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* | MEMBER-SECRETARY
NATIONAL COMMISSION
‘ FOR BACKWARD CLASSES

GOVERNMENT QF INDIA
NEW DELHI - 110 066

NCBC Advice No. ‘9 Punjab98s- 08. 10. 1998

Dear Shri Manavalan,

I am sending herewith the Advice of the

National Commission for Backward Classes under”Sectlon
9(1) of the NCBC Act for the Inclusion of "Kachhi,.

] ' 1 - ha" in- the
Kachhi-Shakya, Kachhi-Maurya, Kachhi-Kushwa

Central List,bof Backward Classes for Punjab,; duly
quthenticated, for mnecessary action by the Central
Government under Section 0(2) of the Act

Yolirs sincerely

[l forr st ffens.
(P.S.KRISHNAN)

/‘_—_.
AR

Encl: As stated

Shri D.K. Manavalan,

Secretary to Govt. of Indla

Ministry of Social Justice & Empowerment
Shastri Bhavan, NEW DELHI 110 001
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convenor § Organ;ser, Navyug Shakya. Sabha, Shri R.S.Maurya,

President, Bharat Maurya Sangh( Regd Chandlgdrh and

others, (;ATE \j{:ﬁ‘
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Member

per Shri p.S.Krishnan, :

Request £

Case:
Kushwaha)‘

\Navyug Shakyd sabha(Reg.)

Kachhi(Shakya,

the Inclusion 0k
caste/community in the Central List of Backward Classes for
Ppunjab

'hle Member,

URR L s T 1998. |

Navte] puadhi, Hon

in respect of this Request at Chandigarh O

At the. PublicC Hearing, the State Government was represented |
Deptt of Welfare of

es and Backwar

S
Commissilon was also present and provide
The communlty was represented by ghri Ram Chand Shakya,
Convenor & Organiser, Navyug ghakya Sabha, shri R.S.Maury#,
president, gharat Maurya Sangh(Regd.), Chandigarh and
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Kushwaha)' caste/community
£ of Rackward

basis ‘of the
J casfeé/sub-

Maurya,
hase Central L1S

by includin
al Commlsblon

at that time

4 . According tO the 1
Shakya gabha, the people of thils communlity ngre highly
711 the spheres =77 economlc, socidl,
it other States. '

ste dttar Prddesh
carning and
The !

§ 5

mailn occupation of the
vegetables and labouring.

of big

oY contract basis OF

99 'a tenant,
homele€ss in the

landlordb .....

y depend for
agrlcultural

fnEne Questlonnal
ork as factory la

'vegetable and
1ntormationh@given
/community also W

1

factory 1abourers.

female, chil




and non-agricul tural)

oth agricultural
ity 1S stated to be€

manual (b

l1anless

labourers.'-Literacy rate of the commun

only 7% 30% of the families of the caste/community live
Thelr representatl1on in Class 1 and

achha houses.
] categories O services 15

and the re

in K
Class ment
given as VNiL

84 and 1n Class

£ the State Govern

as

states that there are nO members from this

in the professions 1ike Doctors, Lawyers, Engineers Ol
Jtants, Medila prof6551onals etcC

Architects, Chartered AcCCOUI

1 C Hearing, the representatives of

he ancestors of ¢t

jally from the d
1N Punjab mainly as

he produce

Do
he community

1btric1's of

fhﬂy settled

y used tO share t
' has since COmE

Etawah, Ma inpuri etc.
_ Barlier the

down to 2/l 1/3%3. They als0 S

than 2% of
still mObtly la

of social backw:
bhefore
accounts

the families

ndless tenants.
they alsoO

1ste/community,
produced extracts from
ethnographilc '

[bbetson and H.A.ROS€.

7. Denzil Ibbetson
i : . 1993, first publ

1ab carried out b

omunity under th

ished 1916, based on
y Ibbetson himself)
tbes thls caste/CO e head "The Lodhada

Hindustan,

districts,

the great cantonments.
The Kachhis are
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I believe they are g
water—nuis and similar

gre called Singharl (£

West Frontier
Delhi, 1990, first published

the representatives

they said that they do not b
They said that Kacchi, Shakya,

gaged in the cultivation of

enerally en
in many parts: they

produce; indeed
rom Singara, a water-nut) as commonly

as Kachhi."

