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Abstract: The Indian Constitution visualizes and attempts to provide for a society in which socio-

economic justice prevails.Social justice represents a comprehensive idea which ensures dignity, 

welfare, and security of all the people.It requires that vast inequalities of race, caste, sex, power, 

positionor wealth must be wiped out. Reservation has been provided to promote educational and 

economic interests of weaker sections and to protect them from social injustice and all forms of 

exploitation. Several cases have come before the Supreme Court to decide the criteria of 

backwardness and quantum of reservation. However, some principles have emerged out from a 

long journey starting from „Champakam Dorairajan‟. On the issue of quantum of reservation, in 

Balaji the Court held that reservation was not to be more than 50% of the vacancies occurring in 

government services. The quantum of reservation should not be excessive or societally injurious. 

In its various judgements, the Supreme Court has upheld that it must always be kept in mind that 

reservation is temporary concept. 

Key words: Caste, reservation, quantum, Scheduled caste, scheduled tribe, other backward 

classes, pollution and purity, creamy layer, human dignity.  

1. Introduction 

Principles of ‘pollution and purity’ 

Indian society has for centuries been horizontally split and stratified on the basis of caste. People 

are born into a caste or sub-caste, many of which have traditionally suffered from various kinds 

of social discriminations and disabilities (Srinivas: 1962). The oppressive nature of the caste 

structure has denied to the disadvantaged castes, the fundamentals of human dignity, human self-

respect and even some of the attributes of the human personality. The relations of higher castes 

with the lower castes of Hindu society were governed by the principles of „pollution and purity‟ 

(Ambedkar: 1946). Social reformers, religious thinkers, national leaders made unceasing efforts 

for the emancipation of the depressed classes. Dr. Ambedkar demanded reserved seats in the 

legislative assemblies, special educational concessions and recruitment in government jobs for 
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untouchables. According to him, „any class which deserved to be given special political rights in 

order to protect itself against the tyranny of the majority under the Swaraj Constitution, it was 

the Depressed Classes‟ (Moon: 1982). 

Indian Constitution has shown particular solicitude to Scheduled Castes, Scheduled Tribes and 

other socially and educationally backward classes. Articles 15(4) and 16(4) permit the state to 

make special provisions for them. The constitutional policy of compensatory discrimination was 

based upon the notion that certain social groups in India were inherently unequal and were 

victims of social discrimination and thus required „special opportunities for educational, 

economic and cultural growth‟. J.L. Nehruobserved: 

Any such attempt to open the doors of opportunity to all in India will release 

enormous energy and ability and transform the country with amazing speed 

(Nehru: 1892). 

II. Constituent Assembly Debates 

By the Objective Resolution adopted on January 22, 1947, the Constituent Assembly pledged to 

provide „adequate safeguards for minorities, backward and tribal areas and depressed and other 

classes‟ (C.A.D.vol.I). Some members observed the term backward was too vague.Sri 

K.M.Mushi justified the use of the term backward in the following words: 

The word "backward class" was the best possible term. When it is read with 

article 301 it is perfectly clear that the word "backward" signifies the class of 

people-does not matter whether you call them untouchables or touchables, 

belonging to this community or that a class of people who are so backward that 

special protection is required in the services. (Munshi, C.A.D. VII:p.697) 

Dr. B.R. Ambedkar appreciated Article 10 (3) on the ground that there shall be reservation in 

favour of certain communities which have not so far had a 'proper look-in' the administration. He 

explained: 

We had to reconcile this formula with the demand made by certain communities that the 

administration which has now-for historical-reasons-been controlled by one community 

or a few communities, that situation should disappear and that the others also must have 

an opportunity of getting into the public services. (Ambedkar, C.A.D.Vol.VII:701) 
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On quantum of reservation he expressed his clear views “the seats to be reserved, if the 

reservation is to be consistent with sub-clause (1) of Article 10, must be confinedto a minority of 

seats. It is then only that the first principle could find its place in the constitution and effective in 

operation.”(Munshi: C.A.D.:Vol.VII). 

III. Constitution special Provisions 

Relevant constitutional provisions which provide preferences for Scheduled Castes, Scheduled 

Tribes and backward classes are Articles 15 (4), 16 (4), 46 and 335.- 

 Article 15 (4)authorises the State to make special provisions for the advancement of any 

socially and educationally backward class of citizens or for the Scheduled Castes and the 

Scheduled Tribes.  

