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ECONOMIC GLOBALIZATION AND INEQUALITY: A
THEORETICAL AND EMPIRICAL ASSESSMENT OF
GLOBAL JUSTICE CLAIMS

AUTHORED BY - SANJEEV KUMAR,
GD Goenka University

ABSTRACT

The phenomenon of economic globalization has transformed the worldwide arrangement of
production, finance, labour movement, and technological sharing. Proponents highlight its
benefits in terms of efficiency, innovation, and economic growth, while detractors point to the
increasing socio-economic inequalities both between and within countries. This paper aims to
examine whether economic globalization has intensified inequality or created opportunities for
more equitable development, as well as how these observable trends connect to philosophical
arguments for global justice. The discussion incorporates theoretical frameworks that reflect
significant aspects of cosmopolitanism, liberal egalitarianism, institutionalism, and critical
political economy. These theoretical insights are integrated with empirical data regarding trade
patterns, global value chains, labor markets, technology dissemination, and the accumulation
of wealth. By considering both viewpoints, the paper addresses the issue of whether the current
situation and form of the global economy reflects principles of fairness, responsibility, and

distributive justice.

INTRODUCTION

One of the most defining factors of the modern world is economic globalization, which has
shaped cross-border social relations, state policies, consumption patterns, and production
systemst. The world is now more interconnected than it has ever been thanks to the acceleration
of cross-border trade, financial flows, technological diffusion, and transnational corporate
operations over the past forty years?. These changes have created previously unheard-of
chances for innovation, investment, and economic expansion, but they have also intensified
discussions about justice, inequality, and the moral obligations that nations, organizations, and

international players have to one another. Globalization's promises of increased prosperity,

1 John Baylis et al. eds., 5th ed. 2011
2 JOSEPH E. STIGLITZ, GLOBALIZATION AND ITS DISCONTENTS 5-7 (W.W. Norton 2002)
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easier access to resources, and a decrease in poverty have frequently fallen far short of the
realities faced by many communities, prompting scholars to question whether economic
integration represents a pathway to shared well-being or a mechanism of deepening disparities.
Although it differs from nation to nation, region to region, and social group, the inequality
linked to economic globalization is not a consistent phenomenon. Rapid increases in income
and standard of living have occurred in certain developing economies, but as previously
mentioned, dependence, structural vulnerability, and uneven development continue to exist in
others. Even within countries benefiting from the globalization process, benefits have often
accrued to particular sectors or elites within these countries, while huge segments of their
population are left exposed to precarious work conditions, wage stagnation, and diminished
social protection. Who benefits from globalization? Who pays its costs? And how are such

asymmetries to be assessed by frameworks concerned with global justice?

The discussion of global justice offers a critical viewpoint for evaluating these issues.
Philosophers and theorists like John Rawls, Thomas Pogge, Amartya Sen, Martha Nussbaum,
Robert Nozick, and Nancy Fraser all challenge conventional state-centric boundaries by
offering different interpretations of what justice means. Their work compels a rethinking of
moral obligations in a world where economic decisions in one part of the globe can have
profound consequences elsewhere. It is institutions like the World Trade Organization,
International Monetary Fund, World Bank, and transnational corporations that have
increasingly become the shapers of social and economic outcomes. Their legitimacy and
accountability, however, are regularly questioned. Global justice debates aim to determine
whether these institutions perpetuate inequality or present opportunities for more equitable
international arrangements as they influence the frameworks of decision-making.
Empirical research adds another dimension to this conversation, revealing a complex and
sometimes contradictory picture of globalization's effects. Economic inequality metrics like
wealth concentration, income distribution ratios, and the Gini coefficient reveal growing gaps
within and between countries, especially since the 1980s. It is seen that financial globalization
increases exposure to external shocks, trade liberalization restructures domestic industries, and
technological change widens the gap between skilled and unskilled labor. The story is
complicated by advancements in the fight against global poverty and the growth of some
opportunities, which makes attributing inequality to globalization alone insufficient. Instead,
outcomes are shaped by the interaction of social policies, institutional arrangements, political

decisions, and governance structures.
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Setting the parameters of analysis within the larger framework of global justice, this paper
examines the theoretical and empirical relationships between economic globalization and
inequality. Stated differently, the goal is to understand how global economic systems either
adhere to or potentially deviate from normative principles of obligation, fairness, and
distribution. By combining empirical data with philosophical investigation, This essay aims to
deepen one's comprehension of the effects of globalization and the moral dilemmas it raises.
Since global pandemics, climate change, technological disruption, and geopolitical
realignments have exposed the weaknesses and inequalities ingrained in the global systems,
this becomes extremely pertinent in the twenty-first century. The discussion of global justice
offers crucial direction as decision-makers, academics, and members of civil society look for
fresh models of collaboration and equity. Therefore, examining how globalization affects
inequality is not just a theoretical academic endeavor; rather, it is a very real-world effort to

help consider what a more equitable world might look like.

