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ABSTRACT 

Access to justice in India is frequently impeded by a "lawyer-centric" 
paradigm that treats legal disputes as isolated juridical events, overlooking 
the socio-economic complexities of poverty. This article identifies the 
"Boilerplate Fallacy"—the institutional assumption that legal representation 
alone equates to justice—and advocates for an interdisciplinary shift toward 
"Holistic Justice." Drawing on the author’s dual perspective in Law and 
Professional Social Work (MSW), the study proposes integrating social work 
methodologies, such as Social Case Work and Systems Theory, into the 
statutory framework of the Legal Services Authorities Act, 1987. 

Mirroring the Medical Social Work model, where professionals manage a 
patient’s socio-economic environment to support clinical recovery, the 
proposed "Justice Hub" positions the Social Worker as a "Socio-Legal 
Navigator." This professional acts as a bridge between the State and the 
marginalised, addressing "lived" crises—trauma, displacement, and 
institutional fear—without encroaching upon the Advocate’s tactical 
sovereignty. To ensure legal rigour, the model incorporates an Information 
Firewall to protect attorney-client privilege and Article 20(3) rights. By 
aligning legal aid with Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR) mandates, the 
article views a fiscally sustainable approach to transforming "Law in Books" 
into "Law in Action," fulfilling the mandate of Article 39A through a dignity-
centred, proactive empowerment model. 

Keywords: Access to Justice, Article 39A, Interdisciplinary Jurisprudence, 
Socio-Legal Navigation, Medical Social Work Model, Holistic Defence, 
CSR in Legal Aid, Judicial Efficiency, Social Case Work, Community 
Justice Hubs  
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PART I: THE LAWYER-CENTRIC PARADIGM: DIAGNOSING THE 

DISJUNCT BETWEEN STATUTORY FORM AND SOCIAL REALITY 

 

I. Introduction 
Access to justice is frequently invoked as a foundational element of the rule of law. 

Constitutions and international instruments alike emphasise equality before the law and the 

universality of legal protection.¹ Yet, for marginalised communities, these assurances often 

remain aspirational rather than experiential. Social and economic disadvantage continues to 

shape who can realistically invoke legal remedies and who remains excluded despite formal 

guarantees. 

Access to justice has received explicit constitutional recognition under the principles of 

equality and personal liberty², and has been supported by a structured legal aid system in India. 

The stated objective of this outline is to ensure that economic hardship or social vulnerability 

does not result in the denial of justice.³ However, persistent patterns of exclusion indicate that 

institutional availability does not automatically translate into meaningful access. The primary 

concern, therefore, is not the existence of legal aid mechanisms, but their capacity to respond 

to the lived realities of marginalisation. 

This article proceeds on the premise that justice must be evaluated not merely by procedural 

access and availability but by its efficacy, intelligibility, and social responsiveness. By 

examining the conceptual foundations of access to justice and the functioning of India's legal 

aid framework, this article identifies structural boundaries that constrain its impact. This 

analysis provides the groundwork for a broader comparative engagement with international 

legal aid and community-based justice models. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

¹ See United Nations Development Programme, Access to Justice: Practice Note (2004). 
² INDIA CONST. art. 14; INDIA CONST. art. 21. 
³ INDIA CONST. art. 39A. 
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II. Scope and Definition of Marginalised Communities 

For this article, "marginalised communities" is understood as a functional and rights-based 

category rather than a descriptive or exhaustive demographic classification. The analysis 

includes populations that experience structural barriers to legal access and participation—such 

as those affected by poverty, caste- and gender-based exclusion, disability, mental illness, 

migration, incarceration, and geographic isolation—where these factors directly impede 

engagement with legal institutions and justice mechanisms. The article does not attempt to 

provide a comprehensive sociological account of marginalisation in India, nor does it catalogue 

welfare schemes or community-specific conditions. Such descriptive analyses, while 

important, fall outside the scope of this study. Instead, the focus remains on how legal 

frameworks, institutional design, and policy orientation respond to conditions of 

marginalisation in the delivery of justice. This delimitation is intentional, as the article's 

objective is to examine access to justice as a jurisprudential and systemic issue rather than a 

socio-economic survey.⁴ 

III. Rethinking Access to Justice: Beyond Formal Equality 

Conventional legal thinking has long equated access to justice with the presence of courts, 

codified laws, and legal professionals. Under this context, justice is presumed accessible once 

legal institutions are formally open to all individuals.5 Such an approach, however, fails to 

account for the unequal social conditions under which individuals encounter the law. 

Contemporary legal scholarship increasingly recognises that formal equality does not produce 

equitable outcomes. Marginalised communities often face cumulative barriers that render legal 

processes practically inaccessible.6  

 

⁴ See generally Mauro Cappelletti & Bryant Garth, Access to Justice: The Worldwide Movement, 9 
BUFF. L. REV. 1 (1978) (conceptualising access to justice as a systemic and institutional concern rather 
than a purely socio-economic condition); Rebecca L. Sandefur, The Fulcrum Point of Equal Access to 
Justice, 42 Law & Soc'y Rev. 1 (2008) (emphasising structural and institutional barriers to justice 
access); United Nations Development Programme, Justice for All: A People-Centred Approach (2019) 
(advocating a rights-based, people-centred understanding of marginalisation in justice delivery). 
5 See Marc Galanter, Why the "Haves" Come Out Ahead: Speculations on the Limits of Legal Change, 9 LAW & 
SOC'Y REV. 95 (1974).  
6 See Rebecca L. Sandefur, The Fulcrum Point of Equal Access to Justice, 42 LAW & SOC'Y REV. 1 
(2008).  
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These barriers may include a lack of legal awareness, linguistic distance from formal 

institutions, fear of Authority, economic dependency, or social stigma. In such circumstances, 

the law may exist as an abstract promise rather than a usable resource. International legal 

discourse has responded to these concerns by reframing access to justice as a substantive 

entitlement rather than a procedural formality.7 This approach emphasises the State's 

responsibility to dismantle barriers that prevent meaningful engagement with legal systems 

actively. Justice, under this conception, encompasses empowerment, participation, and the 

ability to navigate institutions with dignity. Without such enabling conditions, legal systems 

risk reinforcing existing hierarchies rather than correcting them. 

IV. Constitutional Commitment to Access to Justice in India 
India's constitutional framework explicitly commits to social justice and equitable access to 

legal remedies. While equality before law is guaranteed under Article 14, the Constitution goes 

ahead by recognising that formal equality alone is insufficient in a profoundly unequal society. 

