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NATIONAL COMMISSION
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
NEW DELHI - 110 066

DO NCBC Advice No. 5g. Rajasthan/98 2. 09. 1998

Dear Shri Manavalan,

I am sending. herewith the Advice of the National
Commission for Backward Classes under Section 9(1) of the
National Commission for Backward Classes Act, 1993 LOY
deletion from the Cent ral List of Backward Classes for
Rajastahan of "Damami, Nagarchi', dul Y athenticated, for

necessary action by the Central Government under Section
9(2) of the Act.

) Yours sincerely

/ i .
,l/t*’y}?/fy- 2k s

KRISHNAN)

Shri D.K. Manavalan
Secretary

Ministry of Social Justice & Empowerment
Shastri Bhavan |

NEW DELHI

233

- - — e ey ™ S
R e I . il

. = - e - =
=

-

Ty T——




NCBC Advice No.iL@J Raj/98

NATIONAL COMMISSION FOR BACKWARD CLASSES

RAJASTHAN BENCH — ~.

FINDINGS

Per Shri P.S.Krishnan, Member-Secretary

Case : Request for deletion of "Damami, Nagarchi"
castes "from: the existing Central List of

Backward Classes for Rajasthan.

[, REQUEST

I'his case arises from the Request received in

this Commission from the President, Akhil Rajasthan Dholi

(Damami) Mahasangh, Jaipur vide their leggtter No. nil dated
the 31st May 1997 for the deletion of Damami, Nagarchi from
existing entry No.l1l0 of the Central List of Backward Classes

for the State of Rajasthan.

18 g PUBLIC HEARING
% The two-Member Rajasthan Bench of the

Commission, consisting of Shri P.S. Krishnan, Hon'ble
Member-Secretary and Shri Navtej Puadhi, lHon'ble Member held
a Public Hearing at Jaipur on the 9th June 1998 inter-alia

to examine this Request. At the Public Hearing the State
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Government was represented by Shri S K Dalel, Joint Director
and Shri Ramesh Chandra Sharma, Deputy Director in the

Directorate of Social Welfare, Shri G D Garg, Joint
Director represented the Rajasthan State Backward Classes
Commission. The community was represented by Shri Shridhar
Dangi, Request-maker and others as listed in the Annexure-1.

LEL FACTS

3§ Damami, Nagarchi castes have been included in

process that Damami and Ndagarchi castes have dppedared in the
Central List of Backward Classes for Rajasthan. The Akhil
Rajasthan Dholi (Damami) Mahasangh, Jaipur has now requested

main caste Dholi is already included in the List of
Scheduled Castes for Rajasthan at Entry No.23 thereof.

4, During the Public Hearing, the present
President of the Mahasangh, Shri Rumeshwar Bhatti submitted
d written Request to the Bench Members and- the various
Frepresentatives of the community impressing upon the Bench
the necessity for the deletion of these entries of Damami
and Nagarchi from the Central List of Backward Classes. 1In
support of their request, they have given copiles of the
revenue records and other .historical and literary records.
They stated that their Caste,is  mainly known by the name of

Dholi in all the revenue reécords of Rajasthan and they are
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also getting Scheduled Caste Certificates and other benefits
meant for the Scheduled Castes. The e

L1St as well 45 1n the State

them, I'herefore, dS ]
Entry of Damami and Nagarchi‘ from
Backward Classes to avoid

among  the members of the community

Ve I'he Bench explained to the representative of
the community the implications of the deletion. The
representative said that there is no adverse implication for

and Nagarchi have never sought certificates of Backward

Classes and, being synonyms of Dholi which is
Caste, they have been seeking
as Dholi.

the main
and getting certificates only

6 . Neither the representatives and members of the

various other castes/communities present at the Public

Classes.

LV ' FINDINGS

mon lists, that is

dre common to both the State
List and the Mandal List for that State.

of commonality the Ministry of Welfare

inclusion of those castes which

On this principle

prepared the first-




phase Central List of Backward Classes for Rajasthan and
notified it on 19.10.1994,

8 . It 1s now seen from the above evidence that
Damami and Nagarchi, being, according to the community,
really the synonyms of Dholi custe which is a Scheduled
Caste, ought not to correctly remain in the list of Backward
Classes, NO caste can simultaneously be in both the
Scheduled Caste List as well as in the Backward Class List
of the same State/area of the State. Their inclusion in the
List of Backward Clusses is clearly and mﬁnifestly a case of
over-inclusion mentioned in Section 9(1) of the NCBC ) e S
1993 and in terms of the formulation of the Supreme Court
Judgement in the Mandal Case in 1992 which was the basis on
which the term "under-inclusion" or "over-inclusion" have

been included in the Act. A complaint of over-inclusion is
the same as a Request for Deletion.

9. Ihe Commission is yet to undertake the
exercise of examining complaints of over-inclusion or in
other words Requests for Deletion from the Central List of
Backward Classes. .Z complaints of this category have so
far been received. The Commission gave first priority to
the much larger number of Requests for Inclusion, from the
beginning till now number about 969. Apart from the
quantitative aspect, Requests for Inclusion also involve the
rights and needs of a very large number of genuinely
backward communities found on examination to be soclially and
educationally backward, to be included in the Central List.
This exercise has made considerable progress dand is
scheduled to be completed in the next few months.

1§ & I8 I'he Commission has to prepare the various criteria

or guidelines for examination of complaints of over-




inclusion or Requests for Deletion as it had prepared
guidelines for Requests for Inclusion in 1993. But, there is
no need to wait for the formulation of the criteria or
guidelines for deletion because, whatever else be the
criteria, the foremost criterion would be "communities which
themselves want to be deleted from the List of Backward
Classes'" for any cogent reason like their having been
dlready - included in the 1list of Scheduled Castes or
Scheduled Tribes or they themselves being of the view that

they are not socially backward or they have ceased to be

soclally backward. Therefore, withput waiting for the
Formulatiaon. of criteria ard wuideline RIS 3 ¢ ¥ B N Y A GRRY
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Central List of Backward Classes for Rajasthan be deleted

from the Central List of Backward CldbSeS for

Consequently the ~word "Dcleted” may be

shown dgainst Sl,'
NO 10, ‘

16, On account of the unfortunate demise of one of

the Members, Shri Navtej Puadhi on 16.8. 1998, this unanimous

~Advice of the Commission does not bear the signature of that

Member. Ihe validity of the Advice, notwithstanding the

vdcanCy caused by the demise of the aforesaid Member,

1s
protected by Section 7 of the NCBC Act, 1993,
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