LITERATURE REVIEW

The academic interest in profitable globalization and inequality has evolved throughout several
decades, due to widening transnational trade, the restructuring of global product networks, and
the emergence of new actors in global governance. In the original debates on globalization,
requests were frequently celebrated for their integrative power; global profitable
interdependence was seen as a source of substance and effectiveness. But as empirical realities
surfaced, experimenters began to problematize enormous gaps between countries, within
countries, and among social groups. Questions about the moral legality of globalization and
liabilities toward those who have been negatively affected assessed themselves upon countries,
pots, and global institutions. The literature therefore cuts across different theoretical traditions
and empirical examinations, reflecting confluence on some confines but also patient

disagreement over whether globalization is a cause or a palliative for inequality.

A significant beachfront of literature approaches the subject through classical globalization
proposition, which assumes that the lesser integration of requests ultimately enhances
profitable weal. Scholars associated with neoclassical economics contend that trade
liberalization improves resource allocation and raises income situations in general, especially

for husbandry abundant in labour®. Drawing from the Stolper- Samuelson theorem and the

3 Paul Krugman, Growing World Trade: Causes and Consequences, 1 BROOKINGS PAPERS ON ECON.
ACTIVITY 327, 330-32 (1995).
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Heckscher- Ohlin models, these authors argue that, theoretically, globalization should
contribute to reducing inequality in developing countries by raising the demand for labour. still,
empirical substantiation has brazened this romantic protuberance. Research carried out across
Latin America,Sub-Saharan Africa, and South Asia reveals thickness in the fact that integration
into global requests frequently goes hand in hand with rising pay envelope polarization, falling
job security, and uneven sectoral growth®. It's this divergence between proposition and lived
experience that forms a central pressure in the literature.

Another significant beachfront of literature comes from critical political frugality. Scholars
working within this frame consider that globalization isn't a benign or tone- correcting process
but rather one structured by power connections that favour capital over labour and the Global
North over the Global South®. Starting with authors similar as Immanuel Wallerstein and Samir
Amin, and latterly followed up by thinkers like David Harvey, a critical line of confabulation
insists that contemporary globalization extends before reliance/ birth. In this ultimate view, the
division of labour assigns developing nations to low- value- added product with limited
capacity for capital accumulation or upward mobility in the global profitable pecking order.
This literature also critically evaluates the position of chains, frequently landing
disproportionate fat from the liberalization of trade and investment administrations while

spreading adverse social and environmental impacts away.

Against these structural interpretations, some scholars emphasize the institutional confines of
globalization. According to them, inequality results not from globalization per se but from the
absence of nonsupervisory fabrics suitable to distribute the earnings of globalization more
equitably. Outstanding numbers in this tradition include Joseph Stiglitz, Dani Rodrik, and Ha-
Joon Chang. Their work suggests that globalization can yield inclusive growth insofar as
countries maintain the policy space to regulate requests, cover vulnerable sectors, and insure
social protection. therefore, relative studies of the East Asian husbandry show that it was
strategic state intervention rather than untrammelled neoliberalism that lay at the center of their
experimental success. This institutionalist literature accordingly underlines the fact that
inequality is a product of contingent domestic policy choices and global governance
arrangements rather than an ineluctable result of profitable openness.