 Article 16 (4) empowers the State for making any provision for the reservation of 

appointments or posts in favour of any backward class of citizens which, in the opinion of 

the State, is not adequately represented in the services under the State.  

 Article 46 envisages that the State shall promote with special care the educational and 

economic interests of the Scheduled Castes and the Scheduled Tribes and other weaker 

sections of the Society.  

 Article 335 requires that the claim of the members of the Scheduled Castes and the 

Scheduled Tribes shall be taken into consideration consistently with the maintenance of 

efficiency of in the making of appointments to services and posts of the Union or of a 

State. 

The term "backward classes" covers Scheduled Castes, Scheduled Tribes and other backward 

classes. Of these, the Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes have been specified by the 

President under Clause 1 of Articles 341 and 342 of the constitution and are contained in the 

Scheduled Castes, Scheduled Tribes (Modifications) Order, 1956.Other backward classes are 

nowhere defined in the Constitution. The entire controversy today revolves mainly around the 

two questions, firstly, who are the „other backward classes‟ entitled to receive preferences and 

secondly, what should be the quantum of reservation for them. Article 16(4) opened up a debate 

over the criteria for including particular community in the category of other backward classes. 

IV. Question of Defining of backward classes 

From the very beginning, the issues regarding the identification of socially and educationally 

backward classes and quantum of reservation have been subjected to close and rigorous scrutiny 

by the courts. The Supreme Court has observed that Articles 15 (4), 16 (4), 46, 341, 342 and 335 
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form a group which provide for making of special provisions for the welfare of weaker sections 

of the society. The Court has always stressed that these provisions shall be so construed so as to 

effectuate the said policy but not to give weightage to the progressive sections of our society 

under the false colour of caste. 

State of Madras v. ChampakamDorairajan (1951): Communal G.O. violative of 

constitutional provisions 

Communal G.O., 1950 of Madras government fixing proportionate seats for different 

communities in State colleges was challenged in State of Madras v. ChampakamDorairajan 

(1951). Anappeal was filed against the judgment passed by Madras High Court.The petitioners 

challenged the validity of Communal G.Q. No. 2208, dt. 16.6.1950, laying down the rules for the 

selection of the candidates for admission into the Medical Colleges, which substantially 

reproduced the communal proportion fixed in the old Communal G.O. for Brahmins, Non-

Brahmins (Hindus), Muslims, etc. 

It was contended that by this Communal G.O. admissions into Medical and Engineering Colleges 

were sought or purported to be regulated in such manner as to infringe and involve the violation 

of fundamental rights of the petitioners under Articles 15(1) and 29(2) of the Constitution. The 

argument of the State was that having regard for the provisions of Article 46, the State was 

entitled to maintain Communal G.O.  

A bench of seven judges headed by Kania, Chief Justice held that the classification in the said 

Communal G.0., which proceeded on the basis of religion, race and caste was opposed to the 

Constitution and constituted a clear violation of the fundamental rights guaranteed to the citizens 

under Art. 29 (2). 

TrilokiNathTiku v. State of Jammu and Kashmir (1969) 

In TrilokiNathTiku v. State of Jammu and Kashmir(1969),the policy of the State of J&K, 

whereby 50 percent of vacancies were reserved for the Muslims of Kashmir, 40% for Jammu 

Hindus and 10% for Kashmiri Hindus was challenged on the ground that the impugned policy 

was not of reservation in some appointments or posts; it was a scheme of distribution of all the 

posts communitywise. 
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After making elaborate enquiry the Court held that the posts were distributed on the basis of 

community or place of residence. Shah, J. speaking for unanimous Court declared that the 

impugned policy was contrary to the constitutional guarantee under Article 16 (1) and (2) and 

was not saved by Cl. (4).  

State of Uttar Pradesh v. Pradeep Tandon(1975): Rural element alone will not suffice 

The Supreme Court went a step further in the year 1975 when it was held that rural element 

alone cannot constitute sole ground for making rural citizens a socially and educationally 

backward class under Art.15 (4).The question regarding reservation for rural areas and the hilly 

and Uttarakhand areas in Uttar Pradesh came up for consideration in State of Uttar Pradesh v. 

Pradeep Tandon (1975). The Supreme Court invalidated the reservation of seats in Medical 

Colleges of U.P. for candidates from rural areas but the reservation for candidates from hilly and 

Uttarakhand areas was held valid. Court laid down several factors in justifying its stand of 

treating hilly and Uttarakhand areas as socially and educationally backward. In words of Ray, 

C.J. 