Articles 21 and 22, as interpreted by the judiciary, have been read to incorporate procedural 

fairness and the right to legal representation as essential components of personal liberty.8 

The most direct constitutional articulation of access to justice is found in Article 39A, which 

mandates that the State ensure the legal system promotes justice based on equal opportunity.9 

It requires that free legal aid be provided to prevent the denial of justice due to economic or 

other disabilities. This provision reflects a normative shift from passive equality to active state 

responsibility. 

 

Judicial interpretation has reinforced this vision. The Supreme Court of India has repeatedly 

underscored that legal aid is not an act of benevolence, but a constitutional obligation flowing 

from the right to life and personal liberty.10 Access to legal justice has thus been judicially 

recognised as an indispensable element of a fair legal system, particularly for those situated at 

the margins of society. 

 

 

 

 
7 United Nations Development Programme, Access to Justice: Practice Note (2004). 
8 INDIA CONST. art. 21; INDIA CONST. art. 22.  
9 INDIA CONST. art. 39A.  
10 Hussainara Khatoon v. State of Bihar, (1980) 1 S.C.C. 81 (India). 
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V. Statutory Architecture of Legal Aid in India 
The constitutional provision for access to justice was operationalised through the Legal 

Services Authorities Act, 1987.11. The Act establishes a multi-tiered legal aid structure at the 

national, State, district, and local levels, with the National Legal Services Authority (NALSA) 

functioning as the coordinating body. This statutory framework seeks to institutionalise legal 

aid as a continuous public service rather than an ad hoc intervention. 

Eligibility for legal aid under the Act is broad and inclusive, extending to women, children, 

members of Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes, persons with disabilities, industrial 

workmen, victims of trafficking, and individuals in custody, among others.12 Services offered 

include free legal representation, legal advice, the organisation of Lok Adalats, and legal 

literacy initiatives. 

At a structural level, the Indian legal aid system represents an ambitious attempt to democratise 

access to legal justice. However, statutory breadth does not necessarily ensure substantive 

effectiveness. The success of legal aid must be assessed by its capacity to reach marginalised 

populations, address their specific needs, and produce sustainable outcomes. 

VI. Operational Realities: A Predominantly Lawyer-Centred Model 
Despite its expansive statutory framework, legal aid in India remains primarily litigation-

focused. Legal assistance is typically delivered through appointed advocates who represent 

beneficiaries before courts or quasi-judicial bodies. Alternative dispute resolution mechanisms, 

such as Lok Adalats, prioritise settlement and efficiency, often with an emphasis on reducing 

judicial backlog.  

While these mechanisms serve critical institutional objectives, they presuppose a level of legal 

literacy and procedural comfort that many marginalised individuals lack.13  

Legal representation without accompanying social support may secure short-term relief, but it 

seldom addresses the underlying conditions that give rise to legal vulnerability.14 The Advocate 

remains the Dominus Litis (Master of the Suit). The Social Worker’s role is strictly pre-legal 

and para-legal—focusing on 'Social Triage.'  

 

 
11 Legal Services Authorities Act, No. 39 of 1987 (India).  
12 Legal Services Authorities Act, No. 39 of 1987, § 12 (India). 
13 See UPENDRA BAXI, THE CRISIS OF THE INDIAN LEGAL SYSTEM (1982).  
14 Marc Galanter, Why the "Haves" Come Out Ahead: Speculations on the Limits of Legal Change, 9 LAW & 
SOC'Y REV. 95 (1974). 
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By resolving the client's immediate survival crises (housing, food, or psychological stability), 

the MSW professional delivers a 'Rational Client' to the Advocate. This synergy allows the 

lawyer to focus on high-level legal interpretation, while the Social Worker navigates the 

bureaucratic hurdles of the welfare state. It is critical to clarify that the proposed integration of 

Social Work does not aim to dilute the Bar's professional authority or the Advocate's 

sovereignty. Instead, it introduces a 'Supportive-Specialist' model—akin to Medical Social 

Work in clinical settings. Just as a Medical Social Worker assists a surgical team by managing 

the patient’s socio-economic environment and post-operative recovery, the Legal Social 

Worker manages the client’s 'lived crises,' such as trauma and documentation gaps. This allows 

the Advocate to focus exclusively on specialised legal strategy and courtroom advocacy, 

thereby enhancing the overall efficiency of the legal defence. 

VII. Absence of Institutionalised Social Support in Legal Aid 

One of the most significant limitations of the Indian legal aid framework is the absence of 

institutionalised Social Work and psychosocial support within justice delivery mechanisms. 

Legal aid clinics and authorities incorporate trained Social Workers, counsellors, or community 

facilitators as integral components of service delivery, but only to a minimal level. 

For marginalised communities, legal intervention alone is often insufficient. Effective access 

to justice frequently requires assistance in navigating bureaucratic systems, emotional and 

psychological support, and linkage with welfare or rehabilitation services. Without such 

interdisciplinary engagement, legal aid remains reactive, addressing disputes after harm has 

occurred rather than preventing injustice at its source.15 

By leveraging these existing provisions, the proposed "Justice Hub" model can move beyond 

the current reliance on non-professional Para-Legal Volunteers (PLVs) towards a robust, 

interdisciplinary model that fulfils the constitutional mandate of Article 39A. Although the 

Legal Services Authorities Act, 1987, under Section 4(d), already recognises the role of Social 

Workers in the delivery of justice, their involvement has mainly remained peripheral and 

untrained.  

 

 
15 See Nigel Balmer et al., The Role of Non-Legal Professionals in Access to Justice, 42 J. L. & SOC'Y 1 (2015).  
International policy discourse increasingly recognises that justice systems must be responsive to social context 
and vulnerability. Guidance emerging under the United Nations' aegis underscores the need for coordinated legal 
and social interventions to ensure meaningful access to justice. The Indian framework, by contrast, continues to 
treat legal aid primarily as a legal service, thereby limiting its transformative potential. 
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However, to ensure ethical compliance and protect Attorney-Client Privilege, such Social 

Workers must be administratively decoupled from the State's investigative machinery.  

While Section 4(d) of the Act facilitates their involvement, their role must be strictly defined 

as 'Privileged Intermediaries' to prevent the inadvertent disclosure of confidential client 

information to the prosecution or police. 