4 Adrian Wood, Openness and Wage Inequality in Developing Countries, 37 WORLD BANK RES. OBSERVER
33, 39-41 (1997).
5 Immanuel Wallerstein, THE MODERN WORLD-SYSTEM 66-71 (Academic Press 1974).
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Running resemblant to these profitable debates, the literature on global justice proposition
provides a philosophical underpinning for assessing inequality in a globalized world. John
Rawls's The Law of Peoples represents a conservative approach to global justice, qualifying
state sovereignty and limiting scores of redivision across borders. For Rawls, well- ordered
societies owe only minimum duties of backing to burdened societies, not ongoing equalization
of profitable issues. Thomas Pogge sprucely criticizes this position, contending that global
institutions laboriously contribute to poverty and inequality through illegal trade rules,
intellectual property administrations, and fiscal governance structures. The rich countries have
negative duties, in Pogge's view, to reform these systems because they're contributing to harm,
rather than simply failing to give aid. Amartya Sen, by discrepancy, offers a capability-
grounded approach that shifts the focus from income to substantial freedoms. His frame
underscores the ways in which globalization may expand openings for some, indeed as it
constrains them for others, and therefore requires a revaluation of what justice demands in an

connected world.

The literature also includes empirical assessments that estimate the material consequences of
globalization. Studies using cross-country datasets generally paint a mixed picture
globalization has lifted some populations out of extreme poverty, particularly in East Asia,
while enhancing inequality within numerous countries. Research from the World Bank,
UNCTAD, and OECD indeed shows that trade and investment overflows are associated with
rising income attention, especially when combined with weak labour protections and
accumulative duty programs. At the same time, global metropolises literature by authors
similar as Saskia Sassen demonstrates how fiscal liberalization creates civic pockets of wealth
next to growing informal sectors, reflecting broader global patterns of position. In this sense,
these empirical workshop gesture that globalization creates winners and disasters and in this

way contradicts the supposition that profitable openness is widely positive.

A lower but growing number examines how unsexed and social inequalities fit into the
globalization debate. The feminist economists argue that global product networks depend
heavily on the low cost of underrated womanish labour, especially in import- acquainted
diligence of South and Southeast Asia. They point out that while globalization can promote
new job openings, it frequently reinforces patriarchal labour scales and exposes women to
exploitative conditions. Scholars examining other groups, similar as indigenous communities,

migratory workers, and informal labour sectors, also observe how these groups constantly bear
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the burdens of globalization without corresponding earnings.

Several perceptivity cut across these bodies of literature. There's general agreement that
globalization has altered profitable relations in historically new ways and that its impact can
not be captured by summary measures of profitable performance, similar as a growth in GDP.
Inequality is a central obsession- both as an empirical miracle and a moral concern-compelling
scholars to check the structures, programs, and normative principles that define global
profitable exchange. Although there's disagreement over whether globalization innately creates
inequality or simply reveals idle vulnerability, the need for inclusiveness in governance fabrics

IS a recreating theme.

Large areas of disagreement remain, still. The peak over the question of whether globalization
should be reformed or unnaturally restructured separates institutionalists from structural critics.
Philosophical controversies persist concerning the compass of global justice and the nature of
scores across borders. numerous empirical studies arrive at antithetical conclusions due to
divergent methodologies, time ages, and functional delineations of inequality. These
divergences gesture that the field remains dynamic, intellectually queried, and open to farther

inquiry.

RESEARCH GAP STATEMENT

Although a substantial quantum of education has concentrated on the relationship between
profitable globalization and inequality, expansive abstract and empirical gaps in previous work
limit overall understanding of just how global integration shapes distributive justice across
societies. important of the literature in this area tends to consider either globalization as a force
for poverty reduction through growth and openness or as a structural system of unstable terms
of trade, capital mobility, and institutional impulses that lodge difference. concentrated
interpretations like these frequently overlook gradations and differences in contextual
developments that crop across regions, income groups, and policy surroundings. As a
consequence, nuanced ways in which globalization intersects with domestic institutions, labor

requests, and weal systems remain inadequately understood®.

Another major peak is that which exists between normative global justice claims and empirical

& Immanuel Wallerstein, THE MODERN WORLD-SYSTEM 66-71 (Academic Press 1974).
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realities. Philosophical debates on global distributive justice, be they Rawlsian, smart, or
capability- grounded, all put forward theoretically sophisticated ways to suppose about
considerations of fairness, responsibility, and moral obligation across borders. still, similar
theoretical propositions infrequently engage directly with empirical substantiation about
income distribution, employment patterns, fiscal overflows, or global product networks. Again,
empirical studies frequently measure inequality through profitable pointers without bedding
findings within the normative debates that could explain why similar inequalities matter and
what principles should guide remedial action. This absence of integration weakens the
capability of scholars and policymakers to draw coherent moral and practical conclusions about

the justice counteraccusations of globalization.