The traits of social backwardness are these. There is no social structure... no 

heirarchy...no means of controlling the environment through technology. ...no 

organization of the society to create induce- ments for uplift of the people and 

improvement of economy. Building of towns and industries, growth of cash 

economy which are responsible for greater social wealth are absent among such 

classes (AIR 1975:p.567) 

For educational backwardness Ray, C.J. observed: 

where people have traditional apathy for educationon account of social and 

environmental conditions or occupational handicaps, it is an illustration of 

educational backwardness (AIR 1975,p.567). 

V. Quantum of Reservation 

The law of the land nowhere provides the maximum extentto which reservation can be made 

under the policy of reservation. There has been no uniformity in the quantum of reservation 

adopted by the different states. The question as to the validity of excessive reservation has been 

agitated in a number of cases before the Court. 

M.R. Balaji v. State of Mysore (1963): Reservation shouldbe less than 50 % 

In M.R. Balaji v. State of Mysore (1963), the Supreme Court invalidating a reservation of 68% 

held that the impugned order was a fraud on the constitutional power conferred on the State by 
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Art. 15 (4). Gajendragadkar, J. speaking for the unanimous Court observed that if admission to 

professional and technical colleges was unduly liberalised, the quality of our graduates will 

suffer. He laid emphasis on the point that in providing for special measures in that behalf, care 

should be taken not to exclude admission to higher educational centres to deserving and 

qualifiedcandidates of other communities. In his own words: 

A special provision contemplated by Art. 15 (4), like reservation of posts and 

appointments contemplated by Art. 16 (4), must be within reasonable limits. The 

interests of weaker sections of society, which are a first charge on the States and 

the Centre, haveto be adjusted with the interests of the community as a whole. 

The adjustment of these competing claims is undoubtedly a difficult matter, but if 

under the guise of making a special provision, a State reserves practically all the 

seats available in all the colleges that clearly would be subverting the object of 

Art. 15 (4). Speaking generally and in a broad way, a special provision should be 

less than 50%; how much less than 50% should depend upon the relevant 

prevailing circumstances in each case (A.I.R.:1963, p.651). 

 

State of Kerala v. N.M. Thomas (1976): Carry-forward v. Efficiency 

The question of compensatory or protective discrimination by State again came up before the 

Court in State of Kerala v. N.M.Thomas (1976). In this case the constitutional validity of Rule 13 

AA giving further exemption of two years to members belonging to Scheduled Castes and Tribes 

in the service from passing the tests in promotion from lower to upper division clerk was 

questioned. As a result of this rule, respondent No. 1 who had passed the special test in 1971 was 

not promoted while some candidates belonging to Scheduled Castes or Scheduled Tribes who 

had not passed the tests were promoted. The High Court struck down the rule. As a result of this 

rule, reservation had reached to 68% on account of carry forward rule. 

The rule was upheld by the Supreme Court. Ray, C.J. observed that the equality of opportunity 

took within its fold all stages of service from initial appointment to its termination including 

promotion. The government has an affirmative duty to eliminate inequalities and to provide 

opportunities for the exercise of human rights and claims (AIR: 1976, p.515). 

The majority in this case accepted the dissenting opinion of Subba Rao, J. in Devadasan's case 

(1964). The carry forward rule was upheld by the Court. Justice Krishna Iyer was of the opinion 
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that exemption from the tests in question was not so telling on efficiency as the tests dealt with 

clerical posts in the Registration Department. And the Government was only postponing, not 

foregoing the test qualification. According to him: 

In such an unjust situation, to maintain mechanical equality is to perpetuate actual 

inequality. A battery of several programmes to fight down this felt backward- 

ness must be tried out by the State. Relaxation of 'tests' qualifications at the floor 

level of clerical posts (lower or upper division) is a part of this multiform strategy 

to establish broader, though seemingly differential equality' (AIR: 1976.p.539). 

MarcGalanter criticized the judgement that theScheduled Castes are made the passive recipients 

of governmentlargesse rather than an active participants (Galanter: 1985). 

No reservation in super specialties 

InPradeep Jain v. Union of India (1984), the Court held that reservation should not in any event, 

exceed 50 percent of the total number of open seats available for admission to the post graduate 

courses of M.S., M.D. and the like. So far as super specialities such as neuro-surgery and 

cardiology are concerned, there should be no reservation at all even on the basis of institutional 

preference and admission should begranted purely on merit on all India basis. 