VIII. Part I Conclusion 

Reimagining justice as a multidimensional right requires moving beyond lawyer-focused 

models toward community-oriented, interdisciplinary approaches that actively incorporate 

expertise from fields such as Social Work, psychology, and community development into the 

justice delivery process16. The significance of interdisciplinarity lies in its capacity to bridge 

the gap between legal doctrines and the lived realities of marginalised individuals, enabling 

justice systems to respond holistically to the social, psychological, and economic dimensions 

of legal vulnerability. In this context, interdisciplinarity entails not only collaboration between 

legal professionals and Social Workers, but also the systematic integration of diverse 

professional perspectives to address the complex social factors that sustain and compound legal 

exclusion. Integrating Social Work perspectives into legal aid structures is therefore not a 

supplementary reform, but a necessary condition for realising constitutional promises17. A 

comparative examination of international legal aid and community justice models, undertaken 

in the subsequent part of this study, offers valuable insights into how such interdisciplinary 

integration may be achieved. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
16 United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime, Access to Justice in the Global Agenda (2019). 
17 See Upendra Baxi, The Crisis of the Indian Legal System (1982). 
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PART II: INTERNATIONAL LEGAL AID MODELS AND COMMUNITY-

BASED JUSTICE APPROACHES: COMPARATIVE PERSPECTIVES 

 

I. Why Comparative Models Matter 
Comparative analysis plays a crucial role in evaluating access to justice, particularly when 

domestic legal systems struggle to address entrenched marginalisation. While legal aid systems 

across jurisdictions differ in structure and scope, international experience reveals a common 

recognition that legal assistance alone is insufficient to secure justice for marginalised 

populations.18 Increasingly, jurisdictions are adopting community-oriented, interdisciplinary, 

and preventive justice models that move beyond court-centric approaches. 

This section discusses selected international legal aid and community justice models to identify 

structural features that enhance the scope for justice for marginalised communities. Rather than 

treating law as an isolated intervention, these models embed legal services within broader 

social support systems. The comparison highlights approaches that integrate Social Work, 

community participation, and holistic problem-solving—elements largely absent in the Indian 

legal aid framework discussed in Part I. 

II. The Evolution of Legal Aid: From Representation to Holistic 

Justice 
Historically, legal aid in many jurisdictions emerged as a mechanism to provide representation 

to individuals unable to afford private counsel. Early models focused on ensuring procedural 

fairness within adversarial systems. Over time, however, the limitations of representation-only 

approaches became evident, particularly in cases involving poverty, social exclusion, and 

recurring legal problems. Contemporary legal aid reforms reflect a broader understanding of 

justice as a process embedded in a social context.19  

Legal issues faced by marginalised communities—such as housing insecurity, family 

breakdown, mental health crises, or discrimination—are rarely isolated disputes.  

 

 

 
18 Mauro Cappelletti & Bryant Garth, Access to Justice: The Worldwide Movement, 9 BUFF. L. REV. 1 (1978). 
19 Rebecca L. Sandefur, Access to Civil Justice and Race, Class, and Gender Inequality, 34 ANN. REV. SOCIOL. 
339 (2008). 
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Instead, they are interconnected problems requiring coordinated legal and social responses. As 

a result, several jurisdictions have shifted towards holistic legal aid models that combine legal 

advocacy with social services, counselling, and community outreach. This evolution marks a 

departure from reactive dispute resolution towards preventive and empowering justice 

delivery. 

III. Community Legal Services and Outreach-Based Models 
One of the most significant developments in international legal aid systems is the rise of 

community legal services. These services are designed to bring justice closer to marginalised 

populations by operating within communities rather than expecting individuals to approach 

formal institutions. 

Community legal centres function as decentralised gateways to justice, offering a diverse range 

of services beyond courtroom representation. These centres prioritise early legal intervention 

through advice and education, assist marginalised individuals in navigating complex 

administrative and welfare systems, and provide essential advocacy before non-judicial bodies. 

Furthermore, by integrating referral pathways to social and rehabilitation services, they address 

the systemic vulnerabilities—such as housing instability or health crises—that often underpin 

legal disputes. This multidimensional approach ensures that justice is not merely a procedural 

outcome but a comprehensive social resource delivered within a familiar, community-based 

setting. 

By situating legal assistance within familiar social environments, these centres reduce 

psychological and cultural barriers to justice. Importantly, they also prioritise legal 

empowerment, enabling individuals to understand their rights and engage proactively with 

institutions.20 Such models recognise that access to justice is not a one-time interaction with a 

lawyer, but an ongoing process of capacity-building and support. 

IV. Holistic Defence and Interdisciplinary Justice Models 
Another influential international approach is the holistic defence model, particularly in criminal 

and quasi-criminal contexts. Unlike traditional defence systems that focus narrowly on legal 

strategy, holistic defence addresses the social determinants that contribute to legal conflict. 

 

 

 
20 Pascoe Pleasence et al., Paths to Justice: A Past, Present and Future Roadmap (2019). 
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Holistic defence models redefine the scope of legal aid by integrating an interdisciplinary team 

of lawyers, Social Workers, and counsellors to address the individual's multifaceted needs. 

Rather than focusing solely on the immediate legal dispute, this approach targets the underlying 

social determinants—such as housing insecurity, unemployment, health crises, and family 

instability—that often drive legal conflict. Prioritising client-centred advocacy and shifting 

from case-specific interventions to long-term engagement, holistic defence creates a pathway 

for sustainable stabilisation. This integrated view ensures that the legal system does not merely 

resolve a case but actively mitigates the root causes of marginalisation to prevent future re-

offence and legal vulnerability. 

This model acknowledges that social conditions deeply influence legal outcomes. Addressing 

these conditions alongside legal representation increases the likelihood of sustainable justice 

outcomes and reduces the tendency to repeat litigation.21 Holistic defence illustrates how 

interdisciplinary collaboration can transform legal aid from a reactive service into a mechanism 

of social stabilisation. 

V. Integration of Social Work in Justice Systems 
A defining feature of advanced access-to-justice models is the formal integration of Social 

Work professionals into legal service delivery. In several jurisdictions, Social Workers operate 

alongside lawyers within legal aid institutions, courts, and community justice programmes. 

Social Workers fundamentally transform the legal assistance efficacy by conducting detailed 

psychosocial assessments that map a client's lived reality beyond the case file. Their presence 

is vital for facilitating open communication and trust-building, particularly among 

marginalised individuals who may view formal legal institutions with inherent suspicion or 

fear.  

By actively coordinating with welfare and rehabilitation agencies, Social Workers ensure that 

essential external support systems buttress the legal process. Ultimately, their involvement is a 

key driver in supporting compliance with legal outcomes, as they assist clients in navigating 

the administrative and personal requirements necessary to fulfil judicial orders and achieve 

lasting social stability. 