A farther gap concerns the evolving nature of globalization itself. important of the influential
literature was developed during ages characterized by trade liberalization, investment
overflows, and manufacturing led integration. In the contemporary period, digital
globalization, fiscal volatility, platform- grounded labour, and the dominance of transnational
technology enterprises have all reshaped the mechanisms through which inequality is produced
and endured’. Yet numerous logical models remain grounded on outdated hypotheticals about
how globalization works, leading to a serious mismatch between theoretical prospects and the

structure of moment's global frugality.

In addition, inequality frequently tends to be examined at the public position, obscuring
difference similar as gender- grounded, estate- grounded, ethnical, and indigenous inequalities
that might sprucely increase in global integration. The intersectional confines of inequality
during globalization are fairly unexamined and raise a number of questions whose interests are
magnified, and whose vulnerabilities consolidate? The lack of attention to microlevel and

community- position gests adds to the space of the global justice portrayal.

Eventually, there's a methodological gap in synthesizing qualitative and quantitative
approaches. While an approach purely predicated in profitable models may fail to capture
literal, political, and institutional dynamics, purely theoretical reviews run the threat of not
being bound to real- world, measurable social issues. Up to now, a balanced methodology
suitable to relate abstract propositions of justice to empirical pointers of inequality within and

across countries remains absent.

7 Shoshana Zuboff, THE AGE OF SURVEILLANCE CAPITALISM 95-101 (PublicAffairs 2019).
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These combined gaps suggest the pressing need for a exploration design that brings colorful
theoretical fabrics of global justice into direct discussion with empirical assessments of
inequality in a globalizing world. The present study aims to bridge this abstract-empirical peak,
reassess outdated hypotheticals, and give an intertwined understanding of how profitable

globalization shapes distributive issues and claims of justice.

RESEARCH OBJECTIVES

The main thing of this exploration is to develop a comprehensive understanding of how
profitable globalization shapes patterns of inequality within and across nations and how the
preceding issues support or contradict the contemporary propositions of global justice. The
exploration aims to go beyond the reductionist claims that either globalization innately reduces
inequality or that it inescapably worsens it. Rather, the end is to probe the complex,multi-
layered relations between global requests, state institutions, labor structures, and governance
fabrics that intervene distributional issues. A affiliated ideal is to determine the extent to which
philosophical models similar as smart justice, institutional moral responsibility, or capability-
grounded evaluations- adequately prisoner the empirical realities created by global profitable
integration. The conflation of theoretical arguments and empirical substantiation in this
exploration will help outline where normative prospects meet with or diverge from factual

global trends.

It also seeks to determine the structural mechanisms through which globalization influences
profitable inequality, which includes an examination of trade liberalization, capital mobility,
worldwide value chains, technological prolixity, and the conduct of transnational companies.
This is n't just a descriptive trouble but an attempt to estimate the justice counteraccusations of
these forces, particularly in situations where request effectiveness conflicts with ethical
considerations of equity and mortal weal. Another important ideal is the examination of the
degree to which global institutions- the WTO, IMF, World Bank, and indigenous trading blocs-
foster or dampen inequality because of their programs, conditionalities, and governance

arrangements.

A farther ideal is to punctuate the discerned impact of globalization on developing and
developed countries. This covers understanding why some countries profit from integration
while others face heightening vulnerability despite being part of the same global profitable

system. This study will examine divergences in material issues and in terms of people's
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substantial freedoms, openings, and social protections. In so doing, this exploration tries to
bridge the gap between statistical pointers of inequality and broader normative questions of

what justice requires in a globalizing world.

Eventually, this exploration seeks to add value to the debate on global justice through
predicated, substantiation- grounded benefactions rather than abstract enterprise. In doing so,
this work hopes to make further indifferent policy fabrics doable and to strengthen the
arguments for moral responsibility across borders. Combining proposition, empirical trends,
and normative evaluation, this study aims to give a nuanced and balanced perspective on how

globalization's profitable structures interact with the moral bourns of a just global order.

