The Journal of Educational Paradigms
2021, Vol. 03(01) 157-163

© Authors

ISSN (Print): 2709-202X

ISSN (Online): 2709-2038
DOI:10.47609/0301032021

08

Measurement of Judicial Poverty

Muhammad Sohail Anwar!, Qais Aslam?

Abstract

Justice is an important and functional part of the economy and positively influences the economic performance. Injustice would probably
upset the poor more as it hurt the rich. This study identifies three major factors, which are the barriers to access to justice for the poor.
Theoretically, this study contributes to defining the judicial demission of poverty and how to address it. On the other hand, this study
will also help policymakers make and enforce the policies that can reduce the hurdles in access to justice. This study uses AF
methodology, which counts different deprivations faced by individual/household, analyzed to identify poor. Primary data is collected
from the district and session court Gujranwala through a self-administrative questionnaire. A total of 893 questions were asked from
112 respondents by adopting the weighted poverty measurement method. A weighted average score it is concluded that each of these
three barriers contributes about 21% of the poverty level. This paper shows an overall 63% judicial poverty level, 1550 respondents
were deprived of 2459 questions. This result is 13% more than 50% observed in MPI's weighted indicators (Akire, 2016). It is
recommended that the topic should be further explored, particularly by the strong community of scholars, economists, and statisticians

in Pakistan, by using these areas as a benchmark.
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The economy’s overall performance is the aggregate of
performance of all the institutions in that economy; these institutes
are established for public welfare. It is argued in the literature that
institutions are a fundamental cause of economic performance
(Acemoglu, Johnson, & Robinson, 2005; North & Thomas, 1973).
Judiciary or justice system is an important part of the economy and
is considered an essential virtue of institutions, positively
influencing economic performance (Kavuri & Shao, 2017). So, it
is necessary for the betterment of society, and the success of the
state, the function and access to justice should be easy and
available to all. Social Justice, an indispensable feature of
institutions, also positively influences economic performance
(Aghion & Durlauf, 2005).

National Integrity System, 2014 concluded that the foundation of
a high-performance economy is based on 13 pillars, and the
judiciary is ranked third in them. The expeditious justice system
plays a key role in the Governance of the state. It is the state's
responsibility to provide quick and fair justice to its citizens
because it is a single way to provide a remedy for effective persons
against the violation of their basic rights. Later on, it was
concluded that an economy's performance is based on its judicial
system, stronger the judiciary stronger will be economy
(Magnuson, Puiszis, Agrimonti, & Frank, 2014). Justice system is
also considered as an indicator of economic performance, weak or
lack of administration of justice badly impacts on economic
performance (Messick, 1999).

Sen, 1976°s concept of capability approach (e.g., education, good
health, and freedom) makes poverty a broader concept. It opens
the door for researchers to measure and define poverty in different
ways. Measurement of poverty in more than one dimension is
based on the idea that it does not matter how good the income

indicator is. Still, it is incomplete, which leads to an inaccurate
estimation of poverty (Santos & Salvucci, 2017). Further argue
that alternative dimensions such as health, educational level, social
exclusion, and insecurity are weakly correlated with income or
expenditure (Appleton, & Song 1999).

Poverty cannot be limited to low income and a lack of expenditure
only. Still, it should include different dimensions as attributes of
poverty, lack of nutrition, education, voice, powerlessness,
physical security, health, capacity, and opportunity to improve
one's life and justice (access to fundamental rights) (Klugman,
2010). Several efforts have been considered to reduce the poverty
in Pakistan, these efforts have not shown fruitful outcomes, and
poverty still holds (Amjad & Kemal, 1997). According to the
report on multi-dimensional poverty, nearly 39 percent of
Pakistanis fall in poverty (Akire, 2016). In an ordinary word,
deprivation in human wellbeing is known as poverty, (Sen, 1976).
Dimensions of Poverty

