or spatially marginalized. Refer to Section 12.6. 

6. Discuss the principles and criteria for attaining social justice in detail. 
Refer to Section 12.7. 
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GLOSSARY 

Accessibility : Ability to access and benefit from society. 

Deprivation : A lack of social and/or economic resources important to 
living quality. 

Human 
Development 

: Human Development refers to a composite idea of 
development incorporating parameters like knowledge and 
health and more recently those like opportunity, choice, 
participation, sustainability, rights and equality. India’s 131st 
rank among 189 countries with a HDI value of 0.645 leaves 
enormous scope for improvement. 

Inclusion-
exclusion 

:  The term inclusion refers to the act of including an 
individual or a group which is structurally not part of or 
exists on the periphery of the society or country. It refers to 
the state of being included. Social exclusion is a complex 
and multi-dimensional process. It involves the lack or denial 
of resources, rights, goods and services, and the inability to 
participate in the normal relationships and activities, 
available to the majority of people in a society, whether in 
economic, social, cultural or political arenas. It affects both 
the quality of life of individuals and the equity and cohesion 
of society as a whole (Levitas, et al. (2007: 9). Exclusion is 
a process where individuals or groups are wholly or partially 
excluded from full participation in the society or system. 

Marginalisation : Marginalisation is an act of treating someone or something 
as if they are not significant. 

Quality of Life : Quality of life refers to a certain condition of human life that 
is beyond just existence. Attempts have been made to 
quantify the quality of human life through measurable 
indicators like comfortable housing, decongested population 
densities, higher standards of health and educational 
infrastructures, better water and air quality and so on, along 
with certain non-measurable indicators like satisfaction, 
happiness, peace, justice, freedom and so on. 

Segregation :  Segregation is the social practice of keeping somebody (a 
person, group or community) socially and spatially 
(physically) away or at a distance. The segregated person, 
group or community is treated differently, particularly 
because of their race, ethnicity, caste, migration status, 
religion, income or occupation. 

Social : Connected with society and the way it is organized. 

Social 
Indicators 

: Social indicators are a set of indicators which are both in 
qualitative and quantitative forms capturing the dimensions 
of social development, social welfare and overall quality of 
life leading to happiness, which measure and monitor the 
progress of human society in the social goals. 

Social : ‘Social Indicators Movement’ is a term used in the 1960s by 
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Indicators 
Movement 

geographers for the wide interest expressed in social 
indicators to measure the varying social well-being across 
groups and places in the societies through territorial social 
indicators, where happiness was in the centre.   

Social 
Pathology 

: Social pathology is understood as social disorganization 
assessed through poverty, crime, violence, alcoholism, 
gambling, etc., which are seen as social pathologies 
characterizing ill-being, contrary to well-being important for 
a healthy society. 

Social Well-
Being 

: Social well-being refers to a state of human existence 
within a society that ensures justice. It refers to the sense of 
wellness conferred to individuals and communities by social 
structures, institutions and processes that enable them not 
only to survive with dignity but also ensure a sense of ‘right 
to life’, a sense of belongingness and the ability to opine 
and be heard, well beyond overcoming differences and 
discriminations that are materially manifested. 

Socio-spatial : Related to society and space (built-environment). 

Spatial : Connected with space and the way it is organized. 

Squatters : An urban locality characterized by low-quality housing 
occupied by people without any legal claim to it. 

Sustainable 
Development 
Goals (SDGs) 

: SDGs were established by the United Nations to address 
various issues as blueprints for peace and prosperity for 
people and the planet for the present and future. It started 
with the Millennium Development Goals and now SDGs 
have 17 Goals (SDGs) to act on and achieve through global 
partnership.  

 