RESEARCH QUESTION

This paper is guided by a central exploration question that investigates the complex relationship
between profitable globalization and inequality in light of global justice proposition. While
globalization decreasingly accelerates cross-border overflows of capital, technology, labour,
and information, its issues aren't invariant and unevenly distributed. The adding divergence
between and within countries calls into question whether globalization innately creates
inequality or whether unstable issues affect from structural and institutional asymmetries
bedded in the global profitable order. From the perspective of classical profitable study,
globalization is considered one means of achieving growth, effectiveness, and improvement of
weal, but contemporary empirical realities reflect difference in income, openings, and access
to global benefits. contemporaneously, global justice proponents, including Rawls, Pogge, Sen,
Fraser, and Nussbaum, give normative fabrics with which to assess whether the being global

system is fair, inclusive, and innocently defensible.

With this background in mind, the exploration question is drafted in a way that links theoretical
disquisition to empirical analysis the end is to assess not only whether globalization contributes
to inequality but also whether the being global institutional arrangements uphold or undermine
principles of justice at a international scale. By probing philosophical debates, profitable
pointers, and literal patterns of global integration, the study sets out to explore wider ethical

confines of global profitable governance.

Consequently, the central exploration question for this study is " How does profitable

globalization influence global and domestic inequality, and to what extent do contemporary
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global justice propositions explain or challenge the fairness of its issues?"

This central question is informed by the following attachment questions, which give logical
clarity and help operationalize the broader inquiry
1. What are the main mechanisms through which profitable globalization impacts the
inequality between and within countries?
This involves assessment of trade liberalization, fiscal integration, transnational commercial
exertion, labour mobility, and technological prolixity.
2. How do crucial global justice proponents conceptualize fairness, responsibility, and
moral scores in a globalizing frugality?
This sub-question gives the paper an occasion to probe the extent to which globalization
complies, opposes, or is indifferent to normative principles of justice.
3. What are the empirical trends that relate globalization to inequality over the last many
decades?
This guides the assessment of factual data on income distribution, situations of poverty, pay
envelope difference, capital overflows, and structural adaptations.
4. Do current global institutional structures- the WTO, IMF, World Bank, and
transnational pots- foster or stymie just issues under globalization?
These examinations the institutional confines of global justice.

Taken together, these questions set the logical course for this study and help keep the inquiry
anchored in both normative proposition and empirical realities. By synthesizing multiple angles
of analysis, this exploration aspires to a balanced and comprehensive understanding of the

justice counteraccusations of profitable globalization.

ECONOMIC GLOBALIZATION AND INEQUALITY, AMULTI
LAYERED APPROACH TO GLOBAL JUSTICE CLAIMS

The relationship between profitable globalization and inequality is complex, and its evaluation
requires a layered understanding of both profitable dynamics and moral logic. profitable
globalization, in the broad sense, refers to the enhancing overflows of trade, finance, labour,
technology, and product networks across public borders. While its proponents view it as a
motorist of substance, invention, and interdependence, critics maintain that the earnings of

globalization are distributed asymmetrically to eventually lodge deep profitable and social
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scales. This section engages this relationship through theoretical perceptivity, empirical trends,
and justice- grounded assessments that essay to stick inequality within a broader moral and

institutional frame.

At the structural position, globalization has reshaped the global frugality by integrating
developing and developed husbandry into a single, though uneven, business®. international pots
have surfaced as dominant actors frequently enjoying fiscal influence that surpasses the
nonsupervisory capacity of lower or economically vulnerable countries®. This shift has
constrained policy autonomy in numerous regions, especially where governments calculate on
foreign investment or external debt structures. The consequence is that profitable programs in
numerous low- and middle- income countries decreasingly reflect the prospects of global
requests rather than domestic distributive requirements. It's precisely this pressure between the
press of external profitable imperatives and the claims of internal weal needs that animates the

current debates over global justice.

A recreating theme in global inequality relates to the divergence between global wealth creation
and its distribution. While on one hand, global GDP has greatly expanded with technological
interconnectivity and transnational trade, on the other, income and wealth inequalities both
within and between countries have increased®®. Indeed, empirical studies demonstrate how,
while certain developing countries are posting rapid-fire growth, similar growth is each too
frequently susceptible to internal polarization, where those civic sectors linked to global
requests grow significantly more fleetly than the pastoral or informal sectors. This asymmetry
suggests that globalization, per se, doesn't inescapably reduce inequality but is contingent upon

how public and transnational institutions manage profitable integration.