 

 

 
21 David B. Wilkins, Holistic Legal Services: A Social-Democratic Vision of Public Interest Lawyering, 17 HARV. 
L. REV. 1 (2001). 
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This integration recognises that marginalised individuals often experience law as intimidating 

and alienating. In implementing such integration, the Indian framework must navigate the 'Dual 

Mandate' of Social Work. Ethically, the Social Worker’s duty to the court must be balanced 

with the lawyer’s duty of confidentiality to the client. This necessitates a 'Chinese Wall' 

protocol within the Justice Hub to ensure that psychosocial assessments are used for 

rehabilitation and mitigation, not as evidence for conviction. Such interdisciplinary 

arrangements also reduce the burden on legal professionals by addressing non-legal dimensions 

of cases more effectively.22 

VI. Preventive and Problem-Solving Justice Approaches 
International legal aid systems increasingly emphasise preventive justice—intervening before 

legal problems escalate into formal disputes. Preventive approaches focus on early advice, 

mediation, and social support to address the root causes of conflict. 

Problem-solving courts and community justice programmes exemplify a significant departure 

from traditional adjudication by prioritising the resolution of the underlying causes of legal 

conflict. Rather than focusing solely on punitive measures, these initiatives utilise collaborative 

decision-making processes that involve legal professionals, social service providers, and the 

wider community. By institutionalising rigorous monitoring and follow-up procedures, these 

programmes ensure that individuals remain supported throughout their rehabilitation, thereby 

reducing recidivism. Ultimately, the emphasis on community participation fosters a more 

inclusive and restorative environment, transforming the court from a remote site of judgment 

into a proactive hub for social stabilisation. 

Such approaches are efficient for marginalised communities, where unresolved social issues 

often manifest as recurring legal problems. Preventive justice not only improves outcomes for 

individuals but also reduces systemic burdens on courts and legal institutions.23 

VII. International Normative Guidance on Access to Justice 
International policy discourse has increasingly endorsed interdisciplinary and community-

based approaches to justice delivery. Normative guidance developed under the auspices of the 

United Nations frames access to justice as an essential component of sustainable development 

and social inclusion. This guidance emphasises the need for justice systems that are people-

centred, participatory, and responsive to vulnerability. 

 
22 Nigel Balmer et al., The Role of Non-Legal Professionals in Access to Justice, 42 J. L. & SOC'Y 1 (2015). 
23 Michael King, Problem-Solving Courts and Judicial Innovation (2012). 
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Such international standards do not prescribe uniform institutional models. Instead, they 

articulate principles that encourage States to adapt justice delivery mechanisms to local 

contexts while addressing structural inequalities. These principles provide a valuable 

benchmark against which national legal aid frameworks, including India's, may be assessed.24 

VIII. Comparative Insights and Relevance for India 
The international models examined in this part reveal several common elements that 

distinguish effective access-to-justice systems for marginalised communities. Central to these 

models is the institutionalisation of interdisciplinary collaboration, which bridges the gap 

between legal expertise and social service provision. A pivot towards preventive and problem-

solving approaches allows for the resolution of root causes before they escalate into reactive, 

adversarial litigation. Ultimately, grounding justice in client-centred and empowerment-

focused models ensures that legal aid functions not merely as a procedural formality, but as a 

substantive tool for social restoration. 

In contrast, India's legal aid system remains largely court-centric and lawyer-driven. While 

statutory coverage is broad, the absence of integrated social support limits its capacity to 

address complex forms of marginalisation. International experience suggests that meaningful 

access to justice requires structural integration between legal aid and social welfare systems.25 

IX. Part II Conclusion 
A comparative analysis demonstrates that access to justice for marginalised communities 

cannot be achieved solely through legal representation. International legal aid models 

increasingly recognise justice as a multidimensional process that demands legal, social, and 

community-based interventions. By embedding law within broader support structures, these 

models enhance both accessibility and sustainability of justice outcomes. For India, these 

experiences offer valuable lessons. Adapting international best practices does not require 

wholesale institutional transplantation, but a contextual reimagining of legal aid as a 

collaborative and socially embedded enterprise. The final part of this study will examine how 

these comparative insights can inform concrete reforms within India's legal aid and justice 

delivery. 

 

 
24 United Nations General Assembly, Declaration of the High-level Meeting on the Rule of Law, G.A. Res. 67/1 
(2012). 
25 See United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime, Access to Justice in the Global Agenda (2019). 
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PART III: STRUCTURAL GAPS, LIVED BARRIERS, AND THE ROLE OF 

SOCIAL WORK IN ACCESS TO JUSTICE 

 

I. From Legal Design to Social Reality 
Legal aid frameworks are often evaluated through statutory provisions and institutional 

architecture. Such assessments, while necessary, remain incomplete if they fail to account for 

how justice systems are experienced by those they are meant to serve. For marginalised 

communities, access to justice is shaped as much by social context and institutional behaviour 

as by legal entitlement.26 

This part observes structural gaps in India's legal aid system by focusing on the lived barriers 

faced by marginalised populations. It argues that the absence of Social Work integration within 

legal aid institutions contributes significantly to these barriers. By analysing how legal 

processes intersect with vulnerability, this section highlights the need to reconceptualise access 

to justice as a socio-legal process rather than a purely juridical one. 

II. Structural Gaps in the Indian Legal Aid Model 
Despite constitutional commitment and statutory expansion, India's legal aid system exhibits 

structural limitations that undermine its effectiveness for marginalised communities. One of 

the most prominent gaps lies in the disjunction between legal processes and social realities. 

Legal aid institutions are primarily designed to respond to disputes once they enter formal legal 

channels. This reactive orientation means that assistance is typically offered after harm has 

occurred—after eviction, after violence, after arrest, or after exclusion from welfare schemes. 

Preventive and early-intervention mechanisms remain underdeveloped.27 

Additionally, the litigation-heavy structure of legal aid limits the system's capacity to address 

non-legal dimensions of injustice. Issues such as trauma, mental illness, addiction, family 

breakdown, or social stigma are often treated as peripheral concerns, despite their central role 

in shaping legal vulnerability. As a result, legal aid interventions frequently address symptoms 

without confronting underlying causes. 

 

 

 
26 Boaventura de Sousa Santos, Toward a New Legal Common Sense (2d ed. 2002).  
27 UPENDRA BAXI, THE CRISIS OF THE INDIAN LEGAL SYSTEM (1982). 
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III. Lived Barriers to Justice for Marginalised Communities 
Marginalised individuals encounter multiple, overlapping barriers when engaging with legal 

institutions. These barriers are not merely logistical but also deeply social and psychological. 

A. Institutional Alienation and Fear: Formal legal spaces are often experienced as intimidating 

and exclusionary. Courtrooms, legal language, and bureaucratic procedures can alienate 

individuals unfamiliar with institutional norms. Fear of Authority, particularly among 

communities with histories of criminalisation or state neglect, continues to discourage 

engagement. 