The most traditional method to measure poverty is the Income
Approach, based on thinking that income provides money to
satisfy and fulfill human needs (Scott 2002). There is a flaw in
considering income as a measure of poverty because the
assumption of holding equal access to income is not applicable. To
resolve this issue, researchers used different indices that add or
substitute for income data. These dimensions or attributes include
life expectancy, height, weight, caloric intake, formal education,
literacy, employment, quality of housing, access to services
«literacy, health, provision of public goods, and income, to name a
few. A Development report on poverty identifies four dimensions
of poverty: income-poverty, health and education, vulnerability,
and voice-lessness (United Nations, 2012).
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To draw the full multi-dimensional picture of poverty, keep the
measurement approach as broad as possible (Laderchil997).
Consequently, the poverty measurement field is littered with
various measures, each assessing a particular dimension of poverty
and has its impact and consequences:

Justice or Judicial Poverty

Plato first pointed out the question of justice in his book, The
Republic. Plato was not looking at the world in the smaller legal
sense. Still, in this book, in its wider economic and social context
of economic justice, his focus was on economic justice, which is
in modern times, another name of relative poverty (Plato).
Inequitable distribution of wealth and opportunities cannot be
dealt with without looking at its smaller world legal system. The
contention is that there cannot be economic justice if there is no
legal protection for the poor.

Injustice is also an attribute of poverty when people have no access
to justice, unable to protect their fundamental rights. Government
institutes fail to compensate them against violation of their rights,
and state institutes lose their control on implementing their rules.
Access to justice plays a crucial role in all parts of the above
equation; exclusion from the protection provided by law denies
them to improve their right (Soros & Abed, 2012).

The rule of law provides and ensures the fundamental liberties of
individuals. The judicial poverty has other components like the
right to protect a person, and property fall in Civil law, the safety
of business matter in commercial law, social law deals with
workers protection and criminal law punishes criminals of serious
offenses. These are all interrelated and to overcome the judicial
poverty enforcement of these laws is crucial (Truche, 2005).
Indicators of Judicial Poverty

In the traditional poverty measurement method, the Poverty Line
is considered a benchmark to decide inadequately or not: is not an
accurate representation of the poverty level in the economy.
However, up to some extent, some basic needs can be met or
fulfilled by financial sources, and financially poor cannot get
access to these needs. Economic poverty deprives the poor of basic
needs, but it becomes worse when there is an un-equitable justice
system in the country. Here are some factors that prevent the poor
from accessing justice, on the other hand, push them into economic
poverty.

Financial Barriers

A person above the poverty line, in violation of his fundamental
right, goes to court for remedy and pays some cost in the litigation
process. This extra burden utilizes a portion of his income, which
ultimately affects his consumption and pushes him below the
poverty line. These associated costs are:

Cost of Legal Assistance

Legal Fee

Opportunity Loss

Corruption

Transportation Cost

Guarantee for Bailment

Telephone Cost

Other Cost

(Turquet, Ginette, Menon, & Boyce, 2011-2012).

All these factors are the cause of an increase in economic poverty.

VVVVVVVYY

Physical Barriers

The judicial facilitation centers are situated in urban areas, and this
physical distance can be covered only with the help of finance to
pay transportation and opportunity cost of traveling. In these
circumstances, persons belonging to poverty have to pay double to
travel long distances at a high cost and give up his wages as an
opportunity cost to engage with the justice system. This double
burden raises the problem of a decrease in income and an increase
in expenses, causing economic poverty.

Discriminatory Behavior

Distance to Court

Auvailability of Public transport

Lack of Political Approach

Lack of information

Political Involvement

Pre-trial Detention

Technical Barriers

Systematic problems in the administration of justice, impact on the
judicial institution's performance, and harshly impact people living
in poverty, create irritation during the justice chain.

Strikes in Court

Fear of Reprisal

Lack of Legal Standing

Lack of Legal Identity

Social Dependence

Excessive Delay

Illiteracy and Language Problem

Statement of the problem

A well-established process of judicial administration guarantees
the protection of fundamental human rights and the rule of law. In
an ideal situation, if the rights of a person are violated in civil or
criminal ways, then he can quickly receive the remedy against this
violation. For this purpose, the Constitution of Pakistan
established the hierarchy of Judicial Courts. Local Magistrate
(Tehsil Level), Session Courts (district level), Higher Courts
(Provincial Level), and Supreme Courts (Pakistan Level) to
provide easy and quick justice to the public (Tereence 2012).