Theoretically, scholars of global justice point to the normative significance of similar patterns.
Cosmopolitan proponents suggest that profitable arrangements should be judged by principles
of justice that transcend borders, insofar as global requests are constituted by rules and
agreements that are inclusively created. However, also justice demands retrospection of the
moral scores of fat countries, transnational associations, If inequalities affect from global

structures rather than solely domestic choice. Institutional proponents further punctuate how

8 Robert Wade, The Invisible Hand of the American Empire, 17 ETHICS & INT'L AFF. 77, 80-82 (2003).
% John Gerard Ruggie, International Regimes, Transactions, and Change, 36 INT’L ORG. 379, 395-98 (1982).
10 Branko Milanovi¢, Global Inequality of Opportunity, 21 WORLD BANK ECON. REV. 117, 120-22 (2007).
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rules on global trade, intellectual property, and finance totally favour those countries formerly
in a position of profitable advantage, establishing the conditions for accretive inequality. In this
way, globalization doesn't just “ do ”; it's organized in a manner that advantages some actors

over others, and the question of justice cannot be separated from profitable governance.

Another dimension of inequality is produced through labour mobility and the restructuring of
product. Competitive pressures have driven enterprises to dislocate manufacturing, subcontract
services, and spread force chains over numerous countries'!. The consequent earnings in jobs
in developing countries are frequently low- pay envelope, precarious, and vulnerable to
oscillations in world demand. Meanwhile, workers in high- income countries may lose their
jobs as diligence resettle to low- pay envelope areas. The global pool therefore becomes
polarized a small bit of the pool engages in high- skill, internationally mobile professions, while
the rest remain trapped in low- skill or informal employment. These shifts punctuate the fact
that globalization increases inequalities not only through growing income difference but
through structural differences in the nature of the openings available to different strata of the

population.

fiscal globalization further deepens these inequalities by introducing volatility and reliance into
public husbandry. The lesser mobility of capital enables investors to shift finances fleetly across
requests, erecting academic surroundings in which fiscal heads can unmask across borders*?.
It's the countries with further limited nonsupervisory strength that tend to bear the topmost
pitfalls, ago unforeseen capital flight can destabilize exchange rates, raise borrowing costs, and
undermine long- term development plans. The uneven influence of global fiscal actors over
domestic issues generates moral enterprises about responsibility and fairness if opinions taken
in distant fiscal centres can destabilize livelihoods around the world, also the ethical limits of

responsibility need to be redrawn in global justice converse.

Trade liberalization, frequently touted as a top machine of growth, adds another subcaste to
this discussion. While open requests expand access to goods and openings, they also expose
domestic diligence to violent competition. Small directors, especially those in husbandry and
manufacturing, are hardly in a position to contend with heavily subsidized diligence from

1 Richard Baldwin, Global Supply Chains: Why They Emerged and How They Are Changing, 28 WORLD
TRADE REV. 327, 330-35 (2016).

12 Jagdish Bhagwati, The Capital Myth: The Difference Between Trade in Widgets and Dollars, 77 FOREIGN
AFF. 7,12-14 (1998).

Page | 16


http://www.ijlra.com/

www.ijlra.com
Volume 2 Issue 8 | Nov 2025 ISSN: 2582-6433

important fat nations®. When trade agreements don't include vittles’ for fair competition or
experimental safeguards, they can lodge import reliance, limit value- added conditioning, and
trap countries in low- income places of product. These global asymmetries accentuate the point
that the benefits of globalization depend not simply on participation but on the terms of

participation, shaped by power imbalance rather than indifferent concession.

The digital dimension of globalization opens a new frontier of inequality. profitable
competitiveness is decreasingly determined by access to technology, the position of digital
knowledge, and indeed control over data. Without applicable digital structure, countries and
communities are in peril of being barred from recently arising openings in commerce, digital
finance, and modernized service diligence. At the same time, the commanding position of a
many technology pots in setting global digital morals energies enterprises related to the
attention of profitable power. Digital globalization, thus, amplifies traditional inequalities and
fosters new forms of marginalization, with clear substantiation that technological integration
without inclusive approaches serves to widen global divides*.