B. Fragmentation of Legal and Social Problems: Legal issues rarely exist in isolation. For 

example, a domestic violence survivor may simultaneously face housing insecurity, economic 

dependency, and psychological trauma. Treating such situations as discrete legal cases often 

results in partial remedies that fail to secure long-term stability. 

C. Procedural Fatigue and Disengagement: Lengthy procedures, repeated adjournments, and 

unclear communication frequently lead to disengagement. Marginalised litigants may abandon 

legal processes not because of a lack of merit, but because of exhaustion, economic pressure, 

or loss of trust.28 These lived barriers highlight the limitations of a justice system that prioritises 

procedural form over experiential accessibility. 

IV. Why Legal Representation Alone Is Insufficient?  
The prevailing assumption within legal aid systems is that access to a lawyer equates to access 

to justice. While legal representation is indispensable, it is rarely sufficient for individuals 

facing compounded vulnerability. Lawyers are trained to interpret law, advance legal 

arguments, and navigate adjudicatory processes. They are not, however, equipped to address 

psychosocial distress, facilitate rehabilitation, or manage long-term social reintegration. 

Expecting legal professionals to perform these roles without institutional support imposes 

unrealistic demands and undermines client outcomes. International experience demonstrates 

that justice outcomes improve significantly when legal representation is supplemented by 

social support.29 Such support enables clients to participate meaningfully in legal processes, 

comply with legal consequences, and avoid recurring legal crises. 

 

 

 
28 Rebecca L. Sandefur, The Fulcrum Point of Equal Access to Justice, 42 LAW & SOC'Y REV. 1 (2008).  
29 Richard L. Abel, Lawyers in the Dock: Learning from Attorney Disciplinary Proceedings (2008). 
 



 Indian Journal of Integrated Research in Law   Volume VI Issue I | ISSN: 2583-0538 

 

Page: 1899 

V. The Role of Social Work in Justice Delivery 

Social Work brings a complementary perspective to justice delivery by addressing the human 

dimensions of legal conflict. Social Workers are trained to engage with individuals in crisis, 

assess psychosocial needs, and connect clients with support systems. Their inclusion within 

legal aid structures can transform access to justice in several ways. The role of the Social 

Worker in this system is grounded in established MSW methodologies, specifically Social Case 

Work and Systems Theory, which are distinct from legal advice. These professionals provide 

a 'Social Diagnostic' that informs the legal team of non-legal barriers to justice. By applying 

trauma-informed care and psychosocial assessment, Social Workers act as a bridge between 

the State and the service user, ensuring that the marginalised citizen is not only represented in 

court but is functionally prepared to navigate the administrative requirements of the justice 

system. 

 

A. Bridging Law and Lived Experience: Social Workers act as intermediaries between legal 

institutions and marginalised communities. By translating legal processes into accessible terms 

and contextualising client experiences, they reduce institutional distance and build trust. 

 

B. Holistic Personal Management: Leveraging Systems Theory, the Social Worker treats the 

legal dispute not as an isolated event, but as a symptom of a fractured social environment. By 

conducting a 'Social Diagnostic'—similar to a pre-surgical assessment in medicine—the MSW 

professional identifies the 'non-legal' friction points that cause legal recurrence. This 

interdisciplinary approach transforms legal aid from a 'one-off' representation into a 

Sustainable Social Restoration. 

 

C. Preventive and Empowerment-Based Interventions: Social Work emphasises early 

intervention and capacity-building. Legal literacy, community outreach, and rights education 

can prevent disputes from escalating into formal litigation. These functions align closely with 

contemporary international understandings of access to justice as a multidimensional right 30  

Any 'Social Diagnostic' data collected by the Justice Hub must be protected by Statutory 

Immunity, ensuring it is inadmissible as evidence against the beneficiary in any criminal 

proceeding, consistent with the privilege afforded under the Evidence Act. 

 
30Lynne M. Healy, International Social Work: Professional Action in an Interdependent World (2008). 
31Nigel Balmer et al., Interdisciplinary Approaches to Access to Justice, 44 J. L. & SOC'Y 1 (2017).  
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VI. Comparative Lessons: Integrating Social Work into Legal Aid 

International legal aid systems increasingly institutionalise Social Work roles within justice 

delivery mechanisms. Whether through community legal centres, problem-solving courts, or 

holistic defence teams, Social Workers operate as equal partners alongside legal professionals. 

These arrangements recognise that justice is not merely a legal outcome but a social process. 

By addressing root causes of legal conflict—poverty, exclusion, and trauma—interdisciplinary 

models reduce repeat litigation and enhance compliance with legal outcomes.31 Incorporating 

Social Work professionals into legal aid institutions would not require a constitutional 

amendment or radical restructuring. It would, however, require a shift in institutional culture 

and priorities. 

 

Beyond the Global North, South Africa offers a particularly salient model for India due to its 

shared history of systemic exclusion and its transformative constitutional mandate. The South 

African "Community Law Centre" (CLC) model operates on the principle of "decentralised 

justice." Unlike the court-centric Indian model, South African clinics—often housed within 

universities or rural community hubs—employ a hybrid workforce of lawyers, candidate 

attorneys, and social advocates.32 These centres do not merely wait for litigation to arise; they 

engage in "community lawyering," combining legal representation with administrative 

advocacy and social support to address issues such as land rights and social security. This 

model demonstrates that in socio-economically divided societies, the "social advocate" is as 

critical as the "legal advocate" in navigating the distance between the State and the 

marginalised citizen.33 

VII. Existing Para-legal and Welfare Institutions in India: Bridging but 

Not Integrating Access to Justice 
India has developed a wide range of sector-specific Para-legal and welfare institutions to 

support vulnerable and marginalised populations, including child protection mechanisms, 

probation and correctional services, prison welfare systems, adoption authorities, and social 

justice departments.  

 
32 See Jackie Dugard & Catherine Lowery, Library Lawyering: Lessons from the South African Community Law 
Centre Model, 28 S. AFR. J. ON HUM. RTS. 1 (2012).  
33 See David J. McQuoid-Mason, The Delivery of Civil Legal Aid Services in South Africa, 24 FORDHAM INT'L 
L.J. S111 (2000). 
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Many of these institutions employ Social Work methods such as counselling, rehabilitation, 

case management, and community outreach, and they play a significant intermediary role 

between individuals and the formal legal system. In practice, they often constitute the first point 

of contact for marginalised persons encountering legal or quasi-legal problems. These 

institutions have undoubtedly contributed to improving early-stage access to support, 

particularly for children, prisoners, persons with disabilities, and socially disadvantaged 

groups. By operating in non-adversarial settings and outside traditional court structures, they 

help mitigate fear, stigma, and procedural alienation commonly associated with formal legal 

processes. To this extent, they partially bridge the access-to-justice gap by providing protective 

and welfare-oriented interventions where purely legal mechanisms may be inaccessible or 

ineffective. 