31so given by H.A.Rose (A

of the Punjab and North-

Asian Educational Services, New

1919). When the Bench asked
the: name

Province,

of Tcthe community whether
valent amongst their membe

'Singhari' 1is at present pre

y which members of thel
denote various

Jogendra Nath Rhattacharya (Hindu Castes and Sects,
ancoharlal Publishers P?Pvt Ltd, New Delhi, 1995,
the head '"The Kachis'" that
They are Very gooef
as;

and  that these names sub-divisions 2mong

them.

Munshiram M
‘+ion 1896) writes ander

Koeris.
cubdivisions among then,

for instcance, the followlng:-

from Keno)

From the ancien
in Farakkabad.
Said to derive thel

1. Kanojia b
2. Sakya Senil

t town of Sankisa

r name from the

-3, Hardiya
jvating huldl or

fact of theilr cult
turmeric.

Said to be SO named
cultivating

from the fact

& . Murao
mula or

of thelr

radish.
. Kachchwaba
6., .8alloria
7. Anwar

llllllll

Hearing, the

State




Government/State Commission representatives stated that the
State Commission has already tendered 1ts

Advice/recommendation to the State Government 1N fFavour of

regard. The Bench felt that the NCBC'S Advice tO the

for Inclusion 1n the Central List of BCs for Punjab cannot
wait for long for the State Government TO take a decision
on trhe recommendation of the State Commission for

Inclusion of this communilty in the State List and therefore

decision and communicate it within a month. The State

Government representatives agreed tO do so. Those present
during the Public Hearing, who were from Jifferent sections
of society, were in favour of the inclusioﬁ of this
caste/community1in the list.of BCs; though’ one Shri Kartar
Singh Arya who claimed to represent the Backward Classes
Federation, Punjab initially eXpressed -some,*reservations
about 1ts eli_gib_ility for incldsion in the BC list of
Punjab 1n vieiw' of ‘its:istatus as a 'migrarit community,
After hearing the submisslons of the repreSentaIives of ‘the
_community that they are not recent migrante but have
miglrated more than 100 years back, he also expressed his

£indl . ‘wiew:; 1n favour of the inclusion  of this

9. i The caste/communlity under CONS ideration has
q2lready been included in the Central List of Backward
Classes for Bihar, Delhi, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra,

Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh, a5 follows:i---

State Relevant entry

H

1. Bihar 19, Kushwaha(Koeri)”
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1727, Kachnl
Koer 1
Murai
Murac"

A . Madhya pradesh nz(, Kacchi
(Kushwaha/Koshawaha

Maurya)"

;. Maharashtrd "L, 3
6. Rajasthan "2 4 Kacchi" Z
7. Uttar pradesh nwy, Kacchl, Kacchi-Kushwaha, E
' - Shakya'"

in the case of Uttar “pradesh the
15 € Central [ist of BCs, for

e basls of the prlnelple of
p s and Kacchl Kushwaha and

Jttar Prade sh

commonaiity was '3 Kacchl';

ghakya were eubsequently added tO this entry 1n the Cenfral
ce of the NCBC to that effect. |

mdterlal and evl

that Kachhi (Shakya, M;
in Punjab 18 4/ 8ocially “and

Kushwaha) C33%®
sss and therefore it should be
in the Central List of BCs for Pun]ab at entry
to preclude

included .
no.07, suffixing Kachhi tO each of the names,
possibillty of scope for seeklng and bettlng false
certificates, a5 follOWwS:.-~
ng7. Kachhl, Kachhi-Shakya, Kachhi-Maurya.,
Kachhl—Kushwaha"
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Section 9
al Government under S

pPS Shakya, Maurya,

Kachhi and
of Backward

included

Kuéhwaha be
punjab at entry nNno.

Classes for

Kachhi-Shakya, Kachhi-Mauryd,

wg7. Kachhi,
Kachhi-Kushwaha"
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