 

Merit alone should be decisive consideration for professions 

In K.C. Vasanth Kumar v. State of Karnataka(1985),Sen, J. observed that the doctrine of 

protective discrimination wassubject to the requirements of Article 335 and could not be 

stretched beyond a particular limit. He observed: 

Irrational and unreasonable moves by the State will slowly but surely tear apart 

the fabic of society. It is primarily the duty and function of the State to inject 

moderation into the decisions taken under Arts. 15 (4) and 16 (4), because justice 

lives in the hearts of men and a growing sense of injustice and reverse 

discrimination, fuelled by unwise State action will destroy, not advance,social 

justice (AIR:1985,p.1531). 

No reservation so as to create monopoly 

The question whether the only single post in cadre can be subject of reservation either for 

recruitment at initial stage or for filling up future vacancy, came up for consideration in case of 
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Dr. ChakradharPaswan v. State of Bihar (1988).Where it was held that no reservation could be 

made under Article 16 (4) so as to create a monopoly, otherwise it would render the guarantee of 

equal opportunity contained in Arts. 16 (1) and 16 (2) wholly meaningless and illusory of 

reservation which would come under Art. 16 (4), presupposes the availability of at least more 

than one post in that cadre. Reservation of more than 50 percent would damage theadministrative 

efficiency as consistently observed by the Supreme Court.  

According to Marc Galanter, „The compensatory principle has been implemented but it has not 

been allowed to overshadow or swallow up opposing commitments to merit and to formal 

equality"(Galanter: 1988). 

VI. 27 % job quota for backward classes:Mandal CommissionReport (1990) 

For the first time since Independence, the National Front Government decided to give job 

reservation to socially and educationally backward classes (SEBCs) in Central services and 

public undertakings in pursuance of the Mandal Commission recommendations. The reservation 

for the SEBCS in Government of India and public sector undertakings was increased to 

27percent. This raised the total reservation of jobs for various classes to 49.5% (Report of 

Backward Classes, 1990). 

IndraSawhney v. Union of India (1993), Mandal Commission Case 

In IndraSawhney v. Union of India (1993), popularly known as Mandalcase, Supreme Court with 

a bench of nine judges (6: 3) reconsidered the whole policy of reservation de novo. The Court 

upheld the reservation of 27% of the government jobs for backward classes as suggested by the 

Mandal Commission but rejected the recommendation that reservation should apply to 

promotions. The Court has struck down the 10 percent reservation for the economically 

backward classes which was sought to be introduced by the Narasimha Rao government. 

The Court held that a caste can be and quite often is a social class in India. If it is backward 

socially it would be a backward class for the purpose of Article 16 (4) of the Constitution. It was 

observed by the Court that the term backward under Article 16(4) includes not only Hindus but 

Muslims, Christians, Sikhs, Buddhists, Jains etc. The principle of identification has to be of 
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universal application so as to extend to every community. The Court also held that the creamy 

layer which is consisted of socially advanced sections among the backward classes should be 

excluded from the purview of reservation. 

The Court laid emphasis that the reservations should not exceed 50%,in order that the overall 

efficiency in administrationis not sacrificed. However, certain exceptions can be made for 

extraordinary situations in view of the great diversity of this country. As to the technical posts, 

the judges held that government posts involving highest level of intelligence, skill and excellence 

shall not be subject to reservation. 

After IndraSawhney a controversy was raised, which community can be included in OBC 

category? It was raised due to political considerations. The reservation was given to certain 

sections of Muslims covered under social and economic backwardness by the state of Andhra 

Pradesh in 2010.The High Court ruled that there is no provision for religion-based reservation in 

the Constitution, A seven-judge bench of the Andhra Pradesh High Court struck down the law by 

a majority judgement (TOI:2010). 

Reservation for Jats 

The constitutional validity of the reservation for Jats was challenged in Ram Singh v. Union of 

India, 2015. The national commission for backward classes (NCBC) in its report submitted to the 

central government in 1997 recommended inclusion of the Jats of Rajasthan, except the 

Bharatpur and Dhaulpur districts in the Central List and rejected similar claim for inclusion of 

Jats from Delhi and the states of Haryana, Rajasthan, Madhya Pradesh and Uttar Pradesh. 