However, despite their functional importance, these services remain structurally fragmented 

and institutionally siloed. They operate under distinct statutory mandates, administrative 

hierarchies, and ministerial controls, with limited coordination with legal aid authorities, 

courts, or dispute-resolution mechanisms. Most lack formalised pathways to automatically 

trigger legal aid or to systematically integrate legal representation with social interventions.34 

As a result, individuals may receive welfare support or administrative relief without achieving 

legal empowerment or enforceable remedies. 

From a jurisprudential perspective, these institutions essentially function within an 

administrative or welfare-oriented framework rather than a rights-based access-to-justice 

model. Their orientation prioritises service delivery and compliance over structural justice, 

systemic accountability, or the transformation of power relations. Consequently, while they 

alleviate immediate vulnerabilities, they do not consistently address the deeper legal and social 

causes of marginalisation. 

This fragmented landscape underscores the need for an integrated access-to-justice that 

connects legal aid, judicial processes, and Social Work interventions into a coherent, people-

centred system. Rather than diminishing the relevance of access-to-justice discourse, the 

existence of these institutions highlights the absence of institutional integration—a gap that 

comparative international models have sought to address through interdisciplinary and 

community-based justice systems. 

 
34 See National Legal Services Authority, Report on the Evaluation of Legal Aid Clinics (2020).   
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VIII. Normative Support from International Standards 
International normative frameworks increasingly support the integration of social and legal 

services in justice delivery. Policy guidance developed under the auspices of the United 

Nations frames access to justice as a central component of inclusive governance and sustainable 

development. Such guidance emphasises people-centred justice systems that are responsive to 

vulnerability and grounded in community engagement. 

These standards provide persuasive Authority for reimagining national legal aid. While not 

legally binding, they articulate principles that align with constitutional commitments to dignity, 

equality, and social justice.35 

IX. Part III Conclusion 
Structural gaps within India's legal aid framework are rooted not only in incomplete 

constitutional implementation but in systemic barriers that prevent marginalised communities 

from experiencing justice as a lived reality. Key obstacles include the predominantly reactive, 

litigation-focused nature of legal aid, the lack of integration between legal institutions and 

social support services, and persistent experiential barriers, such as institutional alienation, 

procedural fatigue, and service fragmentation. These entrenched limitations reveal that 

procedural reforms alone are insufficient. Meaningful access to justice requires a coordinated, 

interdisciplinary approach that bridges law and social context. Integrating Social Work 

perspectives and institutional collaboration across legal and welfare services is essential to 

transform legal aid into an effective mechanism of social empowerment for those most at risk 

of exclusion. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

35 United Nations Development Programme, Justice for All: A People-Centred Approach (2019). 
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PART IV: REIMAGINING ACCESS TO JUSTICE IN INDIA: 

JURISPRUDENTIAL, POLICY, AND SOCIAL WORK–INFORMED 

REFORM PATHWAYS 

 

I. From Diagnosis to Normative Reconstruction 
The preceding parts of this study have demonstrated that access to justice for marginalised 

communities cannot be adequately understood through statutory design or institutional 

availability alone. While India possesses a constitutionally robust and legislatively expansive 

legal aid framework, persistent exclusion reveals a deeper conceptual problem: justice is treated 

primarily as a legal service rather than a social process. 

This final part advances a reform-oriented synthesis grounded in jurisprudential principles, 

constitutional law, public policy, and Social Work theory. It argues that meaningful access to 

justice requires a normative shift—from procedural legality to substantive justice, from 

individualised litigation to community-centred problem-solving, and from lawyer-dominated 

systems to interdisciplinary justice delivery. Such a shift is not alien to Indian 

constitutionalism; instead, it is deeply embedded in its jurisprudential foundations.36 

II. Jurisprudential Foundations: Justice Beyond Formalism 
Classical legal positivism conceives law as a system of rules applied through formal 

institutions. While this approach ensures certainty and predictability, it often remains 

indifferent to social consequences. Jurisprudential critiques—particularly sociological and 

realist schools—have long emphasised that law cannot be divorced from the conditions under 

which it operates. Roscoe Pound's conception of law as social engineering underscores the need 

to evaluate legal systems by their capacity to balance competing social interests 37  

Similarly, legal realism insists that the actual impact of law lies not in doctrine, but in how 

legal rules function in everyday life. These jurisprudential insights resonate strongly with 

access-to-justice discourse, particularly in societies marked by structural inequality. 

 

 

 

 
36 Roscoe Pound, Law in Books and Law in Action, 44 AM. L. REV. 12 (1910). 
37 Roscoe Pound, An Introduction to the Philosophy of Law (1922).  
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From this perspective, a legal aid system that offers representation without addressing social 

vulnerability fails to fulfil its jurisprudential purpose. Justice, in its substantive sense, requires 

legal institutions to respond to human conditions rather than merely adjudicate disputes.38 

III. Constitutional Morality and Substantive Justice 
Indian constitutional jurisprudence provides fertile ground for a socially responsive conception 

of justice. The Supreme Court has repeatedly emphasised that constitutional rights must be 

interpreted in light of dignity, fairness, and social context. Articles 14 and 21 have evolved into 

repositories of substantive due process, while Article 39A explicitly commits to equal access 

to justice.39 

The doctrine of constitutional morality strongly reinforces this orientation. It requires 

institutions to act in accordance with constitutional values rather than narrow legalism.40 

Access to justice, viewed through this lens, is not merely about opening courtroom doors but 

about ensuring that individuals can meaningfully engage with legal processes. Integrating 

Social Work into legal aid structures aligns with this constitutional vision. It operationalises 

dignity by recognising the lived experiences of marginalised persons and translates equality 

into practical accessibility. 

IV. Law and Policy: From Fragmentation to Coordination 

Public policy plays a decisive role in shaping access to justice. In India, legal aid policy has 

historically evolved in isolation from social welfare policy. Legal Services Authorities operate 

in parallel rather than in coordination with health, housing, mental health, child protection, and 

social security systems. 

This fragmentation undermines justice outcomes. Marginalised individuals are required to 

navigate multiple institutions, each addressing a fragment of their lived reality. International 

experience suggests that justice systems function more effectively when legal aid is embedded 

within broader social policy frameworks.41  

 

 

 
38 See Oliver Wendell Holmes, Jr., The Path of the Law, 10 HARV. L. REV. 457 (1897). 
39 Manubhai Pragaji Vashi v. State of Maharashtra, (1988) 4 S.C.C. 418 (India).  
40 Navtej Singh Johar v. Union of India, (2018) 10 S.C.C. 1 (India).  
41 OECD, Equal Access to Justice for Inclusive Growth: Putting People at the Centre (2019).  