At a moral and philosophical position, the continuity of inequality challenges the legality of
the global profitable order. However, also its accompanying inequalities raise critical questions
about distributive fairness, If globalization is extensively celebrated for its effectiveness and
wealth- creating implicit. Global justice fabrics prompt us to consider whether being
institutions adequately cover the interests of those who warrant profitable influence®. They
push us to question whether global rules prioritize profit over people, effectiveness over
fairness, or public advantage over global moral commitments. By the same commemorative,
these fabrics maintain that justice isn't stoppable at borders because profitable interdependence

creates collective vulnerabilities and collective liabilities.

Despite examens, globalization also has the implicit to serve as a vehicle for reducing
inequality if its mechanisms are reformed. Fairer trade rules, stronger labour protection, more

progressive fiscal governance, and technology transfer enterprise can alleviate structural

13 Kevin Gallagher, The New V. The Old: Trade Agreements and the Developing World, 34 J. WORLD TRADE
123, 126-28 (2000).

14 UNCTAD, DIGITAL ECONOMY REPORT 2021 43-47 (UN Pub. 2021).

5 Thomas Nagel, The Problem of Global Justice, 33 PHIL. & PUB. AFF. 113, 118-22 (2005).
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disadvantages®. Social investments in universal healthcare, education, and social safety nets
help countries absorb profitable shocks and share more completely in global requests. Global
justice claims thus don’t’ reject globalization outright; rather, they endorse for a more ethical
vision of global interconnectedness- bone that recognizes quality, fairness, and equal moral

worth as launching principles.

In sum, the relationship between profitable globalization and inequality has a wide range of
consequences depending on political choices, institutional structures, and moral vision. As it's
now framed, globalization exacerbates old injuries and creates new bones yet it also brings
openings for collaboration, collective advance, and collaborative problem- working. The
challenge exists to form a structure of world profitable institutions that's consonant with
principles of justice and ensures globalization as a path toward participated substance rather

than farther rooting division.

CONCLUSION

The relationship between profitable globalization and inequality has surfaced as one of the
defining questions of contemporary political frugality and global justice proposition. This
exploration assessed both the theoretical and empirical confines of this relationship, and
examined how the principles of global justice can be meaningfully applied within a fleetly
globalizing profitable terrain. This discussion across the paper encapsulates the fact that
globalization is neither naturally nocuous nor naturally salutary; rather, its issues depend on
the institutional infrastructures, governance structures, and distributional mechanisms shaping
global profitable commerce. While these have generated significant openings in terms of wider
requests, diffused technology, and advanced productivity, their benefits have been veritably
inversely distributed'’. The growing gulf between high- income and low- income nations, and
between fat and poorer parts within countries, reflects that earnings from global integration

show a strong tendency to accumulate among the many formerly in better positions to profit®.

The theoretical debates anatomized in this study punctuate the fact that global justice requires
further than easing absolute poverty; it requires a critical interrogation of the structural and

16 Joseph E. Stiglitz, Reforming the Global Economic Architecture, 22 CAMBRIDGE J. ECON. 389, 392-96
(1998).

7 Dani Rodrik, Feasible Globalizations, 1 J. ECON. LIT. 1, 3-6 (2004).

18 World Bank, WORLD INEQUALITY REPORT 2022 17-19 (2022).
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institutional conditions that immortalize inequality. Cosmopolitan proponents predicate their
arguments on the notion that justice knows no borders and that scores toward others also
transcend borders, whereas statist proponents maintain that distributive justice scores are
strongest within political communities. still, the empirical review that follows shows that
neither perspective alone offers sufficient explanation for global inequality®. rather, it shows
that structural injustice rooted in the rules of global trade, fiscal governance, intellectual
property administrations, and labour requests significantly shapes unstable issues. This thus
calls for a mongrel normative frame that incorporates both the rudiments of international scores
and domestic liabilities that address the participated but discerned places of countries,

transnational institutions, and commercial actors.

The study also identifies that global inequality is not an ineluctable consequence of
globalization but the result of asymmetric institutional capacity, unstable logrolling powers,
and policy opinions conditioned by global request forces. substantiation from developing
husbandry supports the fact that where governance systems, education, and institutional
safeguards are strong, globalization has led to poverty reduction and profitable mobility. Where
institutions are weak, still, the process of globalization has accentuated vulnerabilities by
containing the opening up of their husbandry to unpredictable capital overflows, illegal trading
relations, and the exploitation of labour. This suggests that the challenge is n't globalization in

itself but the absence of just global governance and distributive mechanisms.