But statistics show that still a lot of people have not accessed the
justice system. Many of them do not go to register their claims for
many reasons like (lack of awareness, cost of litigation, and
availability of resources). Those who reported their claim, have to
bear the extra financial cost, wastage of time, complicated process,
excessive delay in the litigation preceding, and huge judicial
backlog. So, access to justice was neither speedy nor easy for the
poor. At Pakistan level, about to 2 Million cases are still pending
in all courts, out which 1.2 Million pending in Only Districts
Courts of Punjab (Law and Justice Commission of Pakistan, 2014)
It is the right of persons, whether rich or poor, to get access to
justice. Still, in the presence of an inadequate justice system, there
is discrimination among persons regarding protecting their
fundamental rights. This study's primary aim is to highlight the
justice dimension of poverty in the Gujranwala Division of
Pakistan and elaborate on the main hurdles in the justice system.
The literature shows that peoples living in poverty cannot access
justice due to these hurdles. This research will emphasize
judicial/justice poverty. Elimination of extreme poverty is possible
when access to rights (Social, Economic, Cultural, Civil, and
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Political) is accessible and approachable. Access to justice plays
a significant role in the protection and promotion of the above
rights. Lack of Justice loses the opportunity for persons to claim
against their fundamental rights (United Nations, 2012).
According to the stated objective of the research, this study will
answer the following questions.

Research questions

» How to measure the administration of justice, and what are the
factors of Justice poverty in Pakistan?

» How justice poverty is a cause of economic poverty and pushes
the poor into more poverty?

Research objectives

Lack of Access to the judiciary process, violation of numerous
rights, negatively impacts the human wellbeing and performance
of the state. Usually, the framework of a legal system designed by
highly educated and invoking technical jargon often fails to
account for and recognize for capacities and experiences. In this
scenario, people living in poverty cannot get access to services.
Especially access to justice is a big problem for poor communities;
they have to face many hurdles to seek legal redress in judiciary
processes. Based on the above factors, this research identifies the
barriers in access to justice for people living in poverty. As if there
is no equal opportunity to get access to justice, the poor will further
fall into more poverty.

Significance of the study

A healthy Judicial system is necessary for the development and
growth of the economy. Violation of fundamental rights has a
negative impact on the growth and Governance of the economy.
The Government always plans and take the initiative to eliminate
discrimination among individuals in society. This study identifies
the significanthurdles in accessing to justice system for the
protection of fundamental rights. Theoretically, it contributes
toward defining the justice demission of poverty and how to
address it.

On the other hand, this study will help policymakers to make and
enforce the policies which can reduce the hurdles in access to
justice. This study is at the grass-root level and recommends a
bottom-up and self-defined approach to eliminate justice poverty.
In a formal judicial system, the extra financial burden in getting
access to courts pushes the poor into more poverty. This factor
usually is not considered by economists to measure poverty. This
research will help the economist to take into consideration these
factors of poverty.

Limitations of the study

This study is the initial step in measuring justice poverty as a cause
of economic poverty. However, it is the base for future researchers
to research remedies to solve the problems and make it possible to
prevent judicial poor from falling into economic poverty.

Review of Literature

In this section, historical work related to the study's research
question and objective will be summarized. This will be arranged
as literature related to poverty and justice poverty, its definition
and measurement, factors causing justice poverty, and hurdles in
access to justice for the poor’s.

Causes of justice poverty

Sen. 1976, in his concept of the capability approach, pointed out
the deprivation in necessary capabilities as a measure of poverty.
This research will emphasize judicial or justice poverty, as
elimination of extreme poverty is possible when access to rights
like Social, Economic, Cultural, Civil, and Political is accessible
and approachable. Lack of Justice loses the opportunity for
persons to claim the violation of their fundamental rights (United
Nations, 2012). When poor people have no access to justice,
unable to protect their fundamental rights, government institutes
fail to compensate them against any violation of their rights. In the
human right perspective, poverty is the human condition of
deprivation of choices, security, resources, power of enjoyment,
an adequate standard of living, other civil, economic, political,
cultural, and social rights (Carmona, 2012).

Access to justice plays a crucial role in all parts of human aspects
(Soros & Abed, 2012). Access to justice and protection of
fundamental rights are the factors used to overcome the judicial
poverty, enforcement of these laws is crucial (Truche, 2005).
There are certain factors which work as barriers in the process of
access to justice, it is necessary to provide a quick and expeditious
justice these barriers should be removed. This study will divide
these barriers into three categories, called financial, physical, and
technical obstacles.