 Indian Journal of Integrated Research in Law   Volume VI Issue I | ISSN: 2583-0538 

 

Page: 1905 

A coordinated policy approach would involve: 

a) Institutional collaboration between legal aid authorities and social welfare departments 

b) Shared case-management mechanisms 

c) Integrated data and referral systems 

d) Community-based service delivery 

Such coordination does not dilute legal professionalism; rather, it enhances legal effectiveness 

by situating law within the ecosystem of social governance. 

V. Social Work Theory and Justice Delivery 

Social Work theory offers critical insights into why legal aid must extend beyond 

representation. Core Social Work principles—person-in-environment, strengths-based 

practice, and empowerment—emphasise that individual problems cannot be separated from 

social structures. Applied to justice delivery, these principles challenge adversarial and 

episodic models of legal intervention. They advocate for: 

a) Early identification of vulnerability 
b) Holistic assessment of needs 

c) Client participation in decision-making 
d) Long-term stabilisation rather than case closure 

When incorporated into legal aid systems, Social Work practice transforms justice from a 

reactive remedy into a preventive and empowering process. This integration also aligns with 

restorative and problem-solving justice paradigms, which prioritise healing, accountability, and 

community well-being over formal adjudication alone.42 

VI. Reform Proposals for India: A Jurisprudence-Informed Model 

Drawing from comparative experience and normative analysis, this study proposes the 

following reform pathways for India's legal aid context: 

A. Institutional Integration: Legal Services Authorities should formally incorporate Social 

Workers as professionals within legal aid clinics and programmes. Their role should be 

statutory, not auxiliary. The Social Worker's intervention is most effective at the Pre-Trial 

(Diversion) and Post-Trial (Rehabilitation) stages.  

 
42 Malcolm Payne, Modern Social Work Theory (4th ed. 2014).  
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Social Workers shall function as Socio-Legal Navigators, focusing on 'Legal Literacy' and 

'Welfare Linkage,' while leaving 'Courtroom Advocacy' and 'Legal Strategy' exclusively to 

panel advocates, thereby maintaining the sanctity of the Advocates Act, 1961. 

B. Community-Based Justice Units: Decentralised justice units operating within communities 

can reduce institutional distance and enhance early intervention. These units should combine 

legal advice, social support, and rights education. 

C. Preventive and Problem-Solving Orientation: Legal aid policy must shift from dispute-

resolution metrics to outcome-based justice indicators, including stability, compliance, and 

reduced recurrence of legal crises. 

D. Capacity Building and Legal Education: Interdisciplinary training for lawyers, judges, and 

legal aid professionals should be institutionalised to foster collaboration and socio-legal 

sensitivity. 43These reforms are consistent with constitutional mandates, jurisprudential 

principles, and international best practices. 

VII.  Operationalising the Justice Hub: A District-Level Pilot Model 

To convert theory into practice, NALSA should initiate 'Justice Hub' pilots in select 

'Aspirational Districts', utilising a 'convergence funding' model that pools resources from Legal 

Services Authorities' budgets, Ministry of Social Justice and Empowerment grants, and, if 

possible, CSR funds also.⁴⁴ A significant advantage of formalising the Social Work role is its 

capacity for Fiscal Resource Mobilisation. MSW professionals are uniquely trained in Grant 

Writing and navigating Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR) frameworks under Section 135 

of the Companies Act. By drafting rigorous 'Impact Assessment' and 'Compliance Reports' for 

donors and government agencies, Social Workers can ensure the financial sustainability of 

Justice Hubs. This shifts the burden from a purely state-funded model to a multi-stakeholder 

'Convergence Model' that prioritises long-term social stabilisation over mere case disposal 

volumes. Rather than a total systemic overhaul, this phased strategy leverages existing 

infrastructure—such as Gram Nyayalayas, Anganwadi centres, or Panchayat offices—to serve 

as accessible, familiar service points. Administratively, to ensure the "social diagnostic" wing 

is not overshadowed by legalism,  

 
43 Marc Galanter, Access to Justice in a World of Expanding Social Needs, 37 FORDHAM L. REV. 1 (1968). 
⁴⁴ See National Legal Services Authority, Strategic Plan for Implementation of Legal Services Programmes (2024) 
(advocating for inter-departmental resource pooling to enhance legal aid reach).  



 Indian Journal of Integrated Research in Law   Volume VI Issue I | ISSN: 2583-0538 

 

Page: 1907 

Social Workers must be appointed as ex officio consultants with independent reporting lines to 

the Member Secretary of the DLSA, rather than being subordinate to panel lawyers.⁴⁵ For the 

Judiciary, the 'Justice Hub' serves as a Compliance Management Unit. By assigning MSW 

professionals to track post-litigation outcomes—such as the actual restoration of a welfare 

benefit or the enrollment in a de-addiction program—the Court is relieved of the administrative 

burden of monitoring its own directions. This ensures that the 'Relief on Ground' proceeds 

without requiring constant judicial intervention. 

The operational design should integrate several key processes: a walk-in help desk for 

immediate legal-social triage, mobile outreach to remote sites, and proactive community-based 

audits to identify rights violations before they escalate into litigation.⁴⁶ To remain ethically 

sound, this Index must adhere to strict Data Minimalisation principles. Tracking 'social 

stability' must not result in the State's perpetual surveillance of the marginalised. Metrics should 

focus on institutional responsiveness (e.g., 'Did the state provide the housing?') rather than 

monitoring the private lives of the beneficiaries.⁴⁷ By decentralising justice delivery and 

fostering interdisciplinary collaboration, the Justice Hub model ensures that legal aid remains 

a fluid community resource. 