The study sums up that achieving global justice in a environment of profitable globalization
requires reforming the structures that govern global profitable exertion standardizing global
institutions, strengthening nonsupervisory oversight of transnational pots, perfecting labor
protections, and enabling fair trade practices. In addition, domestic programs need to be
compatible with global justice principles through investment in social weal, education, and
technological capacity. In the absence of similar coordinated reforms, profitable globalization
will immortalize being inequalities and undermine the legality of global profitable governance.
therefore, the central sapience of this exploration is that globalization offers the prospect of
combined substance and the pitfall of heightening inequality. Realizing the former and working
to alleviate the ultimate requires a reconceptualization of global justice, one that can be at

19 Nancy Birdsall, The World Is Not Flat: Inequality and Injustice in Our Global Economy, 2 WIDER ANN.
LECTURES 1, 4-7 (2006).

Page | 19


http://www.ijlra.com/

www.ijlra.com
Volume 2 Issue 8 | Nov 2025 ISSN: 2582-6433

formerly normatively predicated and institutionally practicable. This paper affirms that, while
globalization has converted profitable geographies, it's the continuing pursuit of justice that

must remain guiding in its unborn line.

SUGGESTIONS

Grounded on the theoretical perceptivity and empirical findings bandied throughout this study,
some suggestions can be offered aimed at strengthening the pursuit of global justice in the
environment of profitable globalization with rising inequality. First, there's the need for
increased institutional translucency and responsibility at the transnational position.
transnational associations like the WTO, IMF, and World Bank must borrow further inclusive
decision- making processes in their separate fabrics, icing that lower- income countries have
further substantial representation, not bare emblematic participation. This means that
advancing structures, conditionality fabrics, and discussion mechanisms must be revised to
reflect a broader set of experimental and distributive enterprises in policy matters. Without
these reforms, the institutional armature of globalization is bound to further reproduce

asymmetrical power connections, which compound global inequalities.

Alternate, countries and multinational bodies should make an trouble toward a further
indifferent global profitable governance that tackles the structural disadvantages bedded within
current trade and fiscal systems. This includes encouraging technology transfers to developing
husbandry, restructuring debt burdens that limit social spending, and espousing global taxation
mechanisms similar as a minimal commercial duty to discourage profit shifting and the
attention of wealth in duty havens. sweats toward this would not only reduce inequality
between nations but also enhance domestic financial capacities within low- income countries

to pursue programs aligned with social justice.

Third, diving inequality involves commitment tocross-border redistributive measures
forcefully embedded in smart principles. Yet, indeed as complete global redivision is doubtful
politically, further incremental mechanisms of climate finance, global poverty reduction
finances, public health backing, and enterprise for fair tradec can operationalize moral duties
across borders. similar measures institutionalize the principle that severe global poverty is n't

simply a domestic matter but a collaborative responsibility to global structures.

Fourth, domestic social protection systems need to be strengthened so that countries susceptible
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to the dislocation caused by globalization are more suitable to buffer internal imbalances.
Spending on education, health, labor rights, and social security will make the population more
able of meeting transnational competition while precluding profitable openness from getting
social rejection. Industrial and employment programs should also be introduced by
governments in order to adequately prepare their husbandry for changes in trade and

technology at the global position.

Fifth, there's an critical need for ethical nonsupervisory fabrics with regard to transnational
pots. These companies constantly operate across authorities with significantly different labor
and environmental norms, which make it possible to take advantage of lax regulations. List
global morals on stipend, plant safety, resource birth, and force- chain translucency would
minimize the exploitation that frequently comes with global chains of product. These measures
are in accord with the more general generality of global justice as a question of rights and

liabilities.

Eventually, academia, civil society, and politics should continue to advance a converse on
global justice that spans the gap between proposition and practice. Abstract philosophical
ideas- whether metropolitan, capability- grounded, or structural- must bolster concrete policy
opinions and collaborative action. The creation of interdisciplinarity in exploration, the
facilitation of worldwide discussion, and the embedding of considerations of justice in public
and transnational policymaking will put globalization on a development path that is compatible

with fairness and human dignity.

Taken together, these suggestions underpin the notion that economic globalization does not
necessarily have to result in inequality. It is possible, through conscious institutional reforms,
ethical norms, and cooperative global governance, to reorient global economic integration

toward outcomes that reflect the principles of justice, equity, and shared prosperity.
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