The existence of judicial facilitation centers is situated in urban
areas; this physical distance can be covered only with finance to
pay transportation and opportunity cost of traveling, which is a
cause of economic poverty. In this situation, if they have to go to
court for the administration of justice, there are some direct and
indirect costs in the process of administration of justice. These
costs must be paid in initiating the judicial process for seeking a
remedy against the violation of fundamental rights. In civil and
criminal matters the cost of legal advice, administrative fee, and
related collateral cost, guarantee for bail procedure, transportation
cost, telephone cost, involvement of corruption, (United Nation,
2012) (International, 2007) Stamp duties, transportation cost, are
causes of economic poverty.

The judicial institutions are situated in urban areas, and primarily
the appeal courts are located in capital cities far from the rural and
remote areas. When a person has to go for a remedy, he has to go
to these institutions, and such traveling also involves a sum of
money and other associated costs. To face many physical barriers
like al Barriers include Physical Distance to Courts(Chakma,
2012), (The State of Juvenile Justice in Himachal Pradesh, 2012).
On the other hand, political involvement in administrative
institutes provides a hurdle for those who have no political
approach, The poor lack of political approach, and lack of
information, inadequate legal framework, social and cultural
constraints, discrimination against poor, fear of reprisal and
sanction system (Foundation, 2012) .economic dependency and
subordinate social Guardian (Watch, 2008). More social strata
(Dalits, 2011),(International,  2007), pre-trial  detention
(Foundation, 2012)exploitation from happening of unjust outcome
especially who are the victim of domestic violence (Turquet,
Ginette, Menon, & Boyce, 2011-2012). Prejudicial perception
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about inadequate and Discriminatory behavior with poor also a
hurdle in the litigation process (Sen, 1983).s

Turquet, Ginette, Menon, & Boyce, 2011-2012 show that the
justice system's design and operation create a barrier at all stages
for the poor. There are some complicated parameters and designed
a prescribed procedure for filing a suit in criminal and civil courts.
This procedure creates some technical requirements which are not
easy to fulfill by the poor. These technical barriers include a lack
of knowledge of the judicial process (Combrinck & Wakefield,
2009) (Hoctor, 2012). Legal status in terms of registration
certificates is also a problem for putting a claim in courts (World
Drug Report, 2001). A large portion of newborn children is not
registered. A report shows that more than 50 million births are not
registered every year (UNICEF, 2005; UNICEF, 2010) and
Excessive Delay (Watch, 2008).

Language problem for illiterate persons also creates a problem in
the litigation process, as the legal procedure is communicated in a
prescribed language which is not easily understandable for
illiterate (Combrinck & Wakefield, 2009). International human
rights law provides that Individuals facing a criminal charge can
freely interpret (Turquet, Ginette, Menon, & Boyce, 2011-2012).
Still, this facility is unavailable, limited, and only offered to
persons knowing a foreign language. When the poor are unable to
pursue justice remedies, it will increase vulnerability to poverty
and further hampers the ability to use the justice system. Only one
way to defeat poverty is equal access to Justice (Soros & Abed,
2012). Only one way to defeat the poverty is equal access to Justice
(Soros & Abed, 2012), (Turquet, Ginette, Menon, & Boyce, 2011-
2012) (Sen, Poor, Relatively Speaking, 1983) (Turquet, Ginette,
Menon, & Boyce, 2011-2012) (Dalits, 2011).

These entire dimensions are measured by the Alkire Foster
Methodology approach, which provides equal weighted to each
dimension and indicators. A household is scored one if deprived
and 0 otherwise. A person is declared as poor if he deprives as
more than 33%.

Hypothesis

The study's working hypothesis is to identify social justice is also
a fundamental cause of economic development. Based on above-
discussed literature following hypothesis can be developed as
under:

Hypothesis 1: The extra financial burden in the administration of
justice positively and significantly predicts the degree of Judicial
Poverty.

Hypothesis 2: The involvement of physical hurdles in the process
of judicial trial process positively and significantly contributes to
Judicial Poverty.