VIII. Collaboration with Grassroots Fieldwork and Existing Community 

Policing 

To ensure the "Law in Action" reaches the last mile, the proposed view must institutionalise 

proactive fieldwork at the Panchayat and school levels. While leveraging the logistical reach 

of the Janamaithri network, the Justice Hub must maintain Functional Autonomy. To avoid 

conflict with the right against self-incrimination under Article 20(3), the Social Worker’s 

interaction with the community must remain distinct from police inquiry. The 'collaboration' 

should be limited to referral pathways, ensuring that the Justice Hub remains a 'Safe Zone' 

where marginalised citizens can seek help without the immediate threat of custodial 

interference.⁴⁸  

 
⁴⁵ For a discussion on administrative autonomy in interdisciplinary teams, see Nigel Balmer et al., The Role of 
Non-Legal Professionals in Access to Justice, 42 J. L. & Soc'y 1, 12-14 (2015).  
⁴⁶ See Gram Nyayalayas Act, No. 4 of 2009, § 18, India Code (allowing for mobile courts and local dispute 
resolution, which can serve as the physical site for rural Justice Hubs). 
⁴⁷ See Org. for Econ. Co-operation & Dev. [OECD], Equal Access to Justice for Inclusive Growth: Putting People 
at the Centre 88-92 (2019). 
⁴⁸ For an analysis of the Janamaithri Suraksha Project and its impact on community trust, see Kerala Police, Impact 
of Janamaithri Suraksha Project on the Communities 10-12 (2015). 
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Under this model, Legal Aid Social Workers would not remain desk-bound. Still, they would 

conduct regular "Legal-Social Audits" at the Gram Panchayat level, identifying systemic 

injustices—such as the denial of land titles or domestic abuse—before they escalate into 

litigation.⁴⁹ Furthermore, by adopting a "School-Based Justice Clinic" approach, these 

professionals can provide trauma-informed support and rights education directly to students, 

acting as a bridge to the DLSA for children in vulnerable domestic situations.⁵⁰ By utilising the 

Janamaithri beat system and the Panchayat's administrative reach, the legal aid transforms from 

a reactive, court-based service into a proactive, "doorstep" justice delivery mechanism that is 

both culturally familiar and institutionally robust.⁵¹ 

IX. Institutional Stakeholders and Regulatory Enablement 

The operationalisation of the "Justice Hub" requires a strategic coalition between the National 

Legal Services Authority (NALSA), the Department of Justice (DoJ), and State Home 

Departments. Under Section 4 of the Legal Services Authorities Act, 1987, NALSA is 

specifically empowered to frame schemes and to coordinate with other governmental and non-

governmental agencies to promote the cause of legal aid.⁵² To prevent institutional irritation or 

'mission creep,' the Justice Hub must operate under a clear Functional Autonomy Protocol. 

Social Workers must be appointed as 'Auxiliary Officers of the Authority,' with their duties 

strictly defined as non-investigative. By maintaining independent reporting lines to the 

Member Secretary of the DLSA, their work remains a 'Social Service' that supports the Court’s 

rehabilitation mandates without interfering with the police's investigative powers or the 

lawyer's tactical independence. Furthermore, the appointment of Social Workers as statutory 

officers has its legal basis in Sections 3(5) and 9(5) of the same Act, which allow authorities to 

appoint personnel required for the "efficient discharge of functions."⁵³  

⁴⁹ See Upendra Baxi, The Crisis of the Indian Legal System 84-88 (1982) (arguing for a shift towards grassroots 
socio-legal interventions). 
⁵⁰ See NALSA (Child-Friendly Legal Services for Children) Scheme, 2024, § 4.2 (mandating community outreach 
to identify children vulnerable to falling out of social safety nets). 
⁵¹ See United Nations Development Programme, Justice for All: A People-Centred Approach (2019) (advocating 
for justice services delivered through trusted community intermediaries). 
52 See Legal Services Authorities Act, No. 39 of 1987, § 4, INDIA CODE (authorising NALSA to coordinate with 
other agencies for justice delivery).  
⁵³ See Legal Services Authorities Act, No. 39 of 1987, §§ 3(5), 9(5), INDIA CODE (providing the administrative 
power to appoint non-judicial staff for the Authority's discharge of duties). 
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The State must ensure that this 'convergence model' is governed by a Memorandum of 

Understanding (MoU) that explicitly protects the DLSA's independence. This prevents the 

'Welfare State' from becoming a 'Supervisory State,' ensuring that Social Work remains a tool 

of empowerment, not a mechanism of social control."⁵⁴ This approach ensures that the project 

reaches the grassroots. Until the formalisation of a National Council for Social Work, the 

DLSA must ensure that 'Justice Hub' professionals hold a recognised Master of Social Work 

(MSW) degree from a UGC-accredited institution. This ensures that the 'Social Diagnostic' is 

performed by trained clinicians familiar with the ethical boundaries of interdisciplinary 

practice, rather than well-meaning but untrained volunteers. 

X. International Normative Alignment 
Global normative frameworks increasingly endorse people-centred justice systems that 

integrate legal and social services. Guidance developed under the auspices of the United 

Nations frames access to justice as essential to sustainable development, inclusive governance, 

and social cohesion. While such standards are not prescriptive, they provide persuasive 

Authority for domestic reform. India's constitutional ethos and social justice commitments 

place it in a strong position to adapt these principles contextually rather than mechanically 

transplanting foreign models 55 

XI. Conclusion: Access to Justice as a Social Justice Initiative 
Access to justice in India has long been constrained by the assumption that providing a lawyer 

to a marginalised person is equivalent to delivering justice. However, the crises faced by low-

income individuals are rarely solely legal in nature; they often involve complex, "lived" 

entanglements of trauma, displacement, and social exclusion that legal solutions alone cannot 

resolve. To give substantive effect to Article 39A, the legal aid system must proactively engage 

with those in need. 

The proposed path forward is the "Justice Hub" model, which delivers services directly to those 

in need. By integrating trained Social Workers into the statutory core of the District Legal 

Services Authority (DLSA) and leveraging existing grassroots networks such as the 

Janamaithri police and Village Panchayats, it becomes possible to translate "Law in Books" 

into "Law in Action."  

⁵⁴ For a discussion on the constitutional basis of multi-agency legal aid, see NALSA (JAGRITI - Justice 
Awareness for Grassroots Information and Transparency Initiative) Scheme, 2025 (institutionalising legal aid 
through local self-government institutions). 
55 United Nations Development Programme, People-Centred Justice: A Guide to Policy and Practice (2020). 
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This approach shifts the measure of success for Legal Services Authorities from the volume of 

cases disposed of to the degree of social stability restored. From the perspective of a student 

trained in Social Work, now studying Law, it is evident that the law provides the 'Surgical 

Instrument' for justice, while Social Work provides the 'Pre-and Post-Case Care' necessary for 

the citizen’s wellbeing. By embedding professional Social Work methodologies into the 

statutory core of the DLSA, the Indian legal system can transform from a reactive litigation 

machine into a proactive, doorstep-delivery mechanism that restores both social standing and 

human dignity. Ultimately, the objective is not merely to defend the marginalised, but to 

empower them to stand as equals before the law.  

This article envisages a 'Holistic Justice Partnership' that mirrors the efficacy of the medical-

social model. By positioning the Social Worker as a 'Socio-Legal Navigator'—distinct from 

the Advocate but essential to the client’s survival within the system—India can bridge the gap 

between rural citizens and the State, fulfilling the mandate of Article 39A through a proactive, 

fiscally sustainable, and dignity-centred future model. 
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