Thereafter, in 2013, the central government asked the NCBC to tender fresh advice based on 

existing material. As the NCBC took the help of the expert body constituted by the ICSSR. After 

considering the report of ICSSR and holding public hearings, NCBC submitted its advice dated 

February 26, 2014 to the central government stating that the Jat community had not fulfilled the 

criteria for inclusion in the central list of OBCs. It found that the Jats were neither socially nor 

educationally backward. Merely belonging to an agricultural community could not confer 

backward status on the Jats. It also found them adequately represented in armed forces, 

government services and educational institutions. 
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The Union Cabinet rejected the advice of the NCBC in 2014 holding that it did not adequately 

take into account the "ground realities." The Cabinet, decided to include the Jats in the central 

list of backward classes for the states of Bihar, Gujarat, Haryana, Himachal Pradesh and NCT of 

Delhi, Bharatpur and Dholpur districts of Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh and Uttarakhand. Thereafter, 

the central government issued a notification on March 4, 2014 including the Jats in backward 

classes for the above states. This notification was challenged contending that the notification was 

based on wholly extraneous considerations and actuated by political motives to gain electoral 

advantages. 

The Court did not agree with the view taken by the central government that Jats in the nine states 

in question were backward and entitled for inclusion in the central lists of OBC. Gogoi J held 

that since the NCBC came into existence by virtue of the opinion expressed in IndraSawhney, 

there was no doubt that even when the exercise was undertaken by the central government under 

section 11 of the Act, the views expressed by the NCBC in the process of the consultation 

mandated by Section 11, would have a binding effect in the normal course. The learned judge 

found that the advice of NCBC was based primarily on reports of various commissions appointed 

by nine states for inclusion of Jats in their list of OBC and the findings of the expert body of the 

ICSSR. The contrary view taken by the NCBC was fully supported by good reasons. The 

impugned notification, was, therefore, quashed. 

Reservation in promotions 

In IndraSawhney case, the Supreme Court had clearly held that the reservation under article 

16(4) of the Constitution of India is confined to initial appointment and cannot extend to 

reservation in the matters of promotion. The Amendment Act, 1995 amended article 16 by 

inserting and later amending clause (4-A)which enabled the state to provide such promotion and 

consequential seniority.  

 

Validity of residential requirement in admissions to medical courses 

InDr. Sandeep v. Union of India, 2015, residential requirement was upheld by the Supreme Court 
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with respect to admissions to D.M. and M.Ch. courses in the States of Andhra Pradesh and 

Telangana on the basis of overriding provisions of clause (10) of article 371-D of the 

Constitution of India. 

In Vishal Goyal v. State of Karnataka, 2014 the Supreme Court had struck down as 

unconstitutional the requirement of „Karnataka origin„ in admissions to MS/MD/medical 

postgraduate diploma courses. The Court relied on Pradeep Jain. In Pradeep Jain, reservation of 

certain percentage of seats by prescribing residential requirement for admission to MBBS/BDS 

course was held to be valid under article 14 of the Constitution of India but not for post-graduate 

medical courses such as MS/MD because excellence at the post-graduate level could not be 

allowed to be compromised. For the time being it was up to 70 per cent subject to review every 

three years by Indian Medical Council/ Indian Dental Council. It was also observed that 

institutional preference was permissible except in super speciality courses such as neuro-surgery 

and cardiology.  

Similar question was raised in Dr. Kriti Lakhina v. State of Karnataka, 2018, Forty-four doctors, 

having obtained their MBBS BDS degrees from the State of Karnataka with high merit, were not 

eligible for admission to post-graduate medical and dental courses in respect of government 

quota seats in the state. The eligibility condition prescribed in the bulletin allowed only those 

candidates who fulfilled the condition of "Karnataka origin" and had studied for MBBS or BDS 

degree in a medical or dental college situated in Karnataka or affiliated to any university 

established by law and recognised by Medical Council of India and had qualified in NEET. As 

the doctors were not of "Karnataka origin", they were ineligible to apply for admission. The 

Court, referring to the earlier decision of Pradeep Jain, held that the matter was no longer res 

integra and directed the respondents to modify the bulletin and admit the petitioners. 

Application of creamy layer principle to SC/ST 

In Indra Sawhney, 1992, on the question of exclusion of the creamy layer from the backward 

classes, there was agreement among eight out of the nine learned Judges. There were five 

separate judgments in this behalf which required the creamy layer to be identified and excluded. 

The twin aspects of discrimination are specifically elucidated in the judgment of Sawant, J. 
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where the learned Judge stated as follows:  

To continue to confer upon such advanced sections … special benefits, would amount to 

treating equals unequally…. Secondly, to rank them with the rest of the backward classes 

would … amount to treating the unequals equally.Thus, any executive or legislative 

action refusing to exclude the creamy layer from the benefits of reservation will be 

violative of Articles 14 and 16(1) and also of Article 16(4).  