Hypothesis 3: Technicalities in filling a remedy claim in court are
hurdles in the administration of justice.

Hypothesis 4: The degree of Judicial Poverty positively and
significantly contributes to the degree of Overall Multi-
Dimensional Poverty level in selected districts of Punjab.

Note: All have a Null Hypothesis.

Methodology

When poverty profile is prepared, or poverty is estimated, it is
essential to determine the determinants of poverty in Pakistan. The
Methodology used in this study is named as AF methodology,

developed by OPHI's (Oxford Poverty Human Index) Sabina
Alkire and James Foster in 2010, building on the foster-Greer-
Thorbecke poverty measure. It involves counting the different
types of deprivation that individual experiences simultaneously to
identify who is poor. It is a flexible approach that can be tailored
to various situations by selecting different dimensions and
indicators of poverty within each dimension and poverty cutoff.
Population of Study

The target population of this study included the plaintiff in districts
of Gujranwala, Session Courts. The unit of analysis in this study
will be individuals. Deprivation is one indicator that will be
assumed household will be considered poor. The study's sample
size will be 112 individuals who have been part of the judicial
process at present or in the past. The MPI (Multi-Dimensional
Poverty Index) proposed by Alkire and Santo 2010, 2014, will be
applied by its methodological application to measure Judicial
Poverty (Access to Justice) as a Dimension of poverty.

Data Collection

Primary data is collected from the district and session court
Gujranwala, a self-administrative questionnaire was developed
and filled by spending four days in session court. In this research,
Judicial Poverty, measured by three indicators considered as
independent variables. These independent variables are Financial
Barriers, Physical Barriers, and Technical Barriers, each barrier is
calculated with the help of its indices. Following are the measures
used in this study:

Deprivation Score of each household the deprivation matrix (c)
is computed by identifying as inadequate or not. A household
deprived in any indicator is called poor otherwise not. Following
standard notation, one indicates that a household is deprived in
the corresponding indicator, and O indicates that the household is
not deprived of that indicator.

Headcount Ratio (H) proportion of people who have been
identified as multi-dimensionally poor in the population is also
called the incidence of multidimensional poverty. H= % where q

is the total number of deprived indicators, and n is the total
number of indicators included in the questionnaire.

The intensity of multi-dimensional poverty (A) average share
of weighted indicators in which poor people are deprived. This
entails adding up the poor's deprivation scores and dividing them
by the total number of poor people, also called the breadth of
poverty.

A:i :]=1 C(k) WI*HII;-IM-:Z*;ZI;-3W3*H3

Where q is the sum of total household member deprived in any
indicator, W represents weight in Financial, Physical, and
Technical. In contrast, H represents the sum of Financial,
Physical, and Technical, respectively.

3.5 Model of Study

Financial Barriers

Judicial-Dimensional

Physical Barriers Poverty

Technical Barriers
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Table 1: Indicators and their Abbreviation along with Deprivation
Cutoff.

Indicator Sym  Deprivation Cutoff

Financial Barriers FB

Cost of Legal CL  They are deprived if a person has to pay more

Assistance than 10000 to a lawyer.

Legal Fee LF  Deprived if more than 7500 deposit in the court
as initiating the case.

Opportunity Loss OL  They are deprived if a person has to out of his
job without payment.

Corruption C They were deprived if an amount of 500 paid

on each hearing day as bribery.
They were deprived of more than 500 charges
that were born in court day as traveling costs.

Transportation Cost TV

Guaranty for GB  Heis deprived if he has to face the problem for

Bailment a bailment guarantee.

Telephone Cost TC  They are deprived if a minimum charge of
court day 100 is consumed on mobile.

Other Cost OC  Deprived if more than 200 paid other than

above mention expenses.

Physical Barriers FB
Discrimination of DB
Behavior

Distance to Court DC

He is deprived if he has to face discrimination
due to apparent position or dresses.

They are deprived if court distance is greater
than 15 KM.

Availability of AV They are deprived if not possessed personal

Vehicle conveyance, even a bike.

Lack of political LP They are deprived if not accessed to a political

approach party member.

Lack of information LI It deprived if misguided due to a lack of
information.

Political Pl They are deprived if threatened by political

Involvement pressure.

Pre-trial Detention PD They are deprived if retained in pre-trial

detention form more than or equal to 1 month.

Technical Barriers TB

Strikes in Courts SC They were deprived if the visit to court
remained useless due to strikes or other
uncertainty.

Fear of Reprisal FR They are deprived if fear of reprisal or
happening of an undue event.

Lack of Legal LS He is deprived if he has not received a suitable

standing remedy.

Lack of Legal LI He is deprived if he has a problem due to

Identity registration of birth due to minority or

disability.
They are deprived if unable to decide the
judicial process.

Social Dependence SD

Excessive Delay ED They are deprived if the court trial continues
for more than two years.
Iliteracy and LP He is deprived if he has less than ten years of

Language Problem school education.

Discussion and Findings

This chapter provides a descriptive summary of the data collected
for this research paper. The analysis of this paper is conducted in
two steps. In the first step, results are presented as barrier wise. In
this research, three barriers or components are used to me\sure
institutional performance or judicial poverty, these are named
Financial, Physical and Technical barriers. Table 2 shows the
result summary regarding financial Barriers, in which a total of
112 respondents were asked overall 893 questions about
deprivation or non-deprivation. Out of these, 533 respondents
were deprived according to unit criteria, which declare a person
poor if deprived of any one dimension. This criterion has been
objected due to providing a high level of poverty, which is 60%
poor. To resolve this objection, the weighted criteria are applied,

which adjusted the deprivation for assigned weights. Here the
weight of 1/3 is applied to each of Financial, Physical, and
Technical barriers. By adopting the weighted method of poverty
measurement, it has the poverty level due to financial Barriers is
reduced to 22%. However, when discussing each indicator, the
alarming position is thel00% deprivation in CL, and OC
represents the Cost of Legal Assistance and Other costs. This high
position shows that all persons involved in the judicial process
have to bear at least Rs.5000 as the cost of legal assistance, and on
the day of case hearing, they have to bear Rs.200 extra per day.
These expenses are a heavy financial burden, especially for the
poor.

Table 3 shows the result summary of Physical Barriers. A total of
112 respondents were asked overall 784 Out of these 525 (67%
level of poverty) respondents were deprived according to unit
criteria, and this result changed to 21% by using a weighted
average index. However, when discussing each indicator, the
maximum poverty level is observed due to Lack of Information
and Political Involvement 79% and 74%, respectively. These
percentages show that peoples are in judicial poverty due to a lack
of information and political involvement in pressure.

Table 4 shows the result summary concerning Technical Barriers
faced by the poor in the judicial process. A total of 112 respondents
were asked overall 782 indicators of poverty or deprivation, Out
of which 492 (63% level of poverty) respondents were deprived
according to unit criteria and 21% by using a weighted average
index. However, the maximum poverty level 87% poverty is the
excessive delay, which means that the trial process is lengthy and
continued for more than two years. The second cause of judicial
poverty 75% of deprivation is due to technical constraints is Lack
of Legal standing, which means the person involved in the judicial
trial is unhappy or not satisfied with the judicial process or not
received a proper remedy. The summary of results is presented in
Table 5, which shows that 2459 questions were asked from all
respondents, out of which 1550 (63%) response about the
existence of deprivation. The maximum poverty level 67% is
observed in Physical constraints, which shows that courts are
situated far from their place of residence, and the trial period is
prolonged for more than two years. The maximum level is not
much differentiated from others, as 63% observed in technical
Constraints while 60% in financial.

Concluding Remarks

Institution literature shows that institutions' performance measures
economic performance (North, & Thomas, 1973). Acemoglu,
Johnson, & Robinson, 2005, find out that strong Institutional are
the cause of long-run economic growth. Handbook of economic
growth, 1, 385-472.) among the institutions in a state judiciary is
considered most important. At present, in Pakistan and at the
international level, efforts have been made to overcome income-
based poverty. The governments have slightly achieved this
milestone, but now it is required to focus on social situations using
the Multidimensional Poverty Index. Thus, by using the Alkire
Foster methodology of MPI, this paper will be able to highlight the
hurdles faced by the poor in the process of administration of
justice. This paper's findings present an alarming position that a
sample size of 112 respondents from Gujranwala district courts
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was asked about a total of 2459 questions about deprivation. To be
identified as poor by the MPI, a minimum of 33% deprivation
score is required (Alkire, Sabina; Foster, James, 2008). This paper
shows an overall 63% judicial poverty level, 1550 respondents
were deprived out of 2459 questions. This result is 13% more as
compared to 50% observed in MPI's weighted indicators(Akire,
2016)