InJarnail Singh v. Lachhmi Narayan Gupta, 2018, with regard to the application of the principle 

of creamy layer, the Court observed as under: 

We do not think it necessary to go into whether Parliament may or may not exclude the 

creamy layer from the Presidential Lists contained under Articles 341 and 342. Even on 

the assumption that Articles 341 and 342 empower Parliament to exclude the creamy 

layer from the groups or sub-groups contained within these Lists, it is clear that 

Constitutional Courts, applying Articles 14 and 16 of the Constitution to exclude the 

creamy layer cannot be said to be thwarted in this exercise by the fact that persons stated 

to be within a particular group or sub- group in the Presidential List may be kept out by 

Parliament on application of the creamy layer principle. One of the most 

important principles that has been frequently applied in constitutional law is the doctrine 

of harmonious interpretation. When Articles 14 and 16 are harmoniously interpreted 

along with other Articles 341 and 342, it is clear that Parliament will have complete 

freedom to include or exclude persons from the Presidential Lists based on relevant 

factors. Similarly, Constitutional Courts, when applying the principle of reservation, will 

be well within their jurisdiction to exclude the creamy layer from such groups or sub-

groups when applying the principles of equality under Articles 14 and 16 of the 

Constitution of India.  

VII. To lend immortality to the reservation policy is to defeat its raison d'etre’ 

It is urgently required that the entire reservation policy should be reviewed with a view to find 

out whether it has succeeded in achieving its objectives. „The time has come for a close and 

thorough examination of the whole issue of reservation to evolve “just and equitable criteria” for 

ensuring that social and economic justice is meted out to all sections of the society and protection 

afforded to the interests of truly backward citizens (Ranganathan J.: 1988). 

Benefits under reservation must have a time span. H.M. Seervai,eminent jurist rejected benefits 

under reservation except as a temporary expedient for a short period (Seervai: 1990).Justice 

Krishna Iyerrealised that „To lend immortality to the reservation policy is to defeat its raison 

d'etre‟(Iyer: 1981). It must always be kept in mind that reservation is temporary concept. Marc 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/68038/
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Galanterobserved that "compensatory discrimination arouses fear that, by broadening the 

categories and modulating benefits, it will gravitate into a comprehensive system of group 

allotments… it is important that boundaries be clearly established for what groups and for what 

amount of time with self-liquidating devices built into preference programmes" (Galanter:1984).  

There should be review at regular intervals to assess the efficacy of the provisions for reservation 

and to determine which groups no longer need protection under the terms of Articles 15 (4) and 

16 (4). So that only the really backward get the benefit.Reservation cannot be extended en masse 

to a whole range of castes. The most backward among them should get special weightage and a 

watchdog body should keep an eye on their progress. It is essential that the benefits under 

reservation policy must be restricted to first generation of the backward classes. Families in these 

classes which have crossed a defined income, occupational and educational level, would no more 

be entitled to special privileges. V.M. Tarkunde suggested that a family which has taken benefit 

of reservation once should not be allowed to avail it again (Tarkunde: 1990).  

To conclude, positive steps, both short and long term have to be taken to develop the 

underprivileged groups. The programme would have to be accelerated for uplift of agriculture, 

animal husbandry and irrigation facilities. The Government should also take other effective steps 

to help and upgrade the standards of the downtrodden, neglected and poor people through 

education and economic assistance and help them to come up and join the mainstream. The need 

today is to remove economic deprivation by proper planning which, in turn, will result in social 

mobility.  

Education can be used as „an important vehicle‟ to reduce socio-economic inequalities (Chalan: 

1990). Special attention should be paid on education of children of backward classes at primary 

and secondary levels. They must be provided free education, text books, merit scholarships and 

free boarding, lodging and coaching, so that they may get an opportunity of showing their talents 

and general ability. Education can be effective way to assimilate these backward classes in the 

mainstream of national life. The Government must lay special emphasis on educational 

programmes from the grass root level and on providing alternative facilities for their upliftment. 
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It is also necessary that development programmes should be shared by the society at large.The 

policies of the State must be rationally supported by an objective consideration rather than 

political motive. State actions under protective discrimination policy should be adjusted in 

accordance with the changing circumstances of the beneficiaries. Efficiency and public interest 

must always remain paramount.  
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