Deprivation in indicators shows a 100% score in the Cost of Legal
assistance and Other Cost beards during the judicial trial. The
second most deprived indicator is observed Excessive Delay that
shows the trial period is consists of more than two years period.
While the states and international laws provide that justice delayed
is justice denied (Khan, 2015). The hypothesis presented in this
paper is that social justice is also a fundamental determinant of
economic growth as well as wellbeing. This argument rests on the
notion that justice impacts on different factors or determinants.
Promote future research

To understand the particular factors and policies which can be
beneficial for the reduction in poverty, it is recommended that
further research be undertaken, particularly by the substantial
community of scholars, economists, and statisticians in Pakistan.
This will bring to light specific districts that have successfully
reduced multi-dimensional poverty in the shortest space of time,
thereby allowing other communities to replicate policies using
these areas as a benchmark.

Appendixes

Table 2: Financial Barriers, along with their Indicators,
Abbreviation, and Deprivation Cutoff.
Symb Deprive Percenta Weighte Not Percenta Weighte Total
ol d ge d % Deprived ge Not d % Sampl
Deprived Deprive Deprived Not e
d Deprive
d
CL 112 1.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 112
LF 49 0.44 0.02 63.00 0.56 0.02 112
oL 33 0.30 0.01 78.00 0.70 0.03 111
C 66 0.59 0.02 46.00 0.41 0.02 112
TV 53 0.48 0.02 58.00 0.52 0.02 111
GB 53 0.48 0.02 58.00 0.52 0.02 111
TC 55 0.49 0.02 57.00 0.51 0.02 112
oc 112 1.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 112
Total 533 0.60 0.20 360 3.23 0.13 893
Table 3: Physical Barriers, along with their Indicators,
Abbreviation, and Deprivation Cutoff.
Symb Deprive Percenta Weighte Not Percenta Weighte  Total
ol d ge d% Deprived ge Not d% Sampl
Deprived Deprive Deprived Not e
d Deprive
d
DB 72 0.64 0.03 40.00 0.36 0.02 112
DC 81 0.72 0.03 31.00 0.28 0.01 112
AV 71 0.63 0.03 41.00 0.37 0.02 112
LP 67 0.60 0.03 45.00 0.40 0.02 112
LI 89 0.79 0.04 23.00 0.21 0.01 112
PI 83 0.74 0.04 29.00 0.26 0.01 112
PD 62 0.55 0.03 50.00 0.45 0.02 112
Total 525 0.67 0.22 259.00 2.31 0.11 784
Table 4: Technical Barriers, along with their Indicators,
Abbreviation, and Deprivation Cutoff.
Symb Deprive Percenta Weighte Not Percenta Weighte  Total
ol d ge d % Deprived ge Not d% Sampl
Deprived Deprive Deprived Not e
d Deprive
SC 70 0.63 0.03 42.00 0.38 0.02 112
FR 68 0.61 0.03 44.00 0.39 0.02 112
LS 84 0.75 0.04 28.00 0.25 0.01 112
LI 49 0.44 0.02 62.00 0.56 0.03 111
SD 47 0.42 0.02 64.00 0.58 0.03 111
ED 97 0.87 0.04 15.00 0.13 0.01 112
LP 77 0.69 0.03 35.00 0.31 0.01 112

Total 492 0.63 0.21 290.00 2.60 0.12 782

Table 5: Summery of overall Results.

Indicato Depriv Percenta Weight Not Percenta Weight Total
r ed ge ed % Deprived ge Not ed % Samp
Deprived Deprive Deprived Not le
d Deprive
d
Financial 533 0.60 0.20 360.00 3.23 0.13 893
ly
Deprived
Physicall 525 0.67 0.22 259.00 231 0.11 784
y
Deprived
Technical 492 0.63 0.21 290.00 2.60 0.12 782
ly
Deprived
Total 1550 0.63 0.63 909